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From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Raphaele Tetreault-Bergeron 
February 24, 2021 6:38 PM
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

Dear Municipal Clerk, 

I am devastated by the lack of consideration for local Canmoreites as plans for TSMV continue to unfold. As someone 
who grew up in the valley â€“ 24 years and counting â€“ I have seen my small town change A LOT. We have grown 
accustomed to sharing Canmore with the world as many of us struggle to make it by on minimum-wage jobs and 
expensive rent. My only dream is to continue living here, but with these continued decisions by our town that favour 
the rich, the tourists and the dollar sign $, I find myself struggling to see a future here. 

The heart of Canmore is its community, and that communityâ€¦ is dying. Because of the sky-rocketing housing market 
(one of the most expensive in Canada), young people who grew up in Canmore are choosing to leave and settle 
elsewhere. Our community is thinning out and being replaced with people who own second homes, families who 
resettle elsewhere after several years of unaffordability, and short-term working holiday visa workers. This creates an 
ever-changing community focused on the transient, tourism and profit rather than on building a space for people to 
grow and connect together as a community long-term.  

Bring in TSMV and the rest of us who are trying our best to survive will get pushed out for good. Where are the plans for 
more affordable housing? And how will the burden of raised taxes affect all the Canmoreites working minimum wage 
jobs? My dream is to some day buy my own home here, and every year that dream becomes less and less attainable. 
The additional taxes that TSMV would induce on locals and the sure problems that undermining would bring in the 
future (at the tax payers expense) are enough to kill this dream of mine. 

Canmore is unique because we coexist with wildlife. Yet with these new developments, we are no longer leaving space 
for them. More elk, bears, cougars and wolves have been killed in the last 5 years than I can ever remember growing up 
here. Canmore is already bursting at the seams (have you witnessed a summer weekend Ha Ling?). Building TSMV will 
increase human-wildlife interactions and increase the chances of these animals landing in big trouble. Research shows 
that the area where TSMV plans to build is crucial for national movement of animals. National! From Yukon all the way 
down to Yellowstone. Cutting these corridors down will surely lead to greater endangerment or worse â€“ extinction of 
these beautiful creatures. Canmore cannot be the reason Grizzly bear or wolf populations disappear. The thought of it is 
simply heartbreaking. We are better than that.  

Thus, I am writing to express my concern about Three Sisters Mountain Villageâ€™s latest development proposals. 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);

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);
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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). 

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.  

Sincerely, 

Raphaele Tetreault-Bergeron 

-- Raphaele Tetreault-Bergeron  
ra.bergeron28@gmail.com 


