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Context – Canmore is in a regionally important wildlife corridor. Decades long 
commitment of current and past Town Councils to ensure it remains functional. They 
do have the power to add to its functionality through zoning open space (not 
development) beside the inadequate corridor approved by the Province. There is 
precedent for them having done so in the past (e.g. 2002 Golder Report and addition 
of 300-450m-wide buffer to wildlife corridor at unfinished golf course).  

2



3

Although there are exceptions, wolves are amongst the most sensitive species to 
human development. Recent wolf movements clearly show us the importance of this 
corridor…



Locations of GPS radio collared wolves (red points) from 2012-2020, data courtesy of 
Parks Canada. Solid yellow and red pods near bottom of slide are proposed TSMV 
developments in Village and Smith Ck ASPs. A few patterns of note: 1) wolves prefer 
valley bottoms, not steep slopes; 2) existing development in Canmore already acts as 
a barrier/filter to wolves trying to connect Banff National Park to Kananaskis Country; 
3) alternative wildlife corridor around town on north side of valley – above Silvertip, 
Eagle Terrace, Cougar Creek - isn’t working (the few wolves that do try get turned 
around at rock quarries east of town). Conclusion: best remaining corridor for wolves 
and other animals to get around town is on the south side of the valley, exactly where 
TSMV proposes its new developments. 

4



Context – all this occurring within continentally significant Y2Y wildlife corridor
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What happens if we cut it off? History of grizzly bear range tells us this important 
story…..

6



Canmore

Habitat fragmentation; history of bears getting surrounded by human development 
and unable to escape smaller and smaller islands of habitat. Can’t get enough 
food/water. Can’t find unrelated mates. Small populations wink out. This is how 
extinction happens. Meanwhile, Bow Valley located right in a pinch point where we 
risk creating another island. This is the most developed place in the world where 
grizzly bears still exist. If anything, we need less development and fewer people, not 
more.
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For all these reasons Town of Canmore has evolved into a community that values and 
works hard to coexist with wildlife. The Town participated in the creation of, and 
eventually adopted, the BCEAG Wildlife Corridor and Habitat Partch Guidelines 
(which I co-authored as a biologist). This document designated wildlife corridors in 
our valley and  set a suite of guidelines for how to conserve and manage them. 
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I’m not going to go deep into the guidelines but I do want to share a couple of the 
most simple principles: 1) The longer a corridor is, the more time an animal needs to 
traverse it, wider it needs to be…
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Maximum Corridor Slope = 25o

Species Season Number GPS 
locations

Percent below 25 
degree slope

cougar Summer: April - Nov. 4130 64.8

cougar Winter: Dec. - March 4395 68

grizzly bear Summer: April - Nov. 87692 75.8

wolf Summer: April - Nov. 42163 96.3

wolf Winter: Dec. - March 24494 96

2) Slope: lots of local evidence that animals prefer slopes <25 degrees (data courtesy 
Parks Canada).
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So let’s zoom into the area of concern around the proposed TSMV developments and 
look at widths and slopes, first without any additional development. The pathway, or 
corridor (in green) that animals will need to take to get from the Wind Valley to the 
Nordic Centre is 13km long. So, according to the guidelines, it should be over 1km 
wide. But even without adding more development, we can see there are significant 
squeeze points that are much narrower than 1km once you take slopes <25 degrees 
(mapped in red) into account. Incidentally, the 350m wide pinchpoint above Peaks of 
Grassi neighborhood (top left corner of slide) and the 360m one at Stewart Ck golf 
course (middle of slide) are where there are the highest incidences of human-wildlife 
conflict.  
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Here is the same area with proposed TSMV developments overlaid in yellow and red. 
Red is all the area outside our Municipal Growth Boundary that TSMV now wants to 
develop.
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Creates more unacceptable squeeze points. 
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Are there things TSMV could have done to make the proposal more acceptable from 
a wildlife standpoint? Yes. Remove all development in red in this slide. Resulting 
wildlife corridors would still be a far cry from the 1km+ widths of the BCEAG 
guidelines but it would be a significant improvement. 
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They also could have introduced another cross-valley corridor to make up for the 
inadequate widths of the Along-Valley corridor. In this slide I show their detailed 
plans for development which include a lot of green space (some of which is provincial 
land) that would be “orphaned” inside their proposed wildlife fence (which has its 
own problems that I don’t have the time to get into here). Why not turn a lot of that 
green space into a second X-valley wildlife corridor?
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I made all these suggestions to TSMV several years ago when I volunteered to be the 
conservation representative on their Citizen Advisory Group. Unfortunately they said 
the numbers didn’t work for them and ignored all of it. So instead of proposing a 
much more acceptable development footprint like this…… 
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They are proposing this, which has serious risks for wildlife, and, as other speakers 
tonight are pointing out, also has serious risks for undermining liability, climate 
impacts, financial sustainability for the Town, and the very character and fabric of our 
community.  
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Our greatest impediments to 

living with wildlife:

• An unwillingness to imagine it;

• An unwillingness to sacrifice our own interests so other life 

can live alongside us
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