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

Dear Mayor Borrowman and Councillors Comfort, Sandford, McCallum, Seeley, Hilstad and Marra  

In 2009 my wife Misty and I were expecting our first child, Alison, and at that time we were living in West 
Kelowna. Originally born and raised in Alberta we decided to look to move home to raise our daughter and we 
chose Canmore for its location, sense of community and lifestyle. We have worked hard to be part of the town 
community and have devoted countless hours to volunteering year over year as well as having had the pleasure 
to sit on several civic committees, namely the Land Use Bylaw and Arts and Culture. Our time here has been 
incredibly rewarding. I have great respect for the work that the council has done and for the challenges you 
face, in particular, the TSMV proposal which is dividing our community.  

We chose to leave the Kelowna area as it had grown exponentially and beyond the community that it once was 
and in the summer of 2009 the forest fires that burnt close to our home was enough for us to decide to leave, not 
to mention the incredible congestion that Okangan residents now experience on a daily basis. We absolutely 
support growth in our town and we certainly can't stop private development but we think development should 
be smart, scaled and managed. The changes that Quantum Developments are asking to the existing and 
approved ASP go beyond what we, as well as informed opinions, think is best for our community, our local 
wildlife, habitat and our future inhabitants, namely our children. We also feel that the town infrastructure can 
not support the scope of this project and we currently struggle with immense congestion during peak months 
and weekends. Canmore is potentially going to sprawl in a way that our former home in the Kelowna area has. 
To put Kelowna in perspective, most of the periphery of East, South and West Kelowna are built in Forest Fire 
Induction zones and we know that over the past twenty years we have seen how development and fires have met 
at unfortunate cross-roads, or consequences, and we should also be considering the potential for wildfires in our 
town and on these future developments which has been overlooked by Quantum Place. In addition, we do not 
feel that we can continue to support yearly increases to property and business taxes and the TSMV project will 
undoubtedly force the town to look for increased inflows of cash to support the infrastructure increases needed 
to accomodate the doubling of our population.   

As such, I am writing to express my concern about Three Sisters Mountain Village’s latest development 
proposals. As I hope you’re aware, they conflict with several guiding documents for our community, including 
the Municipal Development Plan, conservation wildlands zoning, and several bylaws. Collectively, these were 
put into place to protect the character of our community, the quality of life of its residents, and to meet our goal 
of coexisting with wildlife. They include:  

1. TSMV’s request to expand our Urban Growth Boundary which is meant to limit our footprint and to ensure a
balance between nature & development, especially in a sensitive area like the mouth of the Wind Valley (1998 
Municipal Development Plan); 

2. TSMV’s request to rezone ~33 ha of Conservation Wildlands to urban development, also in the sensitive
mouth of the Wind Valley (1998 Land Use Bylaw); 

3. TSMV’s misrepresentation of the bylaw for a 300-450m-wide open space setback adjacent to an otherwise
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too narrow wildlife corridor above the unfinished golf course (Sections 14.16.4.1(b) & (c) Canmore Land Use 
Bylaw)). This came about due to the 2002 Golder Report, which was a jointly commissioned study by the Town 
of Canmore and TSMV; 
 
4. Doubling of the number of remaining residential units allowed to be built on TSMV lands as per Bylaw 1-98, 
Section 14.9.2.4. The bylaw states up to 3447 more units can be built however TSMV’s plans call for 6750 
more units (and this doesn’t even include a possible 3100 additional secondary suites and 420 PAH units). 
 
I believe that Town Council was elected to uphold foundational plans and bylaws like this, not to change them 
when a global health pandemic prevents meaningful community consultation and discussion. Please stay the 
course; this is not the time to rush through legacy-making decisions for an entire community in order to appease 
the interests of a single land speculator.  
 
With great respect, 
 
James, Misty and Alison Kendal 


