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From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Jade Elkins 
Thursday, March 4, 2021 9:05 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 have been lucky enough to grow up in Canmore and have established a deep love for the environment and the 
sense of community it gave me. We should share all that this valley has to offer with others, which is why I am 
not opposed to development in Canmore as long as it is done sustainably and meets the needs and desires of the 
townâ€™s residents. However, I do not think that the citizens of Canmore have been thoughtfully educated or 
engaged with about the nature of the Three Sisters Mountain Village developments. Until a month ago I was 
unaware of the extent of these proposals and how quickly decisions were being made by council. Making such 
important decisions about the town's future should not be made in the midst of a global pandemic. As they 
currently stand, the latest TSMV development proposals pose a drastic and disastrous change to the character of 
our town. Council must reign in the requests from the TSMV proposal and put the well-being of the community 
before short-term financial interests. 

The TSMV proposal completely disregards the town's current guiding documents. Extending the urban growth 
boundary, doubling the size of Canmore's population, and extending urban sprawl are not conducive to the 
town's declared climate emergency. Other communities look to Canmore as an example of how people and 
wildlife can share the valley. However, the TSMV proposed wildlife corridors are inadequate and put our 
reputation at risk. The fact that these corridors do not meet the minimum slope and width standards, along with 
building upon land that was previously zoned for wildlife conservation will increase habitat fragmentation and 
put additional stress on wildlife.  

This proposal also places a financial burden on the town and its taxpayers. Costly infrastructure to serve urban 
sprawl all the way to Dead Manâ€™s Flats, the risk of damaged infrastructure caused by undermining, and 
maintaining an 8-foot tall wildlife fence will likely make municipal taxes go up. Though TSMV has proposed 
1,050,000 sq ft of commercial space, there is a good chance this will fall through considering their track record. 
Very little of the commercial development they proposed in already approved ASPs have actually been built. 
They will likely fall short on their commercial development promises again since residential units make more 
money.  

The thing that draws people to live and visit Canmore is the small-town feel and that you never have to go very 
far to feel like you are in the middle of the wilderness. The fact that Canmore is already one of the most 
expensive places to live in Canada makes it difficult for young people and families to make a life here. The 
town can sometimes feel like a wealthy tourist destination over a tight-knit community. Many multi-million-
dollar homes sit empty throughout the year, while those of us who live here permanently struggle to find 
affordable housing. TSMV boasts that 10% of all residential units will be affordable; however, given the 
number of â€œnon-affordableâ€  units that will be developed and our current lack of affordable housing, this 
is not enough  

This past year has taught us that the future is full of uncertainties. It seems unwise to push ahead such a lofty 
development project when the future of the economy, community support, the effects of climate change, 
increasing occurrence of natural disasters, etc, are so up in the air. This is not the time to rush through legacy-
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making decisions. Council must thoughtfully reengage with Canmore residents about what type of future they 
see for the town and how development can reflect that. 

Sincerely, 

Jade Elkins 

-- Jade Elkins  
jade.elkins@live.ca 


