
March 3, 2021 
Andrea Bridge 

1089 Lawrence Grassi Ridge,  
Canmore, AB T1W 3C3 

Town of Canmore Council 

 

Re: OPPOSED to Bylaws 2021-05 Three Sisters Village ASP and 2021-06 Smith Creek ASP 

 

Dear Town of Canmore Council, 

I am opposed to the two bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06. Please decline them at the second reading. My 

arguments against the bylaws are outlined below: 

1. The proposals would double Canmore’s population. 

Recommendations: 1. Uphold the Town of Canmore Land Use Bylaw, Section 14.9.2.4, which specifies 

the number of residential units permitted on the Three Sisters lands. The numbers were established 

after negotiations with the land owners in 1998, and while there are good reasons to decrease those 

numbers today, there are no good reasons to increase them. 2. Uphold the existing zoning, i.e., Golf and 

Recreation Area District, for the unfinished golf course. The zoning was itself proposed by TSMV in an 

earlier ASP. Keeping it intact will: i) eliminate a major proposed residential district; ii) mitigate long-

standing undermining concerns about the lands (see Reason 4); and iii) provide a currently required 

widening of the adjacent wildlife corridor. 3. Uphold the present Conservation of Wildlands zoning in the 

Smith Creek ASP area, which will limit residential, commercial and industrial development. 4. Reject any 

proposals to change Canmore’s Growth Boundary (as proposed in the Smith Creek ASP), which will limit 

residential, commercial and industrial development. 

2. TSMV proposals fail to deliver wildlife corridors that will meet the needs of wildlife in the 

decades ahead. TSMV’s current plans ignore the best-available continental corridor science and 

the specific recommendations of the local and regional biologists who know the valley best. 

3. The proposals would unnecessarily contribute to climate change in a declared climate 

emergency community. 

4. Undermining risks on TSMV lands create potential financial liabilities for the Town and its 

taxpayers. 

5. The proposal will result in an unnecessary financial burden for Canmore and its taxpayers. 

6. Changing the status of lands presently zoned for Conservation of Wildlands. 

7. Changing Canmore’s Growth Boundary to accommodate an expanded development footprint is 

unacceptable.  

8. The proposals don’t do enough to address affordable housing. 

9. The process for these bylaws and the lack of community engagement is unacceptable. While not 

related to the substance of the TSMV proposals, the Town of Canmore’s apparent reluctance to 

engage deeply with its citizens over a decision that will have long-lasting, consequential impacts 

on the nature and character of the community is also unacceptable. A decision of such 



magnitude demands robust, wide-ranging public and in-person engagement. Prior to first 

reading of the TSMV Area Structure Plans, the Town failed to provide such a process.  

I recommend that the Mayor and Council should adhere to the Town’s policies and directions and host a 

robust, meaningful public education and engagement program as regards the TSMV Village and Smith 

Creek ASPs. There are at least four separate Town documents that provide direction to the Town to do 

so: 1. 2006 Mining the Future:“Develop and refine ways for the citizens of Canmore to engage in public 

policy processes that move well beyond open houses and public hearings”(pp 59 &60) 2. 2016 MDP, 

Section 17: Civic Engagement & Cooperation -Goal 2:“To build opportunities for meaningful engagement 

of the public through ongoing dialogue and a collaborative sharing of perspectives, ideas, and 

generation of solutions”. (Section 17 contains a number of policies supporting this goal.) 3. Town of 

Canmore Strategic Plan -2019-2022 Foundational Pillars -Community Engagement:“We meaningfully 

engage with citizens for effective decision making” 4. 2019 Public Participation Policy: “This Public 

Participation Policy recognizes the value of public participation and provides a framework for 

opportunities for the community to be informed of, and/ or involved in meaningful public participation 

regarding decisions that directly affect the public.” Public Participation Tools include: “in-person 

participation which may include meetings, round-table discussions, town halls, open houses, and 

workshops. . . .” 

Please decline this bylaw and engage with Canmore residents in a meaningful way about the future they 

envision for themselves and their community. By doing so, the Town will ensure that any local 

development reflects the values of the people who live here, and protect the natural systems and 

wildlife. 

Thank you for your time,  

Andrea Bridge 

1089 Lawrence Grassi Ridge,  

Canmore, AB T1W 3C3 
 

 

 


