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March 3, 2021 

 

Drew & Donna Holloway 

1061 Lawrence Grassi Ridge   

Canmore, Alberta  T1W 3C3 

 

Subject: Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06: Opposition to TSMV ASPs 

 

Although I agree that TSVM be allowed to proceed with development we are against the 

proposed bylaws being passed as written! 

 

We would like to see Three Sister Village plan be considered with the objections below, however 

the Smith Creek plan be rejected until  all available lands in Canmore are reaching capacity & 

TSVM has met all the criteria for the Three Sisters lands! 

 

Our concerns are as follows: 

1. The project is too large that this council is being asked to consider over to great a 

period of time!  We would prefer to see the Village project the housing & commercial 

be limited to development to the space between Peaks Drive &  Three Sisters 

Creek plus Three Sisters Parkway & North of the partially built golf course. Thus 

avoiding the main undermined area. The main reasons for this are: 

a. To limit the infrastructure for the Town to maintain . 

b. To give this council time to reflect on the vision for Canmore. 

c: To give TSVM an opportunity to deliver on the plan. 

 

2. The development should carry a minimum half century 100% guarantee that the 

Town of Canmore & the Province of Alberta will not be held responsible to damage 

due to undermining! 

3. That all wildlife corridors will be respected as originally outlined in the Golder 

Reports. ie: no development on the partially completed golf course. The wildlife 

fence to totally rejected as the science shows they do not work and further more the 
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cost to run an effected wildlife control program is cost prohibitive to the Town. 

4. That TSMV should post a bond for delivering on their promises! ie: the amount of 

commercial as this will assure the Town of financial stability as well as reduce the 

tax burden on the tax payer! 

5. The wildlife fence to totally rejected as the science shows they do not work and 

further more the cost to run an effected wildlife control program is cost prohibitive to 

the Town. 

6. Infrastructure that is created by TSVM should provide low cost future maintenance. 

7. Perhaps staff housing should be included in the ASP. Affordable or PAH housing is 

not enough!! The service staff members that make our valley a desirable place need 

to have a safe cost effective home!! 

 

As an aside for present for future consideration are: 

1. That the building standards for all future projects have some solar power, with a 

move toward net zero! 

2. That developers have a strict timeline for development. Perhaps 5 years? Then 

they should be taxed as if the sites are occupied. This would prevent speculation 

and unfinished projects. Ie: the Dyrgas Gate project while continuing the Gateway 

project. 

  

Thank you for registering my letter of Objection !! 

Sincerely, 

Drew & Donna  Holloway 
 


