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number of alternative locations and 
routes for substations and transmission 
lines, including options far beyond 
the route for which they originally 
received permission. AWA believes that 
receiving “needs” permission for one 
particular route should not give Altalink 
carte blanche to build transmission 
lines wherever they want in southern 
Alberta without due process. If they do 
need to construct new lines, which is 
questionable, then they should be looking 
to honour the promises made by their 
own president and use already existing 
transmission corridors. 
	 Peter Sherrington, AWA member and 
former president, represented AWA at the 
hearing. Numerous local landowners and 
members of the Livingstone Landowners’ 
Group also played a major role. Peter 
commented afterwards that the issue is as 
“close to a no-brainer” as he’s seen.	
					     - Nigel Douglas

Moratorium on Motorized 
Access Necessary for 
Grizzly Survival
	 AWA and several other Alberta 
conservation groups have called for 
an immediate moratorium on all new 
road and trail construction within 
grizzly habitat. Why? Because Alberta 
continues to refuse to take meaningful 
measures to recover declining grizzly 
bear populations in Alberta, we have little 
choice.
 	S ince the grizzly bear was designated 
as Threatened in 2010 little has been 
done to secure grizzly habitat. It is well 
established that the single greatest threat 
to grizzly bear survival is human-caused 

mortality, largely due to access into 
grizzly habitat. In fact, it is estimated 
that 90 percent of grizzly deaths occur 
within 500 metres of a road. Upon its 
release in March 2008, the provincial 
Grizzly Bear Recovery Plan made it clear 
that “human use of access (specifically, 
motorized vehicle routes) is one of 
the primary threats to grizzly bear 
persistence.” It then went on to prescribe 
that road density in core grizzly habitat 
should not exceed 0.6 km/km2; density 
should not exceed 1.2 km/km2 in all 
other grizzly range. Along with this key 
recommendation, the Recovery Plan also 
outlined a suite of other strategies to 
mitigate the effects of linear disturbance 
upon grizzlies. Some of those strategies 
are: coordinated, inter-departmental road 
planning before new road construction, 
deactivation of roads not regularly 
used within two months of last use, 
reclamation of roads no longer in use 
within one year of last use, and ensuring 
off-highway vehicle activity is managed 
and restricted to designated routes and 
areas. The Recovery Plan recommended 
putting these management actions into 
operation within a year of its release. 
Their implementation, inexcusably, is 
more than three years overdue. 
	 Within the last year, two separate 
studies conducted by non-profit 
organizations within southern Alberta 
have revealed linear access densities 
within grizzly habitat already greatly 
exceed the thresholds recommended in 
the Recovery Plan. A study conducted 
by Global Forest Watch Canada showed 
that the density of linear disturbances in 
the Castle Area Forest Land Use Zone, 
identified as core grizzly habitat, is 1.3 
km/km2. This is more than double the 
threshold recommended in the recovery 
plan; in some watersheds densities 
were more than triple the recommended 
threshold. Another report commissioned 
by the Ghost Watershed Alliance 
assessed cumulative impacts in a study 
area within the Ghost River Watershed. 
The study included determining actual 
access density. Although the study area 
is considered non-core grizzly habitat, it 
was found that the average actual access 
density was 5 km/km2. This greatly 
exceeds the threshold of 1.2 km/km2 
recommended for all grizzly range. 
	 It must also be emphasized that the 
provincial Recovery Plan defines “open 
routes” as “a route without restrictions 

AWA Fights New Transmission 
Lines in the Livingstone
	T his summer AWA joined local 
residents and landowners opposing 
rampant transmission line development 
in southwest Alberta’s Livingstone 
region. On August 23, 2011, a three-day 
Alberta Utilities Commission (AUC) 
hearing began in Pincher Creek to discuss 
preliminary issues in the application 
process by the Alberta Energy Systems 
Operator (AESO) and Altalink to build 
240 kV transmission lines through this 
beautiful and pristine landscape. 
	 AESO and Altalink’s development 
proposals seem to fly in the face of 
commitments made on numerous 
occasions by Altalink President and Chief 
Executive Officer, Scott Thon. In 2007, 
Thon promised to take “an innovative 
approach to transmission by focusing 
first on reusing existing rights-of-way 
and reusing the land currently occupied 
by older, lower capacity lines for new, 
high capacity lines before we look to cut 
a new path of land.” This message does 
not seem to have been delivered to and/
or heard by the staff planning to construct 
a new Fidler to Chapel Rock line through 
Alberta’s unspoiled Livingstone Range.
	 Previously AUC granted a “needs” 
approval to AESO. This recognized 
the “need” for a new transmission line 
running from Goose Lake, near the 
Oldman Dam, west to the Crowsnest 
Pass. (AWA did not agree that such a 
“need” had been demonstrated, nor that 
AESO considered seriously alternatives 
such as buried lines). Since receiving 
“needs” approval for that specific 
corridor, Altalink has proposed a dizzying 

Endangered species such as these burrowing owls live on the Potatogate lands. AWA 
applauds Premier Redford for cancelling this attempt to sell these public lands.
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on motorized vehicle use.” Such access 
restrictions may include temporary, 
seasonal, or permanent closures, or 
restrictions to only authorized use. 
This implies that any access route open 
to public use is considered an open 
route. When calculating appropriate 
access densities, all trails, seismic lines, 
pipelines and any other route accessible 
to people and off-highway vehicles 
should be included. 
	T he provincial grizzly recovery 
plan now has been in place for over 
three years. During this time, the only 
identifiable, concrete action that has been 
taken is a moratorium on the grizzly 
hunt (renewed annually so far). In a 
letter to Alberta Sustainable Resource 
Development Minister Mel Knight, we 
have asked for an immediate halt to all 
approvals that create new access (roads, 
trails, pipelines, seismic lines, clear cuts, 
etc.) until:

1.	 linear access densities for all core 
grizzly habitat within Alberta’s 
grizzly bear population units are 
calculated accurately,

2.	actions have been taken to remove 
and effectively close access such that 
the effective linear access densities 
are at or below 0.6 km/km2  within 
the designated “core” portion of 
each grizzly bear population unit and 
below 1.2 km/km2 within remaining 
grizzly bear range, and

3.	a comprehensive plan is in place 
to designate motorized trails and 
manage and enforce motorized 
access throughout grizzly bear range 
in the province. 

    When a problem arises, such as the 
threat of grizzly bear extirpation in 
Alberta, it is not often that the solution 
is known. It is even less often that the 
solution to that problem is written in 
a provincially mandated Recovery 
Plan, broadly accepted by scientists, 
conservation groups, and industry 
representatives. The increasing maze 
of roads, trails, cut lines, pipelines, 
and other such linear disturbances that 
currently slice across Alberta’s remaining 
provincial wilderness areas is affecting 
more than just grizzly bears. The rampant 
spread of industrial access into all 
corners of the province has amplified the 
decline of many species threatened in the 
province, impacted our watersheds, and 

fragmented many of our most sensitive 
ecosystems. Until the cumulative 
impacts of such proliferation have been 
accurately quantified and the disconnect 
between what the public wants, what 
the science says, and what actions the 
Alberta government does (or does not) 
take is corrected, a moratorium on road 
construction in grizzly bear habitat is 
needed to protect Alberta wildlife and 
the wilderness upon which their survival 
depends. 
			   - Madeline Wilson

Alberta Approves 
Controversial Coal Plant
	 On August 10, 2011, the Alberta 
Utilities Commission (AUC) gave 
Maxim Power Corporation (Maxim) final 
approval to construct a 500-megawatt 
(MW) coal plant in the area of Grande 
Cache, Alberta. Alberta’s approval 
enables Maxim to construct and 
commission a new coal-fired electricity 
plant before new federal carbon emission 
standards are scheduled to come into 
effect on July 1, 2015. The emissions 
from Maxim’s plant will not comply with 
those new federal standards; Alberta’s 
decision will excuse Maxim from those 
standards.	
	 Maxim’s plant will emit up to three 
million tonnes of greenhouse gases 
per year. As seriously, the plant will 
discharge mercury and other acidifying 
emissions into the air (ie. SO2 and NO), 
extract at least 6 million cubic metres 
of freshwater annually from the Little 
Smoky River, and inflict further industrial 
impacts upon the sensitive ecosystems of 
the Smoky River Valley. As well, AWA 
has repeatedly requested the Alberta 
government hold a public inquiry into the 
effects of the continued expansion of the 
Smoky River coal field upon the nearby 
Caw Ridge wildlife habitat. 
	 AWA is especially concerned about 
both the substantial environmental 
footprint of this expansion and the 
expedited manner in which the 
government approved Maxim’s 
application. It seems decisions made by 
the AUC, as well as alleged advice given 
by Environment Canada, have assisted 
Maxim Power in avoiding new federal 
carbon legislation. Approving this project 
will prevent the province from achieving 
its greenhouse-gas reduction targets. 

It also will make it difficult for Prime 
Minister Stephen Harper to fulfill his 
promise to reduce Canadian greenhouse-
gas emissions by 17 percent by 2020.
	 New federal regulations regarding 
coal-fired electricity generation will not 
come into effect until 2015 and Maxim 
plans to be operating its plant before 
then. But, when former Environment 
Minister Jim Prentice announced in 2010 
that new, tougher standards were coming, 
he gave an assurance that, in the interim, 
non-compliant coal plants would not be 
expedited: “We will guard against any 
rush to build non-compliant coal plants in 
the interim.” 
	E nvironment Canada turned out to 
be a very meek guard indeed. Maxim 
wrote to the AUC expressing its extreme 
concern about the proposed federal 
regulations. Environment Canada assured 
Maxim that their plant would only have 
to meet today’s laxer standards if it was 
commissioned July 1, 2015. Maxim’s 
letter to the AUC stated that it would be 
difficult to meet the federal deadline if 
hearings delayed the AUC’s decision. 
How do you think AUC responded? 
It quickly gave its interim approval to 
Maxim Power. Final approval came soon 
after.
	 AWA, along with several other 
concerned parties, was denied standing 
by the AUC. This denial asserted that 
no person or organization with concerns 
about Maxim’s plans would be “directly 
and adversely” affected by the pollution 
coming from this coal-fired electricity 
plant. The AUC’s decision that none 
of the concerned parties had standing 
meant the regulator didn’t have to hold 
a hearing. Thus, we have written to 
Environment Minister Peter Kent and 
urged Environment Canada to rigorously 
review Maxim’s application. Our 
growing international reputation as a 
laggard when it comes to environmental 
regulations, monitoring, and enforcement 
will again be in the spotlight unless 
the federal government acts against the 
Maxim project. Federal inaction will 
suggest the national commitment to take 
meaningful action on the climate change 
issue remains no more substantive than 
Alberta’s. 
					     - Madeline Wilson
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