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From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Janice Brabon 
February 23, 2021 4:33 PM
John Borrowman; Robert Seeley; Jeffrey Hilstad; Esme Comfort; Karen Marra; Joanna 
McCallum; Vi Sandford; Council; bowvalleyengage@gmail.com; Shared.MunicipalClerk 
Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06: Opposition to TSMV ASPs

Dear Municipal Clerk, 

I am writing to express my concern about Three Sisters Mountain Villageâ€™s latest development proposals. As I hope 
youâ€™re aware, they conflict with several guiding documents for our community, including the Municipal 
Development Plan, conservation wildlands zoning, and several bylaws. Collectively, these were put into place to protect 
the character of our community, the quality of life of its residents, and to meet our goal of coexisting with wildlife. They 
include:  

1. TSMVâ€™s request to expand our Urban Growth Boundary which is meant to limit our footprint and to ensure a
balance between nature & development, especially in a sensitive area like the mouth of the Wind Valley (1998
Municipal Development Plan);

2. TSMVâ€™s request to rezone ~33 ha of Conservation Wildlands to urban development, also in the sensitive
mouth of the Wind Valley (1998 Land Use Bylaw);

3. TSMVâ€™s misrepresentation of the bylaw for a 300-450m-wide open space setback adjacent to an otherwise
too narrow wildlife corridor above the unfinished golf course (Sections 14.16.4.1(b) & (c) Canmore Land Use
Bylaw)). This came about due to the 2002 Golder Report, which was a jointly commissioned study by the Town
of Canmore and TSMV;

4. Doubling of the number of remaining residential units allowed to be built on TSMV lands as per Bylaw 1-98,
Section 14.9.2.4. The bylaw states up to 3447 more units can be built however TSMVâ€™s plans call for 6750
more units (and this doesnâ€™t even include a possible 3100 additional secondary suites and 420 PAH units).

 This is one of my main concerns. I have lived in Canmore for 30 years and I have obviously seen many changes.
Many of these changes have been very progressive and have positively enhanced the lifestyle in this town.
However we are now at a stage of development where the roads and infrastructure can no longer effectively
manage the number of visitors to the Bow Valley. We have seen how the traffic now piles up unacceptably in
various areas during peak traffic times and during periods of high tourist visitation. These peak times used to be
a few days in the summer and during special town events. Now the highways are full between Calgary and
Canmore and also between the Columbia Valley and Lake Louise to Calgary. The trail heads are full and no
longer accessible to locals. The permanent residents of Canmore no longer venture out on weekends to enjoy
their surrounds as the number of visitors restricts normal activity. Many permanent Canmore citizens leave
Canmore during the summer due to horrendous increases in traffic, pedestrians and visitors to this small town.
We are losing the character of the town. Most of the people moving in to Canmore now seem to be very
wealthy part-time residents who do not wish to contribute to the community affairs. They roll in, recreate, leave 
their garbage and depart. We do need more part-time residents, who leave their large homes empty much of
the time, being heated all winter for occasional use. We need to plan ahead to make sure we have a clear vision
for a wonderful town and community as we move forward into the future. We don't want massive development 
for the rich, as Whistler has allowed. The city of Whistler is an overpriced sprawling development with little
community connection. Is Canmore a more enjoyable city offering a better visitor experience at current
population levels or will it be just as wonderful with a sprawling development of large homes that are primarily
unused? Should Canmore seriously consider additional taxes for second homes which are not primary
residences. We want to attract people who are committed to the community and will contribute to municipal
causes. I am most concerned about maintaining an enjoyable lifestyle for the residents of Canmore as well as
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maintaining a green community where there is a huge focus on preserving air and water quality. I hope the TOC 
will not sell out to big (or small) developers but rather have a clear uncompromising plan for a very positive 
future for our town.  

I believe Town Council was elected to uphold foundational plans and bylaws like this, not to change them without 
meaningful community consultation and discussion. Please stay the course; this is not the time to rush through legacy-
making decisions for an entire community in order to appease the interests of a single land speculator. We must put the 
future of our town first to ensure it remains as a wonderful community and visitor experience for generations to come.  

Sincerely, 

-- Janice Brabon  
j.brabon@shaw.ca 


