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McCallum; Vi Sandford; Council; bowvalleyengage@gmail.com; Shared.MunicipalClerk 
Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06: Opposition to TSMV ASPs

Dear Mayor Borrowman and Members of Canmore Town Council 

This letter is to voice my opposition to the Area Structure Plans as proposed by the Three Sisters Mountain Village 
known as the Three Sisters Village and Smith Creek Area. Over the course of the last few months I have reviewed the 
materials brought forward by the Three Sisters Mountain Village - reviewing their website, imformation videos, and the 
Area Structure Plans themselves. The history of this land is very complex and I've tried to educate myself to 
independently form an opinion and send this letter from what I've learned.  

I appreciate the explanation of the current technology for dealing with the mitigation of the undermining issues and I 
believe that TSMV has adequately explained their reasoning for not pursuing the development of a golf course on the 
Village site as was previously approved. I understand that reason to be the declining interest in golf and that a 
revisioning of the land is a better way for the community to move forward. I do agree with the idea of revisioning and 
developing the land for a sustainable future. Having said that I also believe that the scope and proposals within the two 
area structure plans are in opposition to many core values the town of Canmore has with respect to ensuring our 
community remains unique among most mountain towns and a viable place for both wildlife and human settlers to co-
exist. 

Some of the proposals I am opposed to include : 

Issues relating to the wild life corridor: It seems that the proposed development on the TSMV Resort includes pinching 
of the wildlife corridor dimensions that had been suggested by the 2002 Golder report. That report being approved by 
Canmore Council in 2002. The current inclusion of a hard edge approach as opposed to the soft edge approach that had 
been previously approved is a flag for me as well. It seems that the proposal includes only a 'post - mortem ' type study 
once the hard edge is constructed. This may be a little late to revive the changes to the wildlife passage that may be 
affect by the hard border.  

Density and Volume of the proposed development: I understand that the original number of residential units to be build 
on TSMV land was approved to be half of what the new ASP's call for ( Bylaw 1-98, Section 14.9.24) That sheer increase 
in population even if it is sequenced over a 20 - 30 year time frame may bring into conflict the visions for Climate Action 
Plan that has been developed by the Town of Canmore as well as put the community at risk in the event of natural 
disasters such as fire or flooding.  

I do believe sequential development of the Three Sisters Land is important. The Gateway at Three Sisters Mountain 
Village will be a good stepping stone and bring much needed amenities and services to the development that is already 
there. We all still want to grow as a community.... growth is inevitable but I want to hope and believe that it can be 
done in a conscious manner. I'm hoping my letter will add to the voices of concern. This past year has not been an easy 
one and I want you to know that I appreciate your time and commitment to our community.  

Sincerely Tracey Ruddick-Schumacher 

-- Tracey Schumacher 
fortdental@shaw.ca 


