
From: Tim Sander
To: John Borrowman; Robert Seeley; Jeffrey Hilstad; Esme Comfort; Karen Marra; Joanna McCallum; Vi Sandford;

Council; bowvalleyengage@gmail.com; Shared.MunicipalClerk
Subject: Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06: Opposition to TSMV ASPs
Date: Friday, February 19, 2021 7:58:52 AM

Dear Municipal Clerk,

I am writing to express my concern about Three Sisters Mountain Villageâ€™s latest
development proposals. Canmore and it surrounding communities lie within a unique
biological, geographical and historical landscape. However, since the growth and development
of Canmore, there has been a growing misfit with sustainability. There are increasing negative
wildlife interactions between residents and users of the area, decreasing wildlife habitat, rising
mortality from highway and rail strikes and ever more demands placed upon our water quality
and supply. Doubling the size of Canmore would do absolutely nothing to mitigate this. Over
the past five years we have seen much infill of the building landscape, creation of new
shopping and industrial areas, removal of large areas of woodland and tree cover displacing
birds, small mammals and interfering with our forever grazing elk herds. More and more
visitors chose to travel to Canmore which in turn increases traffic and foot volume. Parking is
a huge issue, rubbish discarded, dog waste bags just left on trail sides. And yet we are debating
the double the existing size of our Canmore community. If this happens, we will see yet more
displacement of our stressed wildlife, increase the negative wildlife interactions, create more
traffic for our inadequate road system which will in turn affect air quality and the enjoyment
of where we live.

Climate change is real, only denied by the the misguided and ignorant. Canmore declared a
Climate Emergency â€œThis declaration will reaffirm council's clear statement of priority in
our 2019-22 strategic plan, which identifies the goal of minimizing our impact on climate
change by reducing our carbon footprint and our waste generation.â€  The doubling of the
population of Canmore will be in direct contravention, both in sprit and letter, of that
declaration. Climate change has also brought immense uncertainty as regard to our weather
systems. Forest fires are now anticipated and rainfall/snowfall unpredictable. The provision of
water has to be an ongoing issue for the town, and the doubling of size will only add to that
stress on our fragile water system, which relies solely on rainfall and snowpack levels. As we
know, glaciers are retreating at an increasing rate and any extra demands placed upon our
water provision will be totally unsustainable. It is a huge relief to hear that a new wildlife
overpass will be built out Exshaw way but any increase in the built environment east will only
push existing wildlife out still further. One is already too little - we need two to adequately
address the needs of our traveling mammals whose natural habitat is decreasing annually. This
development proposal needs to be stopped and a new direction taken with regard to
sustainability and the identify of Canmore. I have copied the form letter points below. As I
hope youâ€™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. TSMVâ€™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);

mailto:John.Borrowman@canmore.ca
mailto:rob.seeley@canmore.ca
mailto:Jeff.Hilstad@canmore.ca
mailto:Esme.Comfort@canmore.ca
mailto:karen.marra@canmore.ca
mailto:joanna.mccallum@canmore.ca
mailto:vi.sandford@canmore.ca
mailto:council@canmore.ca
mailto:bowvalleyengage@gmail.com
mailto:shared.MunicipalClerk@canmore.ca


2. TSMVâ€™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. TSMVâ€™s misrepresentation of the bylaw for a 300-450m-wide open space setback
adjacent to an otherwise 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 TSMVâ€™s plans call for 6750 more units (and this doesnâ€™t even
include a possible 3100 additional secondary suites and 420 PAH units).

Sincerely, Tim Sander 922 Lawrence Grassi Ridge, Canmore, T1W 2Z6 19th February 2021

-- Tim Sander 
timsander@columbiawireless.ca


