
From:
To:

Subject:
Date:

Peter and Judith Nichol
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
Friday, February 26, 2021 2:36:04 PM

Dear Municipal Clerk,

We are writing as residents of the current Three Sisters development. We live very close to the
proposed site of the future megalomaniacal Three Sisters Mountain Village development.
There are so many things wrong with doubling the size of a town in one fell swoop that it is
hard to know where to begin to criticise such an idea. However I will mention a few things.

Our condo development at 101 Armstrong Place has five of twenty-nine units occupied full
time and all the other existing similar developments out here are empty most of the time. Most
units are not lit after dark, ever. At the busiest of times we would have only 30% of our
owners here. So most of 10,000 to 15,000 new units will likely not be used by citizens of
Canmore and many not by anyone. Many will be speculative real estate investments. TSMV
will not be a community. TSMV is not trying to build a community.

Visitors and people who live out here do not and will not ever use public transit in large
numbers. Bike trails are great for recreational rides but the distances are too far for most to
ever regularly cycle and weather is an even greater impediment. Also, current road traffic use
of the Three Sisters Parkway (Highway 742) is busy enough with the current population such
that even two or three thousand new residents would exceed capacity.

Wildlife and wilderness are the reasons why most of us have moved to Canmore. Limiting
wildlfe-human encounters out here is not a problem presently and herds of elk and deer,
having failed to read the wildlife corridor signs, forage freely in our neighbourhoods, to
everyone's delight. Fencing Three Sisters is going to keep the ungulates out, to their detriment,
but bears and cougars will climb over or under fences and cross Texas gates. Then an animal
encounter will be incredibly dangerous if an animal feels trapped. Also, we moved into a
community that is not fenced so how can a private company have the gall to propose enclosing
us. Among many other things, this will be tested in court if TSMV is ever given permission to
proceed with fencing.

In 27 years of hiking, running, and riding in the forests around Three Sisters we have
discovered and reported several sink holes. Huge extensive mining galleries, not just tunnels,
exist below ground. Above ground, removing ground cover and water holding capacity for
new development will add to the already existing risks for flooding. Who is going to pay for
remediation of collapses and floods in the future? It will not be TSMV. Gerry Stephenson may
have died but his legacy lives on. We know to much for TSMV to get away with this. If a golf
course was the only safe option twenty years ago nothing has changed for the better
underground that would have changed that fact.

The TSMV ASP threatens the future of Canmore in so many ways; environmental, ecological,
financial, and sense of community. The Canmore of today has evolved gradually and new
developments have been considered a step at a time. Decisions that were made were mostly
wise giving us this wonderful town that we have today. To choose to adopt a proposal of a
private company that would drastically and abruptly change the town that we know and love
would be a colossal mistake.
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Respectfully submitted, Peter and Judith Nichol

-- Peter and Judith Nichol 
pjnichol@shaw.ca


