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From: Niclas Brundell 
Sent: February 9, 2021 9:41 PM
To: Shared.MunicipalClerk
Subject: Three sisters/smith creek ASP public comment

To the Canmore Council, 

I can not support the ASP for the Three Sisters for three major reasons 

1 This ASP does not support the wildlife in the valley, in what is a crucial wildlife corridor. This path 
going through the Bow Valley, over Skogan pass, into Kananskis is very important to wildlife. The 
modified wildlife corridor has already been declined once. But was approved by the new UCP 
government. The same government that removed the 1976 coal policy. Is that the government we 
are supposed to listen to when it comes to the environment? I don't oppose new development. But I 
oppose it when it has a risk of creating large damage to the surrounding wildlife. We need these 
corridors to let animals move freely in their massive ranges. Imagine if our highway was cut off and 
we couldn't get to Calgary anymore. That wouldn't be great. And you can't just push the corridors 
up on steep slopes. Not all animals are mountain goats. And if you have ever bushwacked steeper 
slopes, you have probably noticed the distinct lack of bears. The new ASP does not handle the 
wildlife corridor in an appropriate way 

2 The area is within an high/extreme wildfire danger zone. The temperature in the Bow Valley is 
steadily rising with climate change. With that, the risk of fire increases.  

3 Undermining. Gerry Stephenson long talked about the problem of undermining in the Three 
Sisters area. This is not a problem we can just fix. We can't just fill all the mine shafts up again and 
pretend it never happened. And this wasn't mining in the times of every dig being mapped on a 
computer program. This is digging where we simply don't know where every hole is. This is a 
problem that could potentially risk life if buildings collapse. Or if we are lucky, only damage the 
building itself. And then we the tax payers are responsible.  

I am not opposing this because it is a new development. I am opposing this because it has several 
massive flaws, and that have not been fixed. The wildlife corridor and undermining are the two 
biggest issues. And they have not been fixed. It doesn't matter that the UCP approved it, when it 
had already been rejected. We already know why it is a bad plan. The developer should go back to 
the drawing table and restore an acceptable wildlife corridor and not put our taxpayers at risk! 

//Niclas Brundell 




