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Dear Mayor and Council, 

We are writing to voice our concern with the proposed TSMV ASP. There are numerous parts of the proposed ASP that 
we feel will have a negative effect on the community and the overall quality of life here. We wish to have these 
concerns recorded as part of the public input on the 2nd reading of this proposal.  

Amendment to the growth boundary 
The valley has experienced huge growth in the last 25 years. The Municipal Development Plan that is currently in place 
recognized that we live in a valley with growth constrictions. The document was developed to allow for the community 
to exist within nature. The town is already challenging that assumption however any plan to compromise the 
existing Conservation of Wildlands District would totally negate the whole idea of the MDP and be a sell out by the 
municipal government to one developer. 

Wildlife Corridor compromise 
Although TSMV wants to assure us that they'll put up fencing to keep wildlife and people in their respective places, 
anyone who has lived in the valley for any length of time will realize that this plan will face huge problems.  People who 
live in the valley enjoy recreating in the undeveloped spaces around the town. Although the developer assures us that 
they will "provide recreational opportunities within the developments as a means to help alleviate human use 
pressure on the corridors", they are basing their model on what works in highly developed suburban areas, not what 
works in Canmore. 

As for the wildlife in the valley, they barely have enough room as it is now to negotiate safe travel within traditional 
habitat. The undeveloped golf course on the Three Sisters Lands has acted as a buffer in that area. To turn it into a 
high density alpine village and expect there not to be issues is something only the developer can really believe. 

Undermining Liability 
Although the 2020 GUIDELINES TO EVALUATE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OVER DESIGNATED 
UNDERMINED LANDS IN THE TOWN OF CANMORE, ALBERTA has been the guiding document in 
reviewing this issue, we feel it falls short on the issue of liability. To hold developers accountable for only a 2 
year post development period and engineers accountable for only a 10 year post development period leaves 
the very real possibilty that Canmore residents will be on the hook when another sinkhole happens. The 
developer wishes to assure us that they have done extensive mitigation to prevent subsidence and sinkholes 
in the proposed development, however they, as well as the provincial government admit that it's not 100% for 
certain.  Have we not learned anything from the Drygas Gate fiasco and the various other incarnations of 
Three Sisters Land developers who have gone bankrupt? 

In summary, we would hope that the Mayor and Council seriously consider the negative impact that this 
development will have on the quality of life in Canmore. There are certainly parts of the Three Sisters Lands 
that can be developed safely and submissions from past developers have had Area Structure Plans approved. 
We feel that the current developer should not be granted such broad and far reaching concessions that will 
offer minimal benefit to the community and yet severely impact our quality of life. 
Thank-you for your consideration, 
Glen & Louise Crawford 
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