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Samuel Flores-Richards 
 March 3, 2021 5:02 AM
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06 Opposed to TSMV ASP

Dear Mayor and Members of Town Council, 

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed Three Sisters Mountain Village ASP. I do not claim to be an 
expert on many of the issues this proposal has raised but fortunately enough for me and our town, we have some very 
educated local residents who are.  

Over the past couple of weeks I have been informed of the many issues this recent ASP would cause to our community if 
approved as is. Based on what I have learned, I am surprised that it is even being considered.  

Of concern to me are the impacts this proposal would have on the environment and wildlife in the area, large 
developments on extensively undermined lands and the financial burden it would place on the town and taxpayers. 

In 2019 this council declared a state of climate emergency. We all know how real the threat of climate change is to our 
world and that time is running out to address it. I question how this proposal aligns with our declared climate 
emergency? How will doubling the size of our town and using a carbon intensive cement mixture to mitigate 
undermining allow us to achieve our goals of reducing our carbon footprint? We have a chance to become a leader in 
green development and for a town in a state of emergency, voluntary environmental incentives fall short of what could 
be done, especially when we can demand net zero development. 60-75% of the Smith Creek development is proposed 
as low density units, which will likely be purchased as weekend retreats, sitting empty yet using energy year round.  

Early this year I emailed council due to what I believed were changes to the Quarry Lake dog park. I was informed by our 
mayor that the dog park falls within an identified habitat patch and this was the reason behind the changes. I respected 
this decision and appreciated our council for standing up for the wildlife in our valley.This proposal requests to build on 
33 hectares of land that are presently zoned to ensure long term viability for wildlife. The wildlife corridors included in 
the proposal have 4 points that are less than the 350m width minimum required for a 1km long corridor. It removes a 
golf course that was to act as a buffer between wildlife and development and it requests to move the corridor so that it 
can develop in front of a frequently accessed wildlife underpass. If this proposal is accepted, I would have to ask why 
the local residents are held to a higher standard to protect our wildlife than the developer.  

Canmore is the least affordable place in Alberta and is becoming increasingly so. Even with so-called "good jobs" as a 
nurse and teacher, my partner and I are finding it harder to imagine a future here. With increasing home prices, taxes, 
and condo fees, this proposal has the potential to exacerbate this issue. TSMV has almost exclusively built residential, a 
trend that has shown to raise taxes, as the municipal servicing costs more than it generates in taxes. Even though 
previous ASPs have promised commercial development, hardly any has occurred and the new proposal decreases the 
amount of commercial development promised in the resort centre compared to previous proposals. I constantly wonder 
how people who make far less than us, such as individuals working in the service or hospitality industry survive here.  

This brings me to a topic that I know a little more about. If we double our population as this ASP proposes to do, we will 
need to double our infrastructure. As a nurse working in the ER department in town I can say with confidence that this 
means doubling the size of our hospital. During peak season we are already overrun, with wait times more than 4 hours 
and staff and resources pushed to the brink. So if this developer wants to double the size of our town I wonder why they 
aren't involved financially, in assisting our town and specifically taxpayers in paying to accommodate this proposed 
growth?    
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I ask council to vote against this current ASP. I am not against responsible development in the Three Sisters area 
however this proposal is not acceptable. This developer claims to have listened to the concerns of local residents but it 
clearly has not. I urge council to come up with a plan, along with the developer, moving forward that actually address 
the concerns of the citizens prior to submitting a new ASP.  
 
Sincerely,  
Samuel Flores-Richards   
 
 


