
Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06: Opposition to TSMV ASPs
Kjirsti Sellers  Mon 2021-03-08 9:46 PM

To:  John Borrowman <John.Borrowman@canmore.ca>; Robert Seeley <rob.seeley@canmore.ca>; Jeffrey Hilstad 
<Jeff.Hilstad@canmore.ca>; Esme Comfort <Esme.Comfort@canmore.ca>; Karen Marra 
<karen.marra@canmore.ca>; Joanna McCallum <joanna.mccallum@canmore.ca>; Vi Sandford 
<vi.sandford@canmore.ca>; Council <council@canmore.ca>; bowvalleyengage@gmail.com 
<bowvalleyengage@gmail.com>; Shared.MunicipalClerk <shared.MunicipalClerk@canmore.ca>

Dear Municipal Clerk,

I am a local here in Canmore. I have lived in this town for over 17 years, nearly my whole life. 
As a local, and someone who has spent lots of time in the area, I have many concerns 
regarding the Three Sisters Mountain Village proposals. Many of these are deeply personal 
and extremely heartfelt notes. However, just because this is so, doesn't mean that others 
don't think so as well. I have yet to find a local in Canmore who disagrees with the following 
points.

Canmore is home to thousands of people, which is common knowledge, of course. 
However, in growing up here, I have watched this town morph from my home to an 
amusement park for tourists. Many valuable natural areas and wildlife reserves have been 
torn down in the past few years to make room for more "affordable housing developments." 
The fact is, these developments are not affordable to anyone except for upper-middle-class 
individuals, many of which who only live here part-time. I have seen many housing 
developments being created for people who are not even residents here and do not care as 
deeply about nature as the many people who have lived here for so many years. A 
prominent example that comes to mind is how many people residing in the Spring Creek 
portable developments (some of the only affordable housing) had to move to make way for 
more fancy hotel and apartment developments. Many of these families (three of which I 
knew closely) needed to move to nearby cities like Cochrane so that they could keep their 
jobs and still have a home. The disregard for local Canmore families in doing this was 
disheartening. While I know that TSMV will not be relocating innocent people, it will be 
relocating innocent wildlife. Many animals, the elk especially, spend much of their time near 
Three Sisters because of the great grazing, privacy, and open spaces. Building on this area 
will be taking it away from the animals who have already been through so much to make 
way for the humans building on their land. While no one pays an extra thought to them, 
they too, are locals. Not only would developers be taking away their home, but they would 
also be putting wildlife and people in Canmore in danger by pushing them further into town 
and taking away the wildlife corridor that is already much too small for the vast amount of 
animals that reside in the woods and fields. Additionally, Three Sisters Mountain Village will 
not only affect people or animals but simply the land. The nature in Canmore is enough to 
bring many people to visit and enjoy. Why do we need more tourist attractions when we 
already have plenty and can keep this going without making much too large a footprint on 
the beautiful land that people enjoy already? TSMV is expected to bring in more tourism 
and build the overall population of Canmore by a very large number. I see the many 
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attractions to these facts, especially financial benefits. I understand, even as a younger 
resident of this town, that tourism contributes largely to the economy of Canmore. But the 
amount of people that pour into this town on the weekends year-round is already a very 
large and sustaining amount. This just proves that tourists will come to Canmore and 
uphold the economy no matter what is added or taken away from this town. Canmore's 
main gem is simply the scenery and outdoor activities that were here far before anything 
was developed in Three Sisters, or even downtown. Speaking specifically to the unfinished 
golf course area in Three Sisters, this land simply must remain as it is. People have already 
attempted to develop this land, and for many reasons, have failed. It was decided a long 
time ago that houses can not be built on this piece of land. This area already belongs to 
many people and animals. It remains a secluded area of beautiful nature, and we are, 
frankly, running out of those areas in this town because people continuously feel the need 
to build on any piece of empty land. But I ask you: When will it be enough? I personally 
adore this abandoned golf course for running, walking, biking, and taking in the beautiful 
views. I know I am not the only one who enjoys such activities here. If this area must be 
turned into something, make it an outdoor park, or a wildlife reserve, or preferably, let it be 
completely. So many people continue to ask for permission to build and it seems that the 
town council gives in eventually even after the town repeatedly says no. For once, I would 
like to see the town council stay true to their past convictions. We should not waste time 
rehashing the past. Let no mean no and do not give in to greedy developers who are not 
from Canmore and do not care about the locals. I beg of you, listen to the people who ask 
the same things of you. The locals of Canmore are the people you serve, not the people in 
Calgary or outside cities that merely visit for the day. Canmorites care far too much about 
this town and its vast nature to see it disappear. In the end, now that I am of the recent 
voting age, I am taking note of which council members are voting in favour of this 
development and certainly will give thought to choosing not to vote for them in the next 
election. This being, because I care too much about the natural landscapes of Canmore and 
would be absolutely heartbroken to see them disappear further. 

Further points against building TSMV 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);

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

Page 2 of 3

3/11/2021https://outlook.office.com/mail/shared.MunicipalClerk@canmore.ca/deeplink?popoutv2=1...



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).

I believe 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. From the bottom of my heart, I ask you, listen to the many people who have 
written to you and voiced their concern for this project.

Sincerely,

Kjirsti Sellers

-- Kjirsti Sellers
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