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Public hearing letter

To Mayor and Council: 

The two Area Structure Plans that TSMV has presented to you for approval do not meet the environmental 
standards that we should expect in a town which is such an important link in the Yellowstone to Yukon 
Initiative.  

So much is riding on getting the corridors right, and the developer is asking the town to trust an unproven and 
uncertain new idea. The fence flies in the face of all the research that has come before. It will create a corridor 
that science says is too narrow and too steep. It will allow high levels of human activity immediately adjacent 
to the corridor that may cause sensory overload for wildlife, and, consequently prevent them from utilizing 
the corridor.  

Kyle Knopff, the environmental consultant for Golder, who spoke at first reading said this, 

“What the EIS does is evaluate whether or not there have been or would be serious risks to the 
environment, but we don’t provide or intend to say what might or might not be ultimately acceptable 
to the town or council. We do provide all of that within the EIS in terms of what the risks are and what 
the mitigation is and what our view on uncertainty is and the third party reviewer had some additional 
info especially with respect to uncertainty.” 

He clearly points out that it is Council’s responsibility to decide what level of risk the town is willing to accept. 
At a previous meeting relating to undermining, council discussed a risk management tool called ALARP (as low 
a risk as possible.) On that model there were 3 levels. The lowest is acceptable which is generally regarded as 
low, or insignificant, or can be adequately controlled. The second is tolerable where the consequence is of 
concern but manageable. The third is unacceptable or intolerable, and at this level, the risk is considered so 
great that it unacceptable, regardless of the benefits associated with the activity.  

The third party review says that there is uncertainty around this issue. As well, TSMV has suggested that up to 
100 mitigations may be required. If that many are needed, surely that points to a lot of issues.  Finally, Josh 
Welsh, the person hired to advise council, said this at first reading: “Many mitigations remain untested, 
including the wildlife fence, and the data required to verify acceptable impacts is unavailable, as it will be 
collected at future planning phases.” This means that there is no way to judge whether TSMV’s experimental 
approach can be evaluated until it is too late.  Clearly, the risk that the corridor will not be functional is a 
gamble, and should be considered in the ALARP model as unacceptable and intolerable.  

I believe that any level of risk that the corridors will fail to move wildlife between Wind Valley and Banff 
National Park is an unacceptable risk. I also believe that most residents of the town would find it intolerable. 
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Please deny both ASP’s until such time as the town can be confident that wildlife corridors and habitat 
patches are functional, protected, and based on the best science. 
  
Yours, 
Rachel Denner 
  
 
Sent from my iPhone 


