
THREE SISTERS MOUNTAIN VILLAGE 

PUBLIC FEEDBACK 

 

ATTENTION: MAYOR BORROWMAN AND CANMORE TOWN COUNCIL 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback regarding the proposed TMVS 

and other related Development Plans. 

We understand the importance of this input and also understand the decision 

made by Council will have an impact on the residents of Canmore, over the next 

20-30 years. Looking into the future and making the best decisions for Canmore 

residents in 2051 is difficult. 

Taking time to look back and reflect on what has been learned and experienced 

with previous Canmore development is key.  Development such as Silver Tip, 

Stewart Creek, Three Sisters, gives points of reference to consider where 

developers have not followed through on their commercial development plans. In 

addition, there is the current development underway at Spring Creek Mountain 

Village, with the final impact on Canmore still to be determined. 

After considering the pro’s and con’s for the TMVS development we feel it is NOT 

in the best interest of the town to move forward with the current proposal as 

written. We have tried to read much of the current information that is available 

and find unknowns and gaps that we feel are not in the best interest for Canmore 

residents and wildlife. We base our decision on the following concerns. 

1. Financial Risks – difficult to forecast 30 year plans, can a plan for 3-5 years 

be considered? 

2. Undermining Risks – future potential for big financial and safety concerns 

that could require residents to cover mitigation costs. 

3. Compromised Wildlife Corridors – wildlife is already compromised in the 

Bow Valley, please do not support plans to further restrict these areas. 

4. Traffic Congestion on Three Sisters Parkway – Canmore’s only paved route 

to the Trans Canada (on the town side), if the two town railroad crossings 

are not accessible (i.e.train or emergency causes). Is there a plan to widen 



this road if the TSMV is developed? If yes, who will pay? Developer or tax 

payers? 

The location for the TSMV is not ‘green travel’ friendly. More buses and 

personal vehicles would be required by many to travel to main town 

services. Walking and biking are possible but it is not realistic to consider it 

12 months of the year. 

5. Community support systems – with the proposed increase in population 

with the TSMV is there also a plan to add more schools, hospital facilities, 

emergency services, etc.? If yes, how will that impact the resident taxes? 

Sustaining tax increases of 4.5% or more for the next 30 years is not an 

option. 

6. Quality of Life – last but not least ‘bigger is not always better’. We feel 

increasing the footprint of Canmore is not the answer to a better future. 

Also, Thunderstone Quarry is to be reclaimed as reserve. We agree and feel 

it should be left that way.  

Over the next 30 years we want to live in the Canmore we love because it 

has the quality of life we are proud to be part of and choose to support. We 

like to see people we know when we walk around town. We like to know 

we coexist with many different types of wildlife. We want Canmore to be a 

place our children and grandchildren can also cherish, because it has a 

great quality of life and has not been spoiled by over developing a special 

corner of Canada’s Rocky Mountains. 

 

Canmore Town Council has a decision to make that will shape lives, 

livelihoods, maintain financial affordability and safety for residents as well 

as supporting sustainability of several animal species in the Bow Valley. We 

trust you will consider our input as you make your decision. 

 

Thank you for your consideration, 

 

 

Bernard McKenna                                                 Barbara McKenna 



 


