TOWN OF CANMORE
RECORD OF WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS
Special Council Meeting
Hybrid Meeting – Council Chambers at the Canmore Civic Centre, 902 – 7 Avenue and virtually via Zoom
Tuesday, May 24, 2022 at 9:00 a.m.

This document contains the written submissions received in response to the notice of public hearing for the
following bylaws:

Bylaws 2022-09 and 2022-10 800 3rd Avenue Municipal Development Plan and Land Use Bylaw
Amendments
Submissions are sorted in alphabetical order. If you are viewing the electronic version, please use the
bookmarks feature to scroll through the document.

This record of written submissions was compiled by Andrew Kelly, Assistant Municipal Clerk, on May 20,
2022. It was updated on May 25, 2022 by Andrew Kelly, Assistant Municipal Clerk, to include additional
submissions received before the adjournment of the public hearing.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leanne Allison
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 2:54:23 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Leanne Allison

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Louise Anderson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 18, 2022 1:25:08 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV.
The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800
Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
[Louise and Dan Anderson]
Sent from my iPhone

May 17, 2022
To: Mayor Krausert and Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Subject: Opposed to 800-3rd Ave Land Application
I have concerns regarding the proposed development of the 800-3rd Avenue lands. I attended an open
house, have read the documents (produced by land owners and their consultants), read the article in the
RMO and have recently walked the land. I understand that the MDP and the Land Use Bylaw regarding
conservation lands, habitat patches and future development are currently in conflict. Given this conflict, it
concerns me that this land was allowed to be purchased in the first place.
My primary concerns are amending the MDP to expand the Urban Growth Boundary, amending the LUB
from “Conservation” to “Neighbourhood Residential,” and the impacts, including cumulative impacts on
wildlife. These are the same concerns that were vigorously rejected by citizens regarding TSMV. We need
to be consistent.
Questions? Concerns
● Have we hit the wall for development requiring expansion of the growth boundary?
● Is there truly no other place for the Hospice and the Palliative Care Society (which are a definite
benefit to the community)
● What guarantee is there that the land, once rezoned to residential, will not have additional
development on the remaining 89% in the future, either with the current or the future owners? Will
the 89% be a perpetual environmental reserve?
● What guarantee is there that the land enhancements will occur (riparian restoration, planting of
native trees and shrubs)? Other developers have made promises that were not delivered.
● Is the land and size of the hospice sufficient to serve Canmore and the Bow Valley into future
decades? There is no room for expansion except, perhaps, into the environmental reserve or habitat
patch.
● The proposed homes are MUCH larger (500 - 1,100 sq metres) than the 325 sq metres that is
currently allowed in the rest of Canmore. The owner is also asking for height increases. The proposal
does speak to climate and carbon awareness but individual homes of this size are NOT low carbon
endeavours in their building or in their continued emissions.
● The accessory dwelling units will also be 33% larger than currently allowed, again requiring
exemptions. Will they be affordable (not likely)? There is no guarantee they will even be rented out.
These could also become short term rental units, even classified as BnBs (another bylaw which
would benefit from amendments!). Tourist homes are not to be allowed but BnB’s don’t seem to be
classified as tourist homes?
● Given the two points above, will this development bring us closer to the Town’s affordability goals?
● “Permits some staff accommodation, but there were no plans at the moment.” (RMO 2022.5.5) This
seems to open the door for more development in the 89% lands? Would this be offered as a benefit
to the community so that more development can occur?
● MSES 4.0 Conclusion excerpt states, “While the EIS predicts the proposed Project will have
negligible impacts on cumulative effects, we do not agree that the cumulative effects will be
negligible.” MSES goes on to say that cumulative effects on wildlife in the valley are already
significant. Each new development around the edges of Canmore adds to this stress.
Pros
●

Bring resolution to a parcel of land which has had other proposals and where the MDP and LUB are
in conflict.

●
●
●

Hospice and palliative care facility will definitely be a benefit to Canmore and the Bow Valley
Riparian restoration along the creeks and in the central area
Attention to Canmore’s Climate Action Plan (sort of)

I strongly support the Palliatiave Care Society and their work in the Valley. I volunteer with them. Yes, they
are an absolute benefit to the community and we do need a hospice and programming space. However, this
is not the location. There will always be good human reasons to allow more development in a valley that is
already experiencing significant impact on wildlife and their ability to move through the area. Each new cut
adds to “a 1000 cuts.”
Arguably, wildlife and their habitats are also palliative.
Respectfully,
Judy Archer

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vickie Argals
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Saying No to 800 Canmore
May 16, 2022 1:13:39 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Vickie Argals
Canmore AB

May 16, 2022
To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra and McCallum
I am writing to provide my support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. This application is for an environmentally sustainable, low density
development and includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the
Bow Valley (PCSBV).
This incredible donation of land to PCSBV will enable Hospice care in the Bow Valley for families
close to home rather than travelling during this difficult time in life.
I understand the land falls within future development area and amendments are required to
enable this development to move forward. I believe the owners can demonstrate the proposal
provides exceptional community benefits, a low impact to the environment, limits future
growth on this land and creates new jobs.
I feel this opportunity provides exceptional benefit to the community and encourage the Town
of Canmore to fully support the application.
Regards,
Martin Armitage
Home Owner and reside in Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

connie atkinson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
DO NOT support the 800 Canmore proposed bylaws
May 17, 2022 12:42:10 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I am taking this opportunity and exercising my right as a Bow Valley resident to express that I DO NOT
support the 800 Canmore proposed bylaws.
Sacrificing irreplaceable local habitat patches and wildlife corridors has beyond-regional impacts to
ecological and biological processes that are essential for life itself. The South Canmore Habitat Patch
has already been found under stress from cumulative effects of this proposed development as per your
biological consultant assessment.
Please hold a strong stance for Canmore's Urban Growth Boundary as worked so hard for via the recent
TSMV rejection. The proposed changes to the Urban Growth Boundary fall short of the Canmore Town
Council obligations to environment leadership you confirmed in your strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Connie Atkinson
--

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Liz Auksi
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Project
May 22, 2022 8:49:11 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Good morning!
It is my understanding that this project is in an area that is designated as a wildlife
habitat/corridor and is outside of the ToC's planned area. We need to leave these areas as
wildlife habitat/corridors.
It would be great to have a hospice in the Bow Valley ...but if it isn't funded by Alberta Health
Services, this would mean that it's services would not be available to all residents but instead
only to those who can afford to pay. It seems to me that the hospice is part of this
development project to pull at our heart strings to allow it in an area that should be left as is.
I ask Town Council to deny the application for this project.
Liz Auksi, Ph.D.

From: Lori Ayearst
To: municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
Cc: fd@pcsbv.ca
Bcc:
Date: Wed, 11 May 2022 12:20:00 -0600
Subject: support for Bow Valley Hospice
We would like to add our names to the list of supporters in favor of the Bow Valley Hospice.
Laurene(Lori) Ayearst
Robert Ayearst

Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Liz Baker
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 7:38:52 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Liz Baker
Can more, Alberta
Get BlueMail for Android

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

E Mark Barker
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 2:21:03 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Although I didn’t think I would ever have to be engaged in this a third time, I thank you for
the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
Proposals on this property were rejected in 2009 and in 2012 and the reasons to reject another
one is even more apparent given the added stressors (current and yet to come) to functionality
of the primary and secondary corridors in our Valley as well as the massive buildout of SCMV
right next door.
Habitat patches are even more important now and are protected from sensory assault of light,
sound and smells. Lights cannot shine into these patches and you are being asked to consider
an assault from within.
The South Canmore Habitat Patch (SCHP) was referred to many times in the BCEAG
guidelines and the Golder Report and I urge Council to go over these reports, the submissions
by the public and the reasons for rejection of previous councils to give better backgound on
how absurd this proposal is.
Purchasing this land, with it’s history of 2 previous rejections, would give the current owners
little expectation development would be approved. The only reason these owners would have
any hope of approval is because of a loop hole now embedded in our current MDP which
gives Council the mandate to consider community benefit over the protection of our
environment. This was a high risk purchase. Adding the hospice allows this loophole and is
the only reason I can see this application has made it this far. The previous MDP had more
bite in protecting existing residents quality of life and the environment. These statements were
mentioned 12 times in it’s vision, mission and policy statements of that MDP which served
this Valley for many years and gave added clarity to Council when rejecting the 2009 and
2012 applications.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefit argument is more of
a trojan horse that allows a severe precedent moving forward. The cumulative effects to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch on our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors
will be devastating.
Even allowing the utility right of way to be built through the SCHP rather than being diverted
under Millennium Field has had numerous consequences. When approving this work through
the SCHP, the Town promised it would reclaim this area and never has and the loss of those
hundreds of trees has effected the functionality of this patch. I ask that these promises be kept
and rather than approving further habitat destruction that the Town make this area more
functional.
We had a meandering trail through the willows where there was much cover and a food source

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lenora Barnes
Shared.MunicipalClerk
The 800 Canmore Proposal
May 17, 2022 11:14:43 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. South Canmore Habitat
Patch is a special area that needs to be protected going forward. I believe
that this proposed development will have a consequential and negative
effect on our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors. It is
very concerning that this Development proposal keeps coming up and I
really think that the town should not Consider it, at all, in any form.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location. I suggest putting our time
and money into the much needed Palliative Care Hospice is a much
worthier cause.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Lenora Barnes

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Trish Bartley
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Land development
May 20, 2022 9:12:52 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Please note that I am very sad to learn about the LPRT decision that ruled in favour of TSMV! Please ask council to
oppose this decision!
I am also not in favour of developing 800 Canmore. This as well as TSMV will greatly impact wildlife areas!
Trish

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Bashnick
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 2:19:20 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Barbara Bashnick
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

susan benjamin
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 3:05:29 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Susan Benjamin
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elliott
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 7:05:31 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
A final thought - we no longer have family doctors available to some of the local community. Why? Certainly one
of the reasons is a lack of affordable housing! For doctors?? If they cannot afford to live here, who can? So why do
we allow useful space to be used for large high end “McMansions”??
Let’s use that space for a hospice and some affordable housing that even doctors can afford.
Sincerely,
Elliott Bingham

Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Al Black
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Comments on by-law 2022-0 and 2022-10
May 20, 2022 1:05:12 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
I do not support the 800 Canmore proposal.
There is no doubt the development of a six bed palliative care facility would be beneficial to the community.
However, the project comes at a cost of increasing the residential density , the addition or infrastructure, along with
housing development in a sensitive habitat patch where there is relatively little undisturbed habit. Quite simply, the
proposed development would extend the Urban Growth Boundary into a conservation area, the very conservation
area the boundary is supposed to protect.
The Municipal Development Plan and the Urban Growth Boundaries reflect the values and vision of how Canmore
to proceed with growth and development. The changes that are required for approval of the proposal are not a minor
variance or amendment to a bylaw! I would encourage council to vote no to the proposed by-laws 2022-09 and
20222-10 and uphold the spirit and vision of the MDP and Urban Growth Boundaries that broad community
support.
As an aside, I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed by-laws. Council’s willingness to openly seek
and to consider Canmore’s residents opinions on growth and projects is a keystone to a vital community. Thank you
for the consideration these comments.
Sincerely,
Alex Black

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Renee Boone
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposed to Bylaws 2022-09 and 2022-10
May 20, 2022 12:17:11 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I would like to officially oppose the above bylaws proposed for 800 3 Avenue. I do not feel
that the proposed estate development and private hospice provide any community benefit to
justify expanding our growth boundary and removing wildlife habitat patch in this
conservation area. I encourage you to reject these bylaws.
Respectfully,
Renée Boone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melanie Boroja
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore
May 19, 2022 9:48:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed
bylaws.
I am NOT in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community
benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant
(MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I frequent the area of the proposed development and I am very
concerned of the effects on the wildlife because of this development. As
more and more development occurs in the Bow Valley, the animals are
displaced and I have noticed that the elk spend a good portion of the
year in this area. What happens if this space is not available to them?
Where do they go? They become stressed and end up on our roads and
highways. There are coyotes, wolfs, bears and cougars in this habitat
patch. We have to stop the invasion of what little is left and we should
not put these animals and this habitat patch at risk for the sake of
entitled wealthy people that want a “cabin in the woods”. I am
saddened and disgusted that this development is even being
considered. Addressing the housing crisis in the valley is a much more
important issue which is not going to be solved by building 6 homes in a
wildlife habitat patch. This needs to stop.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of
the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing
crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence
needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will
weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their

Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our
Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s
efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800
Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary.
Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant
to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council
during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Melanie Boroja
Long time resident of Canmore
Life is too short to be riding the wrong bike.

May 19, 2022

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum

Re: Letter of Support
I support the 800 3rd Ave proposal and the proposed Palliative Care Hospice and ask that
you approve this application.
I realize this application requires a modest expansion of the urban growth boundary and
land bylaw change but it is very clearly stated in section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development
Plan 2016, there are rules for the town to consider such a variance. It is a rigorous test, but
this application successfully fulfils the four criteria. As such, I request that town council
abide by its own rules and approve this very limited expansion of Canmore’s boundary.
This heartfelt and genuine donation of .8 ha of land will bring into reality the hospice. It is a
rare occasion that a not-for-profit receives such a generous donation. The Palliative Care
Society of the Bow Valley (PCSBV) is not asking the Town of Canmore for any financial
involvement with the project, but we do need the approval of the 800-3rd Ave application,
as this will provide an important foundation for our on-going discussions with the
Government of Alberta and AHS.
The hospice will be a fully accredited facility under the rules of AHS, it will have open and
equitable access for all peoples of the Bow Valley, including our neighbours the Stoney
Nakoda First Nations at Morley, and there will be no charge for anyone needing, palliative
end-of-life or respite care. Our day programs will be held in the building, including our ongoing loss and grief counselling.
In closing, as Canmore grows, the need for such a facility grows. I encourage the Town of
Canmore to fully support the 800-3rd Ave application and ensure that Canmore will
continue to be a healthy and compassionate community.
Respectfully submitted,

Rosemary Boulton

May 16, 2022

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Re: Support for 800 3rd Ave Land Application and Parcel for Hospice
Please accept this letter as my support for the 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application, including
the need to expand the urban growth boundary, and including the dedication of a parcel of land
for a hospice.
Extraordinary Philanthropy
My husband and I have owned property and lived in Canmore for a total of 25 years. During that
time, I have witnessed a growing cynicism and criticism about the motivation of wealthy
residents who have the ability to build “McMansions”. Where is the recognition that these welloff folks make game-changing contributions that benefit many: ArtsPlace, Banff Centre, SPCA,
hospital equipment, land for the Catholic Church, flood relief, to name a few.
Because of my low income upbringing, I was uncomfortable around wealthy people for many
years. However, through my volunteer work with different organizations in Canmore, I have
come to know a number of the high net worth community members. Most are authentically
generous and feel fortunate to be in a position to help others, many preferring to donate
anonymously. They are kind, approachable, not braggarts, and most come from humble
beginnings as well. I appreciate their philanthropy and defend it when it is being criticized by
those who don’t know the people personally.
Please check your bias at the door that may be left over from the clash with TSMV. Please give
the McCaffery family the benefit of the doubt that they are not part of the “evil empire”. Their
heart-felt gift of property for a hospice truly is a remarkable gift and unique opportunity that can
benefit our community, and the entire Bow Valley.
I know that affordable housing is always an issue, and that some question whether the suites in
the luxury homes would be available or affordable for renters. I strongly believe that the eventual
owners of these homes will be philanthropists themselves and welcome the opportunity to have
loving and dedicated hospice staff occupy their suites at a rate that they choose to subsidize.
Give them a chance!
Room for Wildlife
In Canmore, there is always a strong voice for the wildlife. Of course we need to be cognizant of
the movement of wildlife in the Bow Valley corridors, and I believe the landowners have
recognized the importance of this factor in their proposal.
Having said that, I have trouble understanding how a reasonably balanced proposal that offers
low density housing is seen as restricting wildlife movement when right next door Spring Creek
continues to grow with large buildings close together and tight roadways and very little green
space. I am hopeful this 800 Canmore proposal before you, with few buildings on the land and
lots of surrounding vegetation for wildlife to wander, will be accepted so that the owners aren’t

discouraged and sell it to a lurking developer who wants to build higher density housing. Yes,
the current proposal requires an expansion of the urban growth boundary, but I see that the
owners have met the four requirements the town lays out to grant the expansion.
Community Benefit
I ask that Council consider the voice of those who may benefit from a hospice, even if they
haven’t had the chance to write. I hear some people ask “why can’t people just die in the hospital
or at home”. Well I have experience with both of those venues when it comes to my circle of
loved ones and if a hospice bed had been available, they would have been in it!
I’ve had several friends and relatives die after their bodies and minds suffered with the
indignities of cancer treatments. Their final days could have been more dignified and peaceful
had they been able to receive palliative care in a dedicated, modern hospice.
As was the case with my 35 year old friend and my 45 year old aunt, mothers and fathers with
terminal illness may not want to die in the family home as that may be traumatic for surviving
children who will continue living in that home.
My father and father-in-law both died in hospital beds after being told what was happening,
accepting their fate, and then waiting several days before they took their last breath. It was a
sanitized final goodbye. The “palliative care” received in hospital was having a special ribbon
put on the door so that cleaners knew end of life was happening and wouldn’t come in and
disturb family. There was no support for the family in the hospital, much less room for a few of
us to sit beside our loved one at a time. Hospice workers explain what is happening to the dying
and gently let them go, while helping family members comprehend the “near death awareness”
the dying person experiences in the final days.
Please consider that there are many childless, widowed, divorced, single people in the Bow
Valley who may not have family support when they face end-of-life and would welcome the
personal care a hospice can provide. The hospice beds will be available to all terminally ill
people regardless of socio-economic status, and will embrace and respect the culture and
customs of the Stoney Nakoda Morley First Nations families as well.
I could go on, but I think others will write or speak more about the benefit of a hospice that can
provide compassionate care and final support for people who have already suffered unthinkable
trauma and indignities with their health challenges, and the family who are trying to understand
the needs of their dying loved one, and hold themselves together at the same time.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Thank you for your dedication to this community. I ask that members of council approve the
800- 3rd Ave application, and embrace all the positive possibilities it offers to our community.

Respectfully,
Donna Bradley -

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jill Branson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 22, 2022 9:04:25 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
In short, I am NOT in support of the 800 Canmore proposal.
I wanted to write this many months ago, but didn't have the energy, clarity or
time to do so.
I moved to Canmore in 2001 to get away from politics, the rush and speed
of big corporations and the things that make me weary. I moved to
Canmore to walk in the woods, build a community, and enjoy the comforts
of a quieter paced life and immerse myself in a tight knit community. In
recent years, I find myself more and more involved in Canmore politics
because I care about this community and its future.  
While I want my voice to be heard, I also entrust council to make prudent
decisions on my behalf. It takes time to research , energy, and commitment
to stay informed. I have made numerous draft attempts on this subject (in
my head, while talking to friends and neighbours, and even jotting a few
points down to collect my thoughts).  
I've run out of steam to forward my comments on the decisions council has
to make (e.g. the cement fiasco in Three Sisters in December/January). I
feel that more often than not, we are talking about tourists, speculators and
developers wants over and above Canmore's seniors, youth and the
working citizens' needs. It's emotionally, mentally and physically draining
and in short (#2): Canmore has become "too fancy". I don't have the
wherewithal to combat deep pocket developers schemes and provincial
politics. I don't have the bandwidth, health or time to prepare and make a
plea at future public hearings.
I want to be involved in Canmore's future - but not in the political arena. My
preferred focus is to spend time with neighbours, attending and volunteering
at community events, and surrounding myself with the "feel goods" of what

makes Canmore special (though I fear we are losing sight of that). Dealing
with overzealous developers, human-wildlife conflicts and lack of muchneeded community supports drains me, my family and my neighbours. It's
pretty obvious (to me) that 800 Canmore does not make sense for our
community and benefits only a select few. The developers will continue
again and again until they get what they want. It's tiring.  
This is not my best letter writing, but I hope my message is at least
somewhat clear: STOP THE MADNESS and let's preserve and protect
what we have - it's already too late in some cases.
Thank you Council. Those more savvy than me said it best:
"The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice
are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant
(MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is
concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%)
of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban
Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South
Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife
coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will
weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t
their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside
our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but
800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary.
Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is
meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan."
Sincerely,
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Corinne Brewster
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Not in support of Canmore 800
May 20, 2022 2:39:45 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed development.
I am not in support of 800 Canmore development for these reasons.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->1)    <!--[endif]-->Dangerous precedent to change the growth
boundaries.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->2)    <!--[endif]-->Community benefit would be at the expense of
wildlife and a habitat patch.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->3)    <!--[endif]-->No employee housing contemplated for the 25
employees.
The Palliative Care Society has been seduced by the developer and needs to continue their
work to find another suitable location.
We need to be mindful of our dizzying cycle of development, consumption, craving for more,
greed for profit, corporate success over social responsibility.
Kind regards
Cori Brewster
South Canmore Resident (21 years)
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Bruce Brinkworth
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca
Yes To Hospice
May 12, 2022 11:18:21 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Canmore Council,
We have great difficulty in understanding where there might be road blocks to having a
Hospice in Canmore. Permanent Canmore citizens (not weekenders) deserve to have such a
facility available to them should the need arise. Any decent society that respects its citizen
should embrace the idea. To bock at such an offer of property is short thinking and town
council needs to get behind this and get it off the ground A.S.A.P.
Regards,
Bruce Brinkworth & Shelley Blackburn

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bryce Brown
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 3rd Ave proposal
May 20, 2022 4:51:37 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Respected Town Council,
I am writing to relay my reservations of the 800 3rd Ave development. This multifaceted
proposal has potential public benefit (ie a community hospice), which must be weighed
against the costs (loss of wildlife patch land and movement of our urban growth boundary). In
my opinion, the costs to our limited wildlife habitat outweigh the community benefits.
My wife and I are both physicians and we truly appreciate the need for a hospice in the Bow
Valley. We applaud the land owners for their commitment of land to the Palliative Care
Society of the Bow Valley. This land donation would obviously be a huge step toward making
a community hospice a reality. Clarification of the funding plan is needed, however it appears
that the PCSBV currently relies solely on donor funding. As I understand it, there has been no
commitment from Alberta Health Services at this point. If adequate funding is not available to
proceed with building or operation there is a risk that this part of the development proposal
may not actually come to fruition, thus removing the only potential community benefit.
Presuming funding were made available, building on a designated wilderness habitat patch is
still not appropriate. I appreciate the difficulties PCSBV has experienced in finding suitable
land and we sincerely hope the Town of Canmore and AHS can help with finding a more
appropriate location for this much needed facility.
If it were only two acres of development proposed for the hospice, one could argue that the
community benefit may outweigh a small encroachment into the wildlife patch. However, the
hospice is only a minimal part of the overall development plan. The majority of proposed
development is 6 large estate homes, which would only benefit a wealthy few and is not
congruent with solving our affordable housing crisis. I understand the desire to develop private
property for the benefit of the owner, however it is unclear to me how and when this private
property was designated as part of an urban wildlife habitat patch outside our urban growth
boundary. The current owners surely were aware of these restrictions when purchasing the
property (or agreed to them if they already owned the property). If so, they have no doubt
understood the risk of not being able to develop it.
I do recognize the owners' commitment to minimizing the size and impact of development, but
any development would reduce the size of the designated wilderness habitat. There were
several concerns raised in the EARC April 19 2021 minutes, most notably the "gradual,
incremental erosion of habitat within and adjacent to the town boundaries. While each small
development in and of itself may not have significant impacts, the cumulative effect of
multiple developments throughout the valley may impact the effectiveness of the designated
habitat patches.” Specific points are noted in the EIS review table including a key
recommendation in 2012 from BCAEG, “In order to preserve the intended function of the
habitat patch, new dispositions and expansions to existing dispositions should not be permitted
within the South Canmore habitat patch.” The gradual intrusion into wilderness spaces and
cumulative effects on wildlife is only going to worsen in the future. No development of any
size should ever be allowed in this critical area and I hope there is a way to permanently

protect this habitat patch from future development.
I am also concerned about the optics of moving our urban growth boundary and the precedent
that could set for other developments (such as the TSMV Smith Creek ASP). Obviously each
proposal is unique, but we must universally remain committed to our current growth
boundary. We cannot start down a slippery slope of incremental encroachment, further
exacerbating our already stressed wildlife coexistence.
While a hospice would be of great value to the Bow Valley community, unfortunately the
overwhelming negative impacts of the overall proposed development outweigh any benefit.
Thank you for your ongoing efforts on behalf of our community.
Sincerely,
Bryce Brown
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Kevin Browning
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Proposal
May 17, 2022 5:14:17 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws. These proposed
bylaws are as your own biological consultant points out "concerning". Once again, we as a
community find ourselves fighting back against proposed development outside of our Urban
Growth Boundary. The almost unanimous voice of the Town of Canmore is currently being
ignored by the TSMV developers intent on pushing beyond the Urban Growth Boundary for
the Smith Creek project. I trust that you will understand this to be beyond concerning. I am not
in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a
private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch.
Yes, given that my wife and I moved to Canmore with retirement in mind, I understand the
need for a community hospice (note the emphasis on community), but to build five estate
homes under the cover of a hospice in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch is wrong and is
clearly against the stated aims and vision of our community and the town's 2019-2022
Strategic Plan. A Strategic Plan calling for both Wildlife Co-Existence and Environmental
Sustainability. Please do not continue further with the proposed bylaws.

Yours sincerely,
Kevin Browning
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Kevin and Mary Browning
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore
May 17, 2022 2:04:20 PM
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Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of this 800 proposal. Yes it would be good to have a
hospice but the cost of losing more habitat for our wildlife and losing part of
the wildlife corridor is too big a cost.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
Do we really need more estate homes that may remain empty for large parts
of the year when we need housing for the local people and workers?
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but surely there must be a
better location?
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Mary Browning
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Yanto Bach
Council
800 Development
May 20, 2022 1:48:52 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Any Development in a wildlife corridor and this 800 one in sensitive area inside a reserve is
ridiculous. You should be ashamed of yourselves for planning it this way
Or approving it.
You do it once, then the 2nd and 3rd time is that much easier.
Ian Bruce
Virus-free. www.avast.com

Simon Bryant
Canmore, AB

May 19, 2022
Dear Mayor Krausert, and Councillors, Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum:
(via municipal.clerk@canmore.ca)
Re: 800 3rd Avenue development proposal
Firstly, thank you (all) for your service and considered decisions on behalf of the people (and wild
non-human inhabitants) of Canmore and region. Since I first visited in 1983 when the main street was
unpaved, through the 1988 Olympics, Canmore has for better or worse developed into the town it is
today as per decisions made by Town Council. (Sadly, I understand that the wise conclusion not to allow
the TSMV proposal seems to have been overruled by a provincial tribunal.)
I’m writing today concerning the 800 3rd Avenue development proposal, for a half-dozen houses and
a hospice on 21 acres adjacent the south end of the high-density Spring Creek complex. I’ve reviewed
and considered all the materials and aspects of this proposal, and the various arguments publicly offered
for and against it to date.
In the context of increasingly intense town build-out, even if TSMV does not proceed, the 800 3rd
Avenue development seems relatively insignificant in terms of both buildings and environmental /
wildlife habitat impact. If TSMV does proceed, then even more so. But it is hugely significant in terms of
permitting a hospice to proceed in the context of exorbitant local land prices; government alone
demonstrably cannot be relied on to provide and support this essential public service.
In a town of 10,000 persons, assuming they all live to about 100 years, about two die every week.
It’s beyond the pale that the Bow Valley, let alone Canmore itself, let alone an expanded Canmore of
20,000 persons within a decade or so, doesn’t have and won’t have a hospice unless this imperfect 800
3rd Avenue proposal is accepted. It’s easy to point a finger at Alberta Health Services as failing to provide
such a facility, and to raise doubts as to its future funding and operation. However, the fact remains that
most such essential hospice facilities and services in Alberta only exist due to private initiative, volunteer
efforts, and in some cases enlightened town governance. The 800 3rd Avenue development proposal is
the best option currently, an opportunity that is unlikely to occur within Canmore ever again.
Ultimately, I ask myself if the decision were mine alone to make, how I’d look back on it ten, twenty,
and thirty years from now. And I conclude that on balance —nothing is perfect— I’d approve the
proposal. I therefore ask you to do the same.
Respectfully,

Simon Bryant, MD

Mayor Krausert and Councillors, thank you for this opportunity to make a presentation on and in
support of Bylaws 2022-09 and 2022-10, for 800 - 3rd Avenue, the subject lands. My name is
Martin Buckley, I am a long-time resident of Canmore, having moved here in 1983, in the early
years of what would turn out to be a 37 year career in municipal administration, mostly at the
higher management level. I spent thirteen years with the Town of Canmore and seventeen with
the M.D. of Bighorn, and thus understand the importance and difficulties involved with planning
decisions such as the ones facing yourselves with these two bylaws.
I will make a full disclosure at this point: I am a Director with the Palliative Care Society, but today
I am speaking only as a resident of Canmore, who supports good planning in our community.
I support the applicants’ proposal for the lands described as 800 - 3rd Avenue, involving
subdivision of the lands into a six residential lot subdivision, with a site for a hospice, and the
majority of the lands left undeveloped, in a more or less open natural state. As has been noted
publicly by Mayor Krausert, in his past time on Council, there had been applications for
significantly higher density development of these lands, which were not appropriate: the current
application is clearly a much lower and thus much more acceptable density-wise level of
development. I will note that, despite the subject lands currently being on the wrong side of the
Urban Growth Boundary line, the Town has recognized that these lands are intended for
development, having zoned the lands Future Development in the Land Use Bylaw.
When speaking of the Urban Growth Boundary, it’s also noted that Council has allowed for
adjustments to this boundary, when certain criteria are met, according to the Municipal
Development Plan, and it’s understood an adjustment to the boundary was made in the summer
of 2016, during the drafting/passage of the current Municipal Development Plan.
I think the wording found on page 384 of your May 3rd meeting agenda package says it best:
“The Growth Boundary can be expanded where a community benefit is achieved, a net positive
fiscal or socio-economic impact is achieved, the proposed development can be connected to
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municipal infrastructure in a fiscally and environmentally responsible manner, and the proposed
development does not result in unacceptable environmental impacts. The Proposed Concept
meets all four of the requirements for an adjustment of the Growth Boundary, as:
•

It provides for a donation of serviced land to build a much-needed palliative care
hospice in the Bow Valley, filling a significant gap in the community for end-of-life care.

•

It achieves a very high positive score on the Town’s own Sustainability Screening Report
– a score of +240 has been achieved.

•

It connects to municipal infrastructure in a responsible way at the Owner’s cost.

•

It shows an extraordinary sensitivity of design for wildlife and an above-average wildlife
focus on private land.

•

It ensures low to negligible affects on the environment and in fact, results in a net
positive benefit after offsetting, and

•

It protects 89 percent of the land as open, natural space including an Environmental
Reserve Easement for the swampy shrub ecosystem ”

I will not comment much on the environmental reports and analysis that has been submitted,
other than to say it’s my interpretation that, from attending the May 3rd Council meeting, there
seems to be a level of acceptance at the professional level, if not full satisfaction, that
environmental impacts are minimized, and it appears some members of Council believe there
would be environmental “improvements” if the proposed subdivision and development are
allowed, as the development as proposed would concentrate human use, and reduce habitat
disturbance by discouraging (if not eliminating) people traversing the subject lands on the
informal trails and elsewhere. Again, I can only indicate that a six residential lot subdivision and
a hospice site has to be far more attractive and acceptable than the higher-density proposals that
were brought forward in the past, as noted by Mayor Krausert.
I also want to comment on the concept expressed by one member of Council, back on May 3rd,
that one of the purposes of the Urban Growth Boundary is to “basically to prevent us from
sprawling”, and who then also asked “do we actually think we’re at the point where we’ve hit
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the walls of our community and where we have to step outside that Urban Growth Boundary
line”. I think that’s answered by comments made during the Administration presentation on May
3rd, whereby it was noted the subject lands are “the only privately-held land within the Habitat
Patch”, are “quite unique”, and that it was “always understood there would be some
development proposals for this land”.
I suggest to Council that it’s time to allow the development of the subject lands in the minimallyintrusive fashion that’s being proposed. I suggest the test for moving the Urban Growth Boundary
has been met, in a significant way, and there is no reason not to move forward with second and
third reading of the bylaws. In short, to quote a former football coach “the future is now.” I
believe it’s not going to get any better than this.
One final point, a note of correction: I note from the reports provided on the community
engagement sessions, there’s concerns about the “road” servicing the two Sub-District C lots. It
needs to be stressed that this is not a “road”, it is a private shared driveway, pursuant to existing
LUB Section 2.3, Vehicle Access and Driveways. It might well be a condition of subdivision that
appropriate signage be installed by the developer, indicating the private driveway and that
there’s no exit nor access to Spring Creek, Bow Valley Trail, etc. To this end, I recommend Section
14.40.12, the Purpose preamble of the Section, of proposed Bylaw 2022-10’s Schedule “A” (page
123 of your May 3rd agenda package) delete the wording “shared private road” and replace it
with “shared private driveway”, so as to not confuse the public.
Mayor Krausert and Councillors, this concludes my presentation: thank you again for this
opportunity.
*****
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Dan Burnett
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 11:39:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Dan Burnett, BA, LLB

May 9, 2022
Municipal Clerk
Town of Canmore

Charlene Butler
Canmore Alberta

Via email: municipal.clerk@canmore .ca
Dear Municipal Clerk,
Re: 800 – 3rd Avenue, South Canmore – Public Hearing Submisson
I wish I could attend the May 24th meeting in person but I will be out of the country at that time. I thank
you for the opportunity to provide comments and feedback.
I am the owner of the 2 properties (one home and one vacant lot) immediately adjacent to the proposed
800 3 Ave development. I must state that it is unrealistic and poor planning for anyone to provide
valuable feedback on this individual project when we do not understand or have knowledge of the
ENTIRE plan the town has for 3 Avenue. Projects reviewed in isolation of the overall vision do not
properly consider the community nor the wildlife in our area. As a result, I would like to understand all
future development opportunities for the area. I kindly request the town provide this information to all
neighbors located on the south end of 3 Avenue.
Now onto my comments on the proposed project. I have had the opportunity to have several
discussions with Bernie and Jan McCaffrey and found them to be open and receptive to our concerns
about the development.
First, I think it goes without saying that everyone's preference would be no development of this
property, but that of course is unrealistic. Options for development of this very critical “habitat patch”
could be everything from a massive low income subdivision, to a continuation of what is already on 3rd
Avenue (i.e., single family residential development), to what is being proposed which is an extremely
modest residential community (6 homes) and the donation of land to build a much needed
palliative care centre that would accommodate I believe six beds.
Given the options above, I am in support of this modest development, subject to the following concerns
being addressed
1. While I understand that the legal access is 3rd Avenue, I do not understand the need for a road
and a bridge to access two properties on the other side of the Creek. These properties could be
accessed from the north side of the Creek and avoid the large environmental impact that comes
with road and bridge construction. Realistically it makes more sense environmentally for those
2 properties to be incorporated into Spring Creek Development or not developed at all.
The presence of a vehicle bridge could result in 3 Avenue becoming a “freeway” (via Spring
Greek Gate) in and out of town should that roadway ever connect to the current Spring Creek
development.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

priscille caffaro
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca;
hospice
May 22, 2022 9:12:38 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Mayor and the Councillors for the Town of Canmore,
I’m writing this letter, to voice my strong support for the palliative care centre in Canmore. My background is, that I
practiced rural medicine in a small town in northern Alberta for 40 years. I have professionally been involved with
the death and dying of my patients over those 40 years. For example, I have seen young people die of leukemia and
brain tumors; middle age mothers die of breast cancers, and the elderly people suffer and die of various terminal
illnesses.
We had a couple of palliative care beds that allowed the individuals dying, to be surrounded by their loving family
and friends within the community they were living in. There is no greater fear, to an individual, then being relocated
out of the community to die. I strongly feel, through my personal experience, that the best medicine for a dying
member of the family, is to be surrounded and supported by a loving family. I know it made my job a lot easier.
I am disappointed with some of the Canmore citizens, that are voicing their opinions against this project. Some of
the reasons they give such as; it takes away green space and wild animal space; it will create traffic congestion or we
don’t need it in Canmore, are very selfish reasons. These people have obviously never been involved with terminal
suffering, of their loved ones, dying outside their community. The present site offered in Canmore for the palliative
care, is beautiful, quiet, and away from the hustle and business centre of Canmore.
In my experience, the palliative centre allows this personal touch, on end of life celebration, with all loved ones.
When I practiced medicine, our palliative care unit was fully supported by our town, such as the Rotary Club and the
Elks Club. Personal donations to the palliative centre, were made by families and businesses. It also employed
individuals within the community, and various volunteers to do gardening and pastoral duties and visits.
In summary, I feel very strongly that Canmore town and council, should support this project now, without delay, so
that our dying loved ones and families, can celebrate their passing in our community.
Respectfully submitted,
Dr. Paul Caffaro
Priscille Caffaro RN

May 17, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
My letter to you all, is in support of the 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the
proposed Palliative Care Hospice development. I will share with you that my personal experience in the
cycle of life and death of a loved ones combined with my service on the Board of the society has taken
me on a deep journey and has lead to my views on the need for a community hospice.
For years the society planned and engaged Bow Valley residents in the vision of such a facility. Land has
always been the greatest challenge. A recent donation of property for the envisioned facility has come
at critical moment in our work. It is an answer to our prayers and hard work.
I leave to you to assess the merits of this project in relation to the known land use factors. Our desire is
to establish a tranquil environment in which our friends, family, neighbours and perhaps ourseves can
transition though our end of life passage in dignity and calmness.
I do not want to get into a discussion about buildings and the natural environment as it pits philosophies
against one another. We share the valley with eachother and the animals that have been here since
time immemorial. I believe that this site can accommodate both the needs of nature and mankind.
I have lived in Canmore for 40 years and raised by family here and buried family members here. I call it
home. I too enjoy the the majestic mountain environment and as a citizen here I am called upon to
share it with the world. I have given a lifetime of service to this community and I too will end my days
here and rest with my family for all eternity.
I know this application will require a modest expansion of the urban growth boundary and the Council
has the authority to grant such leeway. I believe that the application does fulfill the four requirements
for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its
authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley population grows and ages the need for a hospice grows in step and urgency. Such a
facilty would be accessible to all including our neighbours the Stoney Nakoda First Nations at Morley.
As the forward thinking govenors of the Town of Canmore I urge you to fully support this much needed
community facility and approve the 800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,
Brian Callaghan
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sevanne Cameron
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 6:14:25 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
———
Please, based on everyone I’ve contacted, I can’t imagine this is supported by more that
the property owner and a select few. We’ve already seen the recent heartbreak of
TSMV’s latest gains…Please, please, please. It’s really unfortunate that the land owner
has found that his earlier investment is saddled with development issues (wildlife,
wetland, flood plain) but 6 palliative care beds is not at all a reasonable trade for the
handful of mansions that are the real profit goal.
Sincerely,
Sevanne
Sent from my iPad

May 19, 2022
Written submission for the public hearing re: “800 Canmore”
Dear Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum,
Applications for development on this patch of land have been denied at least twice
prior to the current proposal, known as “800 Canmore.” Even when a piece of land is
(theoretically) protected as habitat patch or wildland park, Canmore endures an
endless string of proposals for development.
I am not in support of the current proposal for many reasons. Without hierarchy, they
are as follows:
§ This is a critically important piece in our ever-dwindling and threatened bits of
habitat for the wild populations with which we share the valley. It is supposed
to be protected from development.
In “Wildlife Corridor and Habitat Patch Guidelines for the Bow Valley”
updated by BCEAG in 2012, accepted for planning purposes by Canmore
Council (motion 143-2014) on June 17, 2014 it is clear that development for
human use is not included.
7.1 Acceptable Activities within Wildlife Corridors and Habitat Patches
Land use act v t es that are cons dered acceptab e w th n w d fe corr dors and hab tat patches are presented
be ow.
W d fe Corr dors

\ sc ent f c research (must be deemed appropr ate for the area);
\ des gnated, non-motor zed recreat ona tra s that cross perpend cu ar (to the extent feas b e) to the
\
\
\

d rect on of the w d fe corr dor shou d on y be perm tted;
near serv ce corr dors that cross and are perpend cu ar to w d fe corr dors (e.g., power nes, roads,
p pe nes);
vegetat on management for f re, d sease and weed contro . These act v t es shou d not reduce the
opt ma average vegetat ve h d ng cover to 40% or ess; and
w d fe hab tat management act v t es des gned to encourage or d scourage w d fe use of s te- spec f c
areas (e.g., prescr bed f re, enhance hab tat by p ant ng forage spec es and m t ng human access or
attractant management such as the remova of Canada buffa oberry to reduce bear-human encounters).

Hab tat Patches

\ Sc ent f c research (must be deemed appropr ate for the area).
\ Des gnated, non-motor zed recreat ona tra s. L near serv ce corr dors that cross hab tat patches (e.g.,
power nes, roads, p pe nes).

\ Vegetat on management for f re, d sease and weed contro . These act v t es shou d not reduce the
opt ma average vegetat ve h d ng cover to 40% or ess.

\ W d fe hab tat management act v t es des gned to encourage or d scourage w d fe use of s te- spec f c
areas (e.g., enhance hab tat by p ant ng forage spec es and m t ng human access and/or remove

May 16, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surroundings and accessible location.
Without the hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care will face difficult hours of driving
to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite
care for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run
out of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly,

Wendy Campbell

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Campney
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Palliative Care
May 23, 2022 9:25:34 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

May XX, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3 Ave Canmore land application and its support
of the proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the
community of Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of
philanthropy and will enable the development of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be
a small footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This
proposal, with the limited number of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will
create a nice environment for the wildlife that move through that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is
quiet and has expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality
of life and am inspired by the opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful
location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth
boundary, but under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal
Development Plan 2016, there is provision for such expansion. I see that the 8003rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the extension of the urban
growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to
grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I
feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and
equally important includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community
facility and approve the 800- 3 Ave application.
rd

rd

Sincerely,
Jeffrey Campney

Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Trish Campney
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@bvpcs.ca
Bow Valley Palliative Care Society Proposal
May 23, 2022 9:34:08 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

May 20, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3 Ave Canmore land application and its support
of the proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the
community of Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of
philanthropy and will enable the development of the Hospice to proceed.
rd

I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be
a small footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This
proposal, with the limited number of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will
create a nice environment for the wildlife that move through that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is
quiet and has expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality
of life and am inspired by the opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful
location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth
boundary, but under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal
Development Plan 2016, there is provision for such expansion. I see that the 8003rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the extension of the urban
growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to
grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I
feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and
equally important includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community
facility and approve the 800- 3 Ave application.
rd

Sincerely,

Trish Campney

Canmore, AB

May 11, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
(sent via email to municipal.clerk@canmore.ca)

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the proposed
Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of
Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the development
of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint on
the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number of
houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that move through
that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by the
opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but under
the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there is
provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the
extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to
grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this opportunity
provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important includes the Stoney
Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve the
800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,

Paul Cataford
Canmore, Alberta

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Causer
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 3:42:08 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Sarah Causer

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sheila Churchill
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 4:08:54 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
I am lending my voice to express my strong opposition to the 800 Canmore proposal. The applicants are trying to
plead for their development using the palliative care facility land grant as a bribe and play on people’s heart strings.
There is no doubt that a palliative care facility could (notice I don’t say would) benefit to Bow Valley families as
their loved ones would be able to die in a caring local facility. However it is the wrong business model (the facility
must be under AHS not privately run) and is totally in the wrong location (attaching it to the seniors lodge or
hospital would reduce overhead operating costs significantly.) Council and townsfolk know all too well that we are
in a health care crisis, losing family physicians at an alarming rate. We don’t have enough nurses to meet our present
hospital requirements. Where do they think the palliative care staff will come from, knowing that we are in both a
medical staffing and affordable housing crisis?
When a developer purchases a section of land that is not already designated for development, they do so at their own
risk, just like any other investment purchase. This land has been turned down twice for development for very valid
reasons and those reasons are more essential today than ever. Our town, our community, our environment, our
wildlife are under siege and enormous pressure. Two huge factors that support refusal of this development are the
land’s designation as a habitat patch and that it is outside of the urban growth boundary. Those two reasons alone
are enough to stop this development from going any further. But there are other factors to consider as well. Our
town needs modest affordable housing and rental to address a serious housing and staffing issue. Homes of the size
proposed by this development have no community benefit. In fact, they will escalate our housing crisis and
affordability issues. The land in question is also quite low which would necessitate massive amounts of land fill to
bring any potential homes above the water table. Our climate is changing and flooding will become more of an issue
going forward, especially in the low-lying areas of the South Canmore habitat patch. As a taxpayer, I do not want to
take on that liability knowing what we experienced in 2013. Even if the developer said they would gift the land
outright to the palliative care society with no further development on the lands, I would oppose it. Placing any
development on these sensitive wetlands in close proximity to both the waster transfer station and sewage treatment
facility is a no-go.
Opposition and rejection of Smith Creek development was partly based upon a refusal to consider moving the Urban
Growth Boundary. There is nothing in this 800 South Canmore proposal that benefits the community that redrawing
the boundary will address. I urge you to decisively and unanimously reject this 800 Canmore development. Let’s
build a strong community of Canmore together balancing the values of protecting our environment, our wildlife, our
residents and our commitment to address our climate crisis with fiscal responsibility and sustainable growth. This
proposal does not honour our any of those values.
Sincerely,
Sheila Churchill

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Penny Clark
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 6:48:00 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Penny & Larry
Clark
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Conlin
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 6:09:50 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
I would also like you to consider that by approving and supporting these types of initiatives you are essentially
destroying the reason why Canmore is such a wonderful town to live in and visit. A sense of community, a happy
community is not encouraged by ignoring the wishes of its citizens and bowing down to developers who really don’t
have any personal investment in our town. A happy community is a diverse community where citizens can afford to
work and live and enjoy a comfortable standard of living. We don’t need more empty McMansions. We need
community.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Conlin
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dan Verrall
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 6:22:26 PM

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
I suggest you look at the land surrounding the Canmore Hospital for a Hospice or Adding on beds to the Canmore
Hospital for Palliative care. It would be an ideal location.
Sincerely,
Valerie Cook
[Insert your name here]

C & I Cooke
Canmore, AB
May 16, 2022
Municipal Clerk
Town of Canmore
902 7th Avenue
Canmore, AB
T1W 3K1
To whom it may concern,
We recently reviewed the amendments proposed to the Municipal Development Plan
and the Land Use Bylaw triggered by the developers of 800 3 Avenue.
We have two concerns with the proposed amendments: impact to riparian habitat due
to the proposed bridge and the compounding effects of development.
1. Proposed bridge to dwellings C1/C2
We can appreciate the approach taken by the 800 3 Avenue developers, which is to
build the palliative care center on donated land as well as to build six low density
units on land that is already deemed Future Development. We would prefer if
Subdistrict C, dwellings C1/C2, use Spring Creek Gate for access instead of building
a new bridge across of the Spring Creek water body and accessing the dwellings via
3rd Avenue. This would limit the environmental impact to the riparian habitat.
Moreover, the disruption to the habitat seems unwarranted considering there is
access available from Spring Creek and the bridge would only benefit two dwellings.
This would also be the first bridge for vehicular traffic across Spring Creek as the
existing bridges are for pedestrian traffic.

2. Master plan and compounding impact of development projects
As you are aware, there are various developments that are being planned
simultaneously. For example, the 800 3 Avenue proposal will increase traffic to 3
Avenue by way of 5th Avenue and 4th Street. The Lawrence Grassi Middle school
redevelopment is planning on adding 120 residential units, which will also increase
the traffic flow on 5th Avenue. Spring Creek Mountain Development is pursuing two
new hotels with narrower setback requirements, with the overall project having a
larger footprint. The environmental impact statements I have read to date on the
various projects are written in silos and assume the single project is proceeding. I
ask Council to request that reports include sensitivities should pending projects be

approved. Also, a development map of previous projects approved in the last two
years along with variances granted should be available, so that residents and
planners alike can determine the cumulative impacts of projects.
Please let me know if you have any questions on the above.
Thanks,
C.Cooke

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kelly Craver
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 18, 2022 10:56:59 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Kelly Craver

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Glen Crawford
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Louise Crawford
800 Canmore proposal
May 17, 2022 7:51:05 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor & Councilors,

We are writing to express our concern and disapproval of the 800 Canmore proposed
development. Although the effort to develop a hospice is commendable, the location
is totally wrong. There is NO community benefit as far as we can see and the
environmental impact clearly conflicts with what the MDP and what you & the Council
committed to in your strategic plan. The fact that the biggest part of the proposal
constitutes 6 large estate homes makes us feel that the true intentions of the
developers may not be entirely altruistic. We strongly urge you to turn down this
project.
Sincerely,
Glen & Louise Crawford

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joasia Crawford
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Letter in Support of a Hospice in Canmore
May 19, 2022 9:07:57 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
May 18, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the
proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community
of Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the
development of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small
footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the
limited number of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for
the wildlife that move through that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired
by the opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary,
but under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan
2016, there is provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the
four requirements for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support
the Council utilizing its authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I am a
therapist in town and I am seeing clients who are dealing with loved ones who have serious
illnesses and are having to commute to the city. We are so in need of a hospice in our
community. I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community,
and equally important includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and
approve the 800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,

Joasia Crawford

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy Chase
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 18, 2022 8:35:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the above proposed bylaws.
I do not support of the 800 Canmore proposal. While a hospice would be a valuable addition to the community, it is
a small component of the overall development.
I live near the South Canmore Habitat Patch. Wildlife are frequently spotted in the area. Elk are often found
throughout the area. The expansion of the townsite in this area will further stress the natural habitat and reduce the
wildlife corridors.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance on expanding boundaries in
the ongoing legal challenges with TSMV.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Kathryn Cronin-Chase

To: Mayor and Council of Canmore
Re: Opposition to development application for 800 Canmore

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am writing to urge you strongly to turn down, without hesitation or exception, the
entire application for development at 800 Canmore for a wide variety of reasons.

1. First and foremost, we must stop developing land in or adjacent to Wildlife
Habitat Patches. There is little enough room for wildlife in Canmore as it is now;
developing this package of land will be yet another significant nail in the coffin
to our animal population. Each and every one of you on Council ran on a
platform that included concern and preservation of wildlife in some wording or
another. This is the time to put your vote where your mouth was: in favor of
preserving land space for wildlife.
2. It is appalling to me that a very small palliative care unit (a mere 6 beds) is
being dangled before you as a carrot for approving this monstrous
development! To me, this is a poorly veiled attempt to manipulate you and even,
to bribe you! I speak as someone whose husband died ten years ago in the
Canmore Hospital’s current palliative care room: the last 6 weeks of his life
were in that room in that hospital. The staff were wonderful, the facility
adequate. Could it have been more comfortable? Yes. Would I like to see a
proper palliative care facility in Canmore? Yes. No one knows better than I that
Canmore needs a palliative ward or building, but 800 Canmore is NOT the
location! This is, to me, no different than green-washing (using environment
catch-phrases or donations to promote a product or development that is
actually bad for the environment) or pink-washing (using breast cancer for
similar reasons): I don’t know what the appropriate term should be, here:
palliative-washing? Death-washing? Regardless of the wording, that is exactly
what this seems to me: smoke and mirrors and virtue-signalling in order to ram
through an unnecessary development of McMansions.
Let us not overlook the many gaping holes in this “carrot”. First and foremost,
that Alberta Health Services is not (yet?) on board. This means the facility is far
from being built, for a multitude of reasons: who will pay for it? Who will pay for
its operation if and when it is built? Is it large enough? (No.) Will it meet AHS
standards and be approved? Will Canmorites be given priority or will it be open
to the entire Calgary Health Region or even all of Alberta? (My understanding is,
if it is a public facility funded by AHS, it cannot be limited to Canmore-only
residents.) It is possible that you will change heaven and earth (at least the

MDP and LUB) for these people and their application, and the palliative care
facility may never be built. There are no guarantees that it will go forward;
please consider that very seriously.
3. The size of the homes is beyond embarrassing: it is outrageous! Who in this
town needs a home between 5,000 and 11,000 square feet? These sound to be
bragging right trophies for non-resident conspicuous consumers to show off to
their rich friends one or two weeks a year. Which of you ran in the last election
on a platform to promote that kind of housing? Which of you ran to represent
and stand up for the rights or conspicuous consumption desires of that class of
people? How on earth do any of those proposed homes address “the need for
affordable housing” that every one of you touted as the top (or one of the top)
issues facing Canmore’s residents, workers, and families? These people
obviously have money---big money (and good for them: one assumes they
worked hard and invested well)---and 800 Canmore is not the last of
developable land in the Rockies. If they want to build Hyannisport North, there
are plenty of other locations in Alberta (and BC, and the rest of North America,
for that matter) where they could afford to do it---and not in a habitat patch.
4. And, pray tell, what is the carbon footprint of those homes going to be? Again,
all of you on Council ran on sustainability, reducing human impact on the
environment, decreasing the carbon footprint and resource usage of the Town
and the homes and businesses in it. Where into that philosophy does one justify
approving construction of two 11,000 sq ft homes, and 4 others of 5000 sq ft and
up, on the same location (be they in a habitat patch or not?). It is winter for 6
months a year, here (and our furnaces run for more months than that, even
when set at 60 or 65 degrees, as I try to do): are those homes going to heat
themselves? How much energy will they take to heat? What impact on water
usage? Sewage? Drainage?
I am not for a moment suggesting that we all need to live in one-room hovels, in
tents, or even in multi-family buildings: of course not. People work hard, save
money, make choices on where and how to spend their earnings, and pour their
life savings, nest eggs, and sweat labor. For many of us, that is into being able
to buy their own homes. But 11,000 sq ft in a habitat patch in a small mountain
town that strives to be environmentally conscious and responsible? How does
that McMansion even begin to fit into any of the core values touted by the Town
of Canmore? Answer: It doesn’t.

5. I am not a social media user, but on this occasion, I have been following a bit of
the discussion online. Wow, these people are smart: they have a very expensive
website promoting their development and they have some individuals loudly and

vociferously promoting it, as well (one wonders how these folks are connected
to them). Please do not be manipulated by an expensive, focussed, misleading
publicity campaign! Here are a few random statements from a recent Canmore
Politics discussions, and my reactions to them:
a. Quotation from Facebook: “this landowner seems to be more in tune with the
environment and wilderness that TSMV folks ever seemed to demonstrate so
not sure we should be comparing the two developers.”
My response: (a) Two “seems” in one sentence is hardly assertive, concrete, or
reassuring. The vagueness of the language and the lack of specific, clear
examples provide no support for this statement. (b) Each development
application is assessed on its own merits, or lack thereof. I fail to see how
constructing 11,000 sq ft homes is proof of being “in tune with the environment”
and how building in a habitat patch is proof of being “in tune with … wilderness.”
While this writer purports that she is “not sure we should be comparing two
developers”, that is exactly what she is doing: saying that these owners are in
some way better than TSMV. Regardless, Town policy does not state that
development permits are issued on the basis of one developer being better than
another (let alone making 2 changes to the MDP and 1 to the LUB to
accommodate such a request).

b. Quotation from Facebook: “the land owners seem to really care about wildlife
and the environment.”
My response: Again, that vague word, “seem.” And measured how? By whom?
In what context? This statement is meaningless.

c. Quotation from Facebook: “they are not an invisible big developer”
My response: (i) What does their development past have to do with anything?
The issue is the current development proposal (including 2 amendments to the
MDP and 1 to the LUB) now before Council.

(ii) Google them: they are not “invisible.”

(iii) Google them: they are, in fact, very “big.” They may not be “big developers”
(who determines “big”?), but they appear to have a significant real estate
portfolio: “Last year, OPUS hired <Name> from CBRE to head up its property
management services division and he has grown the portfolio to 750,000 square
feet. Among its properties are Jim Hill’s Atlantic Avenue Block and Bernie
McCaffery’s portfolio, which includes his impressive Maxwell Bates Block on
4th Street S.W.” (Source: Calgary Herald,
https://calgaryherald.com/business/local-business/parker-opus-grows-intofull-service-developer) Other Google “hits” reveal other companies with
significant holdings owned/operated by the couple. Again, good for them: they
are enormously successful, but let’s not believe misleading statements about
them not being “big” or not being “developers”.

d. Quotation from Facebook: “I also understand these owners are not "developers"
and what they are building is more for their personal family use except of
course for what they have donated to the palliative care”
My response: (i) “These owners are not ‘developers’”, yet here they are, making
a development proposal…for six enormous homes. That makes them
developers, plain and simple.

(ii) “What they are building is more for their personal family use”---really? Six
large homes between 5,000 and 11,000 sq ft? What is this going to be, Canmore’s
version of the Kennedy’s Hyannisport compound??? An exclusive private resort
(minus official resort designation)? A collection of tourist home McMansions
for loan or rent (minus the official designation and tax category of tourist
homes)? How posh! How exclusive! How very, very special! And they are
asking you, the elected Town Council of all Canmorites, to not just approve this
development, but to change (for them!) two provisions of the MDP and 1
provision of the LUB. Are you going to do that? And, if you do, what is the
message to the rest of us in Canmore? And will you be willing to do it for the
next applicant who comes along? Is this an invitation to all successful Calgary
multi-millionaires to come to Canmore and we’ll change our rules and bylaws
so you, too, can build your family compound of McMansions in a wildlife habitat?

(iii) Regardless of who the developer is (or is not), what difference does it make
if it is one family or several families building these homes? That changes none
of the serious concerns about this proposal : not one! Nowhere in the MGA,

MDP, or LUB does it say that priority or special consideration are to be given to
development applications made by “families” or for “their personal family use.”

In closing, I firmly believe that approving this development in that includes 11,000
square foot McMansions would be a disgrace; approving such a development proposal
in a habitat patch would be even worse…no adjective is sufficient to adequately
describe that. We are:

i.

ii.

iii.

iv.
v.
vi.

in a town where there is little if any land available for homes that is not
already owned by developers (I’m advised that TSMV owns 80% of the
developable land left in Canmore---one single developer!). And is
proposal puts up to 6 huge homes (and possibly the palliative care unit)
on 20.4 acres: indefensible;
in a town that has a shocking lack of affordable rental units (and let’s not
kid ourselves: ownership in Canmore is now beyond the reach of folks
earning minimum wage or even above minimum wage---what they need,
and shockingly, what past Councils have refused repeatedly to promote
and approve, is affordable apartment rentals! Why is the Town not
promoting and approving those---discussion for another day);
in a town that purports to be focussed on protecting the environment,
reaching net zero carbon emissions, decreasing human footprint on
nature, etc. Question: How many electric vehicles---which have a large
carbon emission in their construction/development phase, that we seem
to ignore, but that’s a different discussion---will the Town need to
purchase to offset the carbon emissions of a single 11,000 sq ft home?
in a town that purports to be concerned about wildlife;
in a town that needs a palliative care unit of more than 6 beds
(remember, the new MDP sets a target goal of 32,000 for Canmore’s
population);
in a town that does not have, to my knowledge, large, private, multihome family compounds; is that what we want our town to become?

I do not know the applicants; I bear them no ill will, as individuals. I congratulate them
on their many obvious successes in the business world. But I am vehemently opposed
to their application, for all the reasons described above. I ask you, the elected
representatives of all of Canmore, to preserve our wildlife habitat, to preserve the
nature of our town, to stand by the values and principles on which you campaigned, to
not change the parameters of your own MDP and LUB for these applicants, and
thereby to say “no” to this application for development.

Yours truly,
Carla Cumming Sojonky
Canmore
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Date:

Diane Cuts
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Letter of Support
May 14, 2022 10:26:16 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
Please accept this as a letter of support for the 800-3rd Ave Canmore land application and
support of the proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
I am a longtime permanent resident of Canmore. I am retired from working at the Canmore
Hospital and volunteer in various capacities in the town. Not only do I have a vested interest in
our town, but I also have a strong and passionate interest in having a hospice built here.
On October 20, 2020, my husband of 48 years died of cancer in the Canmore Hospital. If you
can recall, that was in the early years of the Covid Pandemic. Not only were there severe
limitations for me and my family to visit my husband, but there was the reality that he would
be in hospice care…Calgary or Okatoks.
The Canmore Hospital is a busy, bustling centre, providing diverse services to Canmore and
surrounding communities, including Calgary, British Columbia, and tourists from all over the
world. We cannot assume that our hospital can provide end of life, palliative care: ie hospice
care, for our community at all times.
My family and friends are grateful that my husband was able to have his last days here in the
community he loved. I am grateful that we did not have to drive many miles away before,
during, and after his death.
The proposed Palliative Care Hospice development is absolutely needed for the citizens in our
community. The gift of land for a hospice to be built is a rare and timely opportunity that
Canmore cannot afford to take the chance to lose.
I implore the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and
approve the 800-3rd Ave application.
Sincerely,
Diane Cuts

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

dave dalman
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Development Proposal
May 17, 2022 1:34:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
I am writing to encourage you not to move forward with bylaw changes that would encroach on the habitat patch
associated with the 800 Canmore development. This type of incremental change will erode the values we hold as a
community.
During this time of high housing costs, dramatic shortages of affordable housing and a major offensive on wildlife
in other parts of our community, we need to pause and clearly state that these types of expansionary proposals will
not be considered, especially where wildlife is directly affected.
I am supportive of the need for a palliative care facility and trust that another, more suitable, location can be found.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment and consider my input.
Sincerely,
Dave Dalman,
Canmore, AB
Sent from my iPhone

May 16, 2022

Canmore AB

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
This is a letter of support for the 800 – 3 rd Ave land application.

Dear Town of Canmore Council:
I encourage you to support the proposed land application for the property at 800 -3 rd
Avenue.
As a community, Canmore clearly needs a well-designed palliative care facility to support
people who need hospice care towards their end-of-life. It is undesirable to rely on similar
facilities outside of our town such as in Calgary. While any one individual would prefer not
to have to enter such a facility, it is imperative that those who do need palliative care are
able to obtain it without difficulty, and that it is close to their own community. Moreover, a
hospice would provide great peace of mind to loved ones during stressful circumstances.
Town Council would be wise to approve this land use proposal. From my perspective the
benefits far outweigh the costs:
1. The Palliative Care Society can build a wonderful facility without relying on
government support for the acquisition of land—land that can be readily tied into
the Town’s existing water, sewer, and road infrastructure. The demand for hospice
care will grow with the rise in our aging population.
2. The construction and subsequent operation of the facility will generate jobs and
related economic benefits.
3. The impact on the environment has been assessed and is consistent with several
stated goals of the community. For example, the location close to town centre is far
better than one far afield in terms of visitors and workers being less reliant on cars
to get there. The environmental assessments indicate that the proposal will have a
1

modest impact on habitat, and the non-building area of the land will actually be
improved. Important mitigation measures are already incorporated in the plan.
4. The proposal represents a beneficial private-public collaboration to develop new
community infrastructure (given the donation of land for the hospice site which is
only afforded by allowing the landowners to sell homes on part of their land). All
levels of government in Canada, and the related institutions such as Alberta Health
Services, need such co-operation if citizens are going to obtain the facilities they
require. The existing Municipal Growth Barrier is illogical and should be overturned,
as should other barriers if they are arbitrary and nonsensical.
This is a great opportunity for Town Council to demonstrate far-sighted leadership, and so
leave a lasting legacy.
Please approve this proposal!
Yours truly,

Alice Daniel

2

May 15, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and
McCallum
Re: 800-3rd Avenue
Thank you for this opportunity to express my support for the development
application for the land at 800 – 3rd Avenue. I think that this is an excellent use of
this unusual piece of land and the fact that it will help to bring forward a needed
hospice facility for the Bow Valley is a real bonus.
I first became aware of this development proposal when serving as a member of
the Town of Canmore Environmental Advisory Review Committee (EARC) in 2021,
when the proponent brought forward its EIS for consideration by EARC. I
reviewed the EIS in detail, as well as the analysis of the third party reviewer.
Although I have been a resident of Canmore for over thirty years I was unfamiliar
with this piece of land so I also walked part of the perimeter of the property to
form a clearer picture of its present condition and to better visualize the likely
impact of the proposed development. I formed three principal conclusions from
my review at that time:
1. The development will have minimal environmental impact and may help
prevent future potential negative impacts. Currently, there seems to be
very little control over impacts on vegetation and wildlife or on the stream
that runs through the property (Spring Creek). Left in its current state one
can only expect that as the town continues to develop, this property may
be subject to increased negative environmental impacts. In particular, I am
concerned that when the Spring Creek development proceeds to full build
out it will bring substantial additional population right to the border of this
property and not far from the stream. I would expect that it would become
more heavily used, and in an uncontrolled manner, by dog walkers, cyclists
and others. A modest and thoughtful development of the property, such as
is proposed here, is likely to mitigate much of that potential future damage.

2. The current location of the Municipal Growth Boundary cannot be
justified and should be amended in this case. When I was a member of the
EARC I questioned Town staff as to how it came about that the boundary
was drawn so close to the central core of the town. The response at that
time, and also by Alaric Fish at first reading (in response to a similar
question from Mayor Krausert) left the distinct impression that the
boundary had been drawn many years ago on the recommendation of an
advisory committee and was difficult to justify. I think of a growth boundary
as something to protect against development sprawl away from the current
footprint of the town. In this case however, the boundary seems quite
arbitrary and unsupported by any sound planning principles. To oppose this
proposal on the grounds that the boundary should never be changed would
be to hang one’s hat on a decades-old decision that nobody seems able to
explain.
3. Although much of this property is currently within a designated habitat
patch, it does not appear to be functioning as a true habitat patch, and
probably never would, if left in its current state. Again, it seems very odd
that this property was ever included in the habitat patch. It would appear
to be another decision made decades ago, that would be difficult to justify
on the basis of environmental science. Are there other pieces of privately
owned land that are included within habitat patches in Canmore? As
explained in the EIS, this land is of very limited value as wildlife habitat, and
that certainly coincides with my own impression after viewing the land.
In light of these considerations, I would assess this development proposal as
being a very thoughtful and environmentally sensitive approach by the
landowner, to make use of the land for their own benefit, while developing a
small number of other residences to help meet some of the current demand for
new homes. Even if it did not include the donation of land for the palliative care
hospice, there would be little reason for the Council to oppose this development.
For several years I have followed, and supported as a donor, the efforts of Bow
Valley Palliative Care Society to bring a much needed hospice facility to this valley.
The energy and imagination behind this effort has been impressive, but they have
faced the same challenge faced by every other effort to develop health and social
service facilities in this valley: land here is, and always will be, very expensive. The

proposed donation of this land is an enormous step forward and must be seized.
I am sure that there are other suitable properties for such a facility, but likely at a
cost that would be prohibitive. Some might suggest that the Town should sponsor
the facility, either with cash or the donation of land owned by the Town. But
Town-owned land is a limited and valuable resource and there will be many other
demands on that land in the future. Taxpayers would have good reason to be
concerned if the Town were to donate substantial financial or real estate assets to
a development of this sort if the Town had turned down an opportunity to
achieve the benefit of this facility without taxpayer support.
Thanks again, for the opportunity to make these few brief comments in support
of a progressive development proposal.
Your truly,
Richard Daniel
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Dawson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore
May 20, 2022 2:54:55 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.
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Francesco De Chellis
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 3rd Ave Bylaw Change
May 17, 2022 9:41:44 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal and I am greatly concerned that this proposal
has already been rejected twice and is still being tabled. Even with revisions, the project would
be an incredible net negative for our community.
I am a new member to this community - I started living and working in Canmore in November
of 2020. My partner and I are currently renting a property, but our hopes and aspirations are to
own a property here. This is already a problem, and this proposal does, essentially, nothing in
the way of making such goals feasible to residents such as my family. Let alone the
devastation this proposal would do to the natural habitat of Canmore.
I ask that you reject this proposal and ask that we look to having such a proposal not be
allowed to be tabled in the future. Will I have to lend my voice to request this proposal be
rejected every year for the remainder of my life in Canmore?
Warm Regards,
~Francesco De Chellis

Mayor and Council:
I am concerned about the proposed MDP and LUB amendments for “800 Canmore” and am
opposed to their adoption in their present form.

2022-09 amendments to MDP
Though not a ‘legal’ precedent, I am concerned that the moving of the Growth Boundary into
a Habitat Patch will provide arguments for other developers – such as Three Sisters – to
change the boundary elsewhere.

Although this site is only 20 acres, and the viability of the South Canmore habitat patch is
likely unknown unless and until there is a better connection between it and the north side of
the CPR tracks and Trans Canada Highway, any proposed changes to the South Canmore
patch should be made only within such a larger context.

Prior to any formal changes in the boundaries of the Habitat Patch – and of the Growth
Boundary – a current, comprehensive study of the viability of the South Canmore Patch in
relation to the Three Sisters across-valley corridor and the Bow Flats habitat patch should be
completed.

The third party review of the EIS for this 20 acres does not and could not come close to
evaluating the actual situation, the potential implications, or the long-term impacts of the
proposed amendments.

2022-10 amendments to LUB

I believe the development of a palliative care facility in Canmore/Bow Valley is a very
worthwhile goal.

Would this bylaw ensure the construction of such a facility?

My reading of the LUB amendments is that the construction of a palliative care facility is not
– and cannot be -required through these amendments. Even if the land is donated to the
Palliative Care Society, I do not believe that the Town can require that such a facility ever be
built. In reviewing the sub-districts in the proposed land use district I believe that all of the
residential development could be constructed without the development of a palliative care
facility.

If council is considering these MDP and LUB amendments in order to provide a needed public
health facility, please ensure that such a facility will be built – not just promised.  (Even
having a palliative care facility as the only permitted or discretionary land use on the entire
20 acres would not guarantee its construction….it would only ensure that nothing else could
be developed. Municipalities are able to prevent all sorts of development – it is much more
challenging to ensure certain developments are actually built!)

Thank you for your ongoing efforts on behalf of the Town and your careful consideration of
these issues.

Steve de Keijzer
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To:
Subject:
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Lyn Dean
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 6:46:24 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
[Insert your name here]
Sent from Lyn Deans iphone8

From:
To:
Date:

Leni Deisman
Shared.MunicipalClerk
May 16, 2022 6:23:59 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Sir;
I am against the development proposal recently submitted for luxury homes far above the size
currently permitted IN AN AREA OF PROTECTED HABITAT.
Please reject this inconsiderate thoughtless proposal.
Lenora Deisman

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Cindy Delaloye
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca
support of hospice 800 3rd Avenue Project
May 20, 2022 1:20:58 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

May 20, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the proposed
Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of
Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the
development of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint
on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number
of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that move
through that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by the
opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but
under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there
is provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements
for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its
authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this
opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important
includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve
the 800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,
Cynthia Delaloye

Dr. Barbara Dobson, Registered Psychologist | www.barbaradobson.com

Canmore Health and Wellness, 105, 1001, 6th Ave., Canmore, AB T1W 3L8

May 19, 2022

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum,

This letter is written to support the 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and the proposed Palliative Care
Hospice development. As any long-time resident of the Bow Valley knows, there have been significant changes to
this community that, at times, seem to threaten the depth of roots people can establish here. While it is important
to find ways to allow families to grow and thrive in the Bow Valley, it is also important to find ways to allow people
who have made their lives here to remain and experience their final days in the comfort and security of their
community. The current lack of access to a local hospice creates a gap in the continuity of services for families
because dying people who have made the Bow Valley home must leave their beloved community, family and
friends to access hospice care elsewhere, adding unnecessary expense, strain and dysregulation to both the dying
and their loved ones.
Although changes to the Town of Canmore urban growth boundary will need to be made to
accommodate this development, I feel that the environmental concerns have been thoroughly addressed and that
the overall impact of the project is not excessive. Furthermore, the proposed development will provide a buffer for
wildlife between the very high density of Spring Creek and the less developed land to the south. In addition, from
my perspective as a psychologist with a particular interest in complex grief and end-of-life concerns, the
community benefit is immeasurable. Mainstream Western culture traditionally keeps death, grief, and the
complications from grief behind closed doors, leaving the false impression that these issues only impact the loved
ones who remain, and not the community at large.

Dr. Barbara Dobson, Registered Psychologist | www.barbaradobson.com

Canmore Health and Wellness, 105, 1001, 6th Ave., Canmore, AB T1W 3L8

In my personal and professional experience, however, the well-being of both individuals and communities
is significantly impacted by the quality of death our loved ones experience. Those final days of life, whether
positive or negative, are indelible in the hearts and minds of family and friends. Although our local hospital staff do
their very best to support a quality death, because hospitals are designed for other purposes, there are limitations
imposed that even the most exceptional health care providers cannot overcome in a traditional hospital setting. A
hospital death is inevitably colored by the unpredictable, sometimes chaotic reality that comes with serving a
broad range of health concerns. Lack of access to hospice care creates more complex grieving processes for many
families, and the resulting extreme emotional and psychological strain leads to collateral social, psychological and
economic effects due to absences from work, reduced engagement in the community, and increased pressure on
mental health services.
The proposed hospice could reduce caregiver burn out and mitigate the complexity of the grieving
process by providing respite care for those palliative patients who are still at home, and their families. Hospice care
also supports greater independence for people who are dying, helping them to feel like a person, and a community
member, not simply a diagnosis. Local access to a hospice allows for more appropriate use of health care
resources, and removes the significant burden of having to relocate family members at the end of life, displacing
loved ones and requiring that hours of precious time be spent driving in order to spend time together. Quality endof-life care in a home-like environment is a specialized field that can improve end-of-life experiences for the dying,
mitigate negative outcomes for their families, and provide meaningful work for Bow Valley residents that would
undoubtedly benefit the entire community, including our Stoney Nakoda neighbors.
Finally, the generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV presents a unique opportunity for our
community to be on the leading edge not only of balancing urban growth with environmental stewardship, but of

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Dolmage
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 21, 2022 10:25:44 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
> Dear Mayor and Councilors,
>
> Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
>
> I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
>
> I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
>
> I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
>
> The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
>
> Sincerely,
> Rob Dolmage

May 18,2021
RE: 800 Canmore
Dear Mayor and Council,
Thanks for taking the time to read this letter regarding the 800 Canmore proposal.
Although I support the palliative care society in their endeavours to build a hospice in
Canmore, I am opposed to this current development in the South Canmore Habitat
Patch for the following reasons:
1. Expansion of the UGB.
In the MDP, to expand the UGB (section 2.1.5 in the MDP) four requirements
need to be met:
a. a community benefit is achieved, and
b. a net positive fiscal or socio-economic impacts are achieved, and
c. the proposed development can be connected to municipal infrastructure in a
fiscally and environmentally responsible manner, and
d. the proposed development does not result in unacceptable environmental
impacts.
Requirement A: community benefit is achieved.
800 Canmore is saying the hospice is a community benefit. However, there has
yet to be a commitment by AHS to fund the hospice (and it doesn’t sound like
they have any plans to in the foreseeable future). At this point it is looking like it
would be a private hospice. This may be a benefit to those that can afford a
private facility, but it does not serve our collective community.
Requirement D: the development does not result in unacceptable environmental
impacts.
Developing in a habitat patch is an unacceptable environmental impact.
2. Amending the MDP
As per section 4.2.11 in the MDP:
No new development shall be allowed within a habitat patch or corridor,
excepting:
a. infrastructure and utilities may be allowed to be located within or to cross a
habitat patch or corridor in the least intrusive manner possible, and
b. non-intensive, trail-based recreational uses may be allowed.

This proposal would require developing in a habitat patch which would go against
the MDP guidelines.
3. Third Party Review by MSES
The Town’s biologist (MSES) concluding statement states the following:
While the EIS predicts the proposed Project will have negligible impacts on
cumulative effects, we do not agree that the cumulative effects will be
negligible. Other environmental assessments in the region highlight the
concerning state of cumulative effects on wildlife and corridors and that existing
conditions are only going to worsen in the future (TSMV, 2020) We understand
this is a small project, but ~80% of the property is within the (South Canmore
Local Habitat Patch) SCLHP, and in a region where cumulative effects are
already significant (Ford et al., 2020; Golder 2020a, 2020b, Whittington et. al., in
press), any further addition of development only contributes to the existing,
significant, cumulative effects. The Town’s MDP states that “[n]o new
development shall be allowed within a habitat patch or corridor” (Town of
Canmore, 2016, 4.2.11, pg. 23)”

Clearly, the most important decision to make is how to protect our habitat patches. They
provide refuge for the wildlife who are trying to survive and migrate through the Bow
Valley and beyond. There will be other development opportunities for the hospice but
we are running out of options for the wildlife.
Thanks again for taking the time to read my letter.
Sincerely,
Lisa Downing

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Siobhan Duggan
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca
Letter of support for 800, 3rd Avenue land application.
May 20, 2022 4:19:30 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor Krausert & Councillors,
I’m an avid supporter of the proposed building & operating of the Palliative Care/ Hospice facility in Canmore to
benefit the Bow Valley community. Being able to offer end of life care in a serene environment, closer to home,
seems ideal.
Therefore, I support the land application at 800 3rd Avenue, Canmore for this purpose. I understand small changes
need to be made to the urban growth boundary, & the land will be subdivided. This parcel of land is already zoned
for future development, so what better facility could be housed in such a beautiful place, especially when it has been
generously donated.
Please approve this application which may benefit each & everyone one of us at some point in our lives. I
respectfully request your support for this , at the public hearing on May 24th, 2022.
Sincerely,
Siobhan Duggan

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Dunn
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 9:13:52 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
RE: Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Steve Dunn
Canmore, AB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan And Bernie
Shared.MunicipalClerk
palliative care hospice
May 19, 2022 8:17:08 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the proposed
Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of
Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the
development of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint
on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number
of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that move
through that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by the
opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but
under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there
is provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements
for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its
authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this
opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important
includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve
the 800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,
Bernie and Joan Dupuis,
Canmore, AB

May 16, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Subject: Letter of Support for Palliative Care Hospice and 8003rd Ave Land Application

Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surrounding and accessible location.
Without a hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care face difficult hours of driving to
be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite care
for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run out
of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I urge the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly,
Allison Edwards
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecilia Ekback
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Project 800
May 18, 2022 4:58:54 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
My name is Cecilia Ekback and we live on 3rd avenue. I am writing to let you know of my
opposition to project 800 Canmore.
I am pro a palliative care facility - my father died in one - but I am friends with the former
director of Canmore hospital who's told me that they tried to develop a palliative care facility
on the hospital grounds (which makes more sense - closer) but got a no from AHS as they
didn't think they could staff it. If this is going to be a private facility I think it completely
misses the point of palliative care.
The area suggested is - as you know - extensively used by the wildlife and it is outside the
urban grown boundary of Canmore. I feel the town has got to hold on to these boundaries for
the sake of the wildlife and for climate change reasons. There has to be that line in the sand
over which we do not cross, and this is it.
We are not supportive.
Thank you for listening
Cxx
www.ceciliaekback.com

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

jade elkins
Shared.MunicipalClerk
bowvalleyengage@gmail.com
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 9:02:32 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal.
I have been lucky enough to grow up in Canmore and have established a deep love for the
environment and the sense of community it gave me. We should share all that this valley has
to offer with others, which is why I am not opposed to development in Canmore as long as it is
done sustainably and meets the needs and desires of the town residents. As we have seen
with the TSMV hearings last year, the residents in Canmore are clear about what matters to
us. The 800 Canmore proposal is another example of development that is not in line with the
community.
Though there is a good argument for a hospice centre in Canmore, there are questions I have
surrounding whether AHS will be able to support it, and if not how that will that impact
accessibility. Furthermore, this centre accounts for only a small proportion of the overall
development. This area falls in a wetland habitat and development calls for expansion outside
of our urban growth boundary. The majority of the proposal appears to cater to large estate
homes that will likely sit empty for most of the year while those who contribute to the
community continue to struggle to find affordable/available housing.
The community benefits of what is likely to be a private hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development of the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
Sincerely,
Jade Elkins

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mj elliott
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 4:02:41 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Michael James Elliott

May 17, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

I am writing this letter in support for the 800-3rd land application
I have owned a home in the Bow Valley for 25 years
In 2021 my husband received Palliative Care in his late stage of Glioblastoma brain tumour. The building
of a hospice in Canmore will allow families to stay close to home during the end-of-life journey. I urge
you to consider families like mine who deserve the support within the community.
The donation of land to the Palliative Care Society for the building of a hospice will provide Canmore
with exceptional benefits to the community. The proposed location close to the Canmore downtown
area is ideal from a transportation perspective as well.
The application has shown that there is limited environmental impact to both the land and the wildlife.
It has a small footprint, and it will limit any future development of this parcel of land.
I understand there will need to be changes to the urban growth boundary and the land will need to be
subdivided, but the generosity of the land donation and the related benefit to the palliative care society
and their dream to build a hospice for everyone’s use, far outweigh these regulatory changes.
Thank you for your consideration.
I support the application and request your support as well.

Best Regards,
Carolyn Evans
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Derek Evans
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Re: Application for 800 Canmore - 3rd Ave
May 21, 2022 6:59:19 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

We support the proposed concept for the development of this privately held
land. Our primary interest is in the generous donation of land for the Palliative
Care Hospice, taking into consideration the environs, community needs, and
cultural sensitivities involving the Stony Nakoda Nation.
Reviewing 800 Canmore, we are impressed with the thorough work that has
gone into considering the environmental impact and surveying local interest in
maintaining paths and access. It is remarkable that the plans leave most of the
land in its natural state. Most importantly this is a wonderful opportunity to
benefit the community at large. This land could be developed at a much higher
density not unlike Spring Creek.
Sincerely,
Derek Evans
Canmore AB

This email is confidential and is intended for the above-named recipient(s) only. If you are not
the intended recipient, please notify MEG Energy Corp. by telephone or return email
immediately and delete this email from your system without making a copy. Any unauthorized
use or disclosure of this email is prohibited.
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Henri Ferguson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Hospice project
May 22, 2022 8:52:23 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Henri Ferguson

--

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adrian Field
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Fwd: Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 8:46:57 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Adrian and Kerry Field

May 18, 2022

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors via the municipal Clerk,

As welcomed in the Public Hearing Notification on p. 14 of the Rocky Mountain Outlook dated Thursday
May 12, 2022, I am providing a written submission in favour of the three amendments that are required
for 800 3 Avenue land use to proceed. In fact, if this land is to be developed, I believe the proposed plan
in front of you is better than any forseeable alternative.
I strongly support the land use, including the expansion of the boundary, for the following reasons:
1. First and foremost, I appreciate the donation of part of the land to be used for a Palliative Care
Hospice. The need for this type of facility is readily apparent for anyone who has lost a loved
one to a lingering illness. For Canmore residents to access this Hospice at the end of their life
journey, no matter their age, would be an amazing blessing to the dying person and a huge help
to any family members close by. To me the benefit of this gift absolutely overrides all the other
concerns that this proposed development may create in some people’s minds.
2. Large luxury houses may not be top of mind in solving Canmore’s affordability issue. However
six homes using a fraction of the land doesn’t exacerbate the problem. Adding in the extra
dwellings has a positive effect and may even provide suites to be available for some of the
palliative care workers. Everyone wants more affordable housing and perhaps the suites seem
like a small impact, however the 1 to 1 ratio far exceeds any other development plan. This
proposal is reasonable, and has the added benefit of finalizing the land use.
3. Wildlife disruption should be minimal given the small amount of land actually being developed.
In any event any disruption will be far lower than other possible uses of this land. Unless of
course you refuse any development forever. I believe this will not happen. Isn’t it better to have
a project that provides meaningful community benefit to Canmore and certainty to the wildlife
impact rather than waiting for the next developer.
4. The current owners are not looking to maximize land use and profit which when combined with
the philanthropic gift to the Palliative Care Society should convince the council to approve this
project. It seems to me that you are in a unique situation that requires some thinking “outside
the box” to take advantage of the current owners generosity and preference for minimal
development compared to what typically seems to be proposed in Canmore.

Thanks for the chance to provide input.

Wayne Fingas
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Finley
Shared.MunicipalClerk; fd@pcsbv.ca; lori@larkspurgroup.ca; info@pcsbv.ca
800 3rd Avenue Lands. Public Input for May 24th
May 17, 2022 11:00:24 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,
I wish to register my enthusiastic support for the development as proposed, particularly in the
provision of a Palliative Care Centre. The present palliative care service at the hospital in
Canmore I know is outstanding, both in the care of the patient, and care of family members
and supportive friends. As you will know, the use of a hospital bed in the acute wing, and the
limits of its availability don't really meet the growing needs of citizens in the Bow Valley.
The information provided to participants in the Hearing gives hope that
the palliative service locally may take a leap forward.
The low density of the proposed development and the attention to environmental matters are
really commendable. It seems a great deal of careful planning has gone into the proposal over
some years.
It seems to me that a person would have trouble to think of any reason
why the Urban Growth Boundary should not be adjusted for this particular
piece of land. In making the necessary adjustments to Town documents,, a happy outcome of
the generous land donation would be a much needed care facility for Bow Valley residents.
Thank you for registering my support for the proposal.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erin Grace Finn
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 5:33:35 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Regards,
Erin G Finn

May 19, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

This is a letter of support for the 800 – 3rd Ave land application.

I am a home owner in South Canmore and have been following the applications for development in
South Canmore. I understand the concerns of building in the wildlife corridors. I also believe that
development of these lands is inevitable.
I believe the Town is fortunate to have been given this land for the purpose of a palliative care center.
South Canmore is full of seniors who in time no doubt will benefit from having such a Facility close to
town.The donation of land to the Palliative Care Society for the building of a hospice will provide
Canmore with exceptional benefits to the community.
I understand there will need to be changes to the urban growth boundary and the land will need to be
subdivided, but the generosity of the land donation and the related benefit to the palliative care society
and their dream to build a hospice for everyone’s use, far outweigh these regulatory changes.

I support the application and request your support as well.

Best regards,

Doris Foden

Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gloria Folden
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 7:40:00 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Gloria Folden
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Faye Forbes-Anderson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore
May 19, 2022 7:02:57 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councillors,
I had signed a note of support for 800 Canmore before I had all of the
facts.
While I absolutely support building a Palliative Care facility, I had not
been made aware of the huge development proposal accompanying the
supposedly generous offer of property for the Palliative Care facility.
Actually I feel duped. I was led to believe that the land donation was a
gift. Now I see it almost as a bribe.
If we approve this, how can we oppose the TSMV proposals?
I wish you well as you make the difficult decisions for our beautiful
community.

Faye Forbes-Anderson

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jen Forster
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Canmore Hospice Development Approval
May 16, 2022 7:00:17 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Hi there,
I would like to put in my name as a strong supporter of this
development going forward for our town. Thank you.
Jen

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ryan Fowler
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 2:55:11 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Ryan Fowler

Canmore AB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fiona Fraser
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Proposed development South Canmore
May 18, 2022 4:04:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Members of Council,
While I recognize that it would be nice to have a Hospice in town since it will serve a much larger area, it would
appear that you are considering accepting the gift of the land that it would be built on as a bribe to allow rich people
to build high end homes on the remainder of the area.
I am totally against this proposal. I came to Canmore in 1991 and Canmore was a small town with a great
community spirit. Over the years I have been disappointed in how the town has been allowed to develop and how
high density residences have been built everywhere with no thought to the impact on the congested roads and
wildlife corridors.
I wish Council to take a stance and say, “No” to this proposed development.
Yours sincerely,

Fiona Fraser

May 11, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice, with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, and peaceful surroundings.
Without the hospice, the families of patients, who require hospice care, will face difficult hours of
driving to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice would also provide
respite care for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will
also be run out of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the Hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley (including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley). In
addition to the reasons noted above, it has a low impact on the environment, curtails future growth on
this land, creates new jobs and it is my understanding that this very generous donation, will provide the
Palliative Care Society a fully serviced lot that connects into the existing town utilities. There will also be
a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of palliative care to Canmore’s
growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly,
Kristin Fry
Fund Development PCSBV

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 3:03:47 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Anne Gallagher
P:

May 11, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

This is a letter of support for the 800 – 3rd Ave land application.

The application has shown that there is limited environmental impact to both the land and the wildlife.
It has a small footprint, and it will limit any future development of this parcel of land.
The donation of land to the Palliative Care Society for the building of a hospice will provide Canmore
with exceptional benefits to the community. It will allow families to stay close to home, during one’s
end-of-life journey, which is a huge benefit. Also, the location close to the Canmore’s downtown area, is
important from a transportation perspective.
I understand there will need to be changes to the urban growth boundary and the land will need to be
subdivided, but the generosity of the land donation and the related benefit to the palliative care society
and their dream to build a hospice for everyone’s use, far outweigh these regulatory changes.

I support the application and request your support as well.

Best regards,

Betti Irwin
Avens Gallery
Canmore Ab

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret Garrett
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 11:38:30 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Marg Garrett
Simple response. NO
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Garrett
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 3:35:23 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Michael Garrett

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Penney Gaul
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Support letter for the 800 3 Ave land Bylaw amendments
May 15, 2022 8:29:20 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra,
McCallum
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its
support of the proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to
the community of Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of
philanthropy and will enable the development of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings
will be a small footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future
development. This proposal, with the limited number of houses and the
Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that
move through that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it
is quiet and has expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and
quality of life and am inspired by the opportunity to end my days in a such a
beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban
growth boundary, but under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of
the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there is provision for such expansion. I
see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the
extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council
utilizing its authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice
grows. I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole
community, and equally important includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations
Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed
community facility and approve the 800- 3rd Ave application.
Sincerely,
Penney Gaul

Canmore, AB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Gibb
Sean Krausert; Council
800 Canmore
May 16, 2022 7:06:43 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
Re: Bylaw 2022-09 for 800 3rd Avenue Municipal Development Plan Amendments

and Bylaw 2022-10 for 800 3rd Avenue Land Use Bylaw Amendment

The land in question is identified as Wildlife Habitat Patch and is located outside the
Town's Growth Boundary. As such, the requested bylaw amendments should be
defeated. The Bow Valley's wildlife habitat must be protected, and the town's growth
boundary firmly enforced. Clear, consistently enforced regulations, make for good
governance.
Thank you.
Heather Gibb
Canmore

Our wildlife habitat is fragmented, fragile and at risk - end of discussion.
Please do not approve

May 16, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Re: Letter of Support for Canmore Hospice and 800 3rd Ave Land Application
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of strong support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of
the proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small
footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the
limited number of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create an appropriate
environment for the wildlife that move through that area.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful catalyst for the
development of the Hospice. The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a
hospice, as it is quiet and has expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and
quality of life and am inspired by the opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
Equally important, palliative care day programs will be run out of the facility, allowing the
hospice to also provide respite care for those palliative patients at home, and their
caregivers.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but
under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016,
there is provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four
requirements for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the
Council utilizing its authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this
opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important
includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and
approve the 800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,

Don Goodrow

May 16, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Re: Letter of Support for Canmore Hospice and 800 3rd Ave Land Application
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of strong support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of
the proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small
footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the
limited number of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create an appropriate
environment for the wildlife that move through that area.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful catalyst for the
development of the Hospice. The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a
hospice, as it is quiet and has expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and
quality of life and am inspired by the opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
Equally important, palliative care day programs will be run out of the facility, allowing the
hospice to also provide respite care for those palliative patients at home, and their
caregivers.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but
under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016,
there is provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four
requirements for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the
Council utilizing its authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this
opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important
includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this generous gift of land, which, I believe,
eliminates a huge fundraising effort, and approve this application of the 800 3rd Ave
development to provide a much needed community facility.

Sincerely,

Val Goodrow

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shelly Gordash
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Development in Wildlife Corridor
May 16, 2022 11:16:54 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
What about staff housing?
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Shelly Gordash

May 17, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the proposed
Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of
Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the development
of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint on
the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number of
houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that move through
that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by the
opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but under
the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there is
provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the
extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to
grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this opportunity
provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important includes the Stoney
Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve the
800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,

Annmarie and Don Gover

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Thomas Grandi
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 1:19:10 PM
eSig3-01.png

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Thomas Grandi

Tel: 403 679 8829
paintbox lodge
talus lodge

From:
To:
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Julie Grondin
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 4:31:16 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
[Insert your name here]

Julie

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Greg and Susan Hall
Shared.MunicipalClerk
No to 800 Canmore Proposal!
May 16, 2022 1:38:18 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed
bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community
benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological
consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed
development on our stressed network of habitat patches and
wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part
(10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving
our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a
community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency,
and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will
weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV.
Wasn’t their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same
reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care
Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our
community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong
partner in the wrong location.  
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of
“community benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban
Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental
leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent

strategic plan.  
Sincerely,
Greg Hall
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

BONNIE HAMILTON
Shared.MunicipalClerk
against the 800 Canmore proposal
May 18, 2022 9:04:08 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Bonnie

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julia Hamilton
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Letter of Support Canmore800 3rd Ave - Moving the Urban Growth Boundary
May 18, 2022 1:23:09 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
To the Municipal Clerk
My letter of support to the Mayor and Councillors follows in this email.
Julie Hamilton
May 18, 2022
To:      Mayor Krausert, Councillor Foubert, Councillor Graham, Councillor Hilstad,
Councillor Mah, Councillor Marra, and Councillor McCallum
I am writing a letter in favour of 800 3 Avenue Municipal Development Plan Amendments
(Bylaw 2022-09) and 800 3 Avenue Municipal Development Plan Amendments (Bylaw 202210).  
I am the chair of the board of Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley (PCSBV). It has been
my honour and privilege to be a part of the PCSBV for the past 6 years. My volunteer work
has introduced me to community leaders, philanthropists and people who want to make the
world a better place. Jan and Bernie McCaffery are two such individuals who I met in June
2018. They knew of the work of PCSBV and wanted to help by donating 2 acres of their 23acre property in Canmore for a hospice.   Since that time, others from our community have
come forward and have indicated their willingness to make major cash donations to ensure we
get the hospice built. What an extraordinary demonstration of community support and
commitment.
These gifts were transformational and have led to PCSBV working to build a state-of-the-art
hospice that would serve all residents of the Bow valley and provide an exceptional
community benefit. In all our conversations with community leaders, there was agreement
that a hospice was needed and would add value to the lives of our residents. The main push
back we faced, had to do with the location of the proposed site in a “habitat patch”.
In February 2022, five information sessions, regarding the 800 Canmore 3rd Avenue Project
were held virtually to introduce and inform the community of the project concept and address
issues that had been raised. The PCSBV was a partner in these virtual presentations. Answers
to questions posed were evidenced based and provided acknowledgement that the concerns
raised in all previous dialogues with the Town administration and community leaders had been
addressed. A report outlining “What We Heard” was written and summarized the questions
and answers that were discussed at these five sessions.
As the date for the First reading approached, information in local newspapers and social media
regarding this submission appeared; information that was misleading and, in some cases,
untrue, and making this submission a subject of confrontation and vilification. Statements
made lacked evidence and reflected an embedded view that the proposal will bring irreparable

harm to the environment and wildlife who roam in this area. The authors are entitled to their
opinions. But opinions are not facts.  
I fully appreciate their concerns regarding the location for the development and so do the
landowners. They have undertaken Environmental Impact Studies (EIS) and have agreed that
only 11% of the 23 acres of their land will have structures on it, leaving 89% of the property in
its original state.   The science behind the EIS indicates that there will be negligible impact on
the environment. Instead of vilifying the owners, we should be celebrating their visionary
perspective on effective stewardship of their property.
Earlier this week, social media reported that the PCSBV doesn’t have a contract with AHS and
implied that without a contract the land use for the hospice shouldn’t be approved. Unfiltered
comments from an environmentalist are frankly ill-informed and again demonstrate a
complete lack of insight and understanding of how AHS funding is provided. Furthermore,
having a contract with AHS, doesn’t fall within the Council jurisdiction and should in no way
influence your decision on the two amendments.
The PCSBV is working very hard to put in place a contract with the AHS to underwrite the
medical costs. We have been in dialogue with AHS for the past 5 years. They are aware of
the work we are currently doing in day hospice programming and grief support.   They know
we want to build a hospice. Currently, we are working very closely with AHS home care in
the Bow Valley and getting trained palliative care volunteers into the homes of patients with
terminal disease. A site for a hospice in Canmore is critical for an effective dialogue with
AHS to obtain long term funding. The site that is being proposed is a donation of a fully
serviced 2-acre plot and alleviates our need to raise an additional $ 2.5M.
PCSBV has looked at numerous other sites in the Canmore area for a hospice. In 2017 we
made inquiries to the Canmore Hospital to add a wing to the hospital, or build a separate
building for the hospice on their grounds. This was our first choice, but we were turned down
because as we learned, the Canmore Hospital doesn’t have the authority to make decisions
regarding capital structures. All capital building decisions require input and decision from
Alberta Infrastructure and Alberta Health.
We therefore looked at many other properties including the old hospital grounds up on
Hospital Hill. The Oblate Brothers who own this land were not interested in selling to us. We
also investigated retrofitting private homes. These homes were too costly to retrofit and there
were concerns about how the neighbours would react to having a hospice next door. We
explored purchasing several municipal lands. Some Municipal properties required multiple
levels of government approvals and some lands were held for affordable housing. We were
advised that we could build a two-story hospice on a smaller property but again the properties
we looked at weren’t suitable for a variety of reasons particularly limited parking and access.
There was a very large home that we had engineers assess for retrofitting. It was very
promising but the cost of buying the home plus the retrofitting was outside of our budget. The
resulting home would have fallen short of what we needed in terms of day hospice care and
respite care.
The team of volunteers and staff of the PCSBV are committed to this project. We have the
skill sets, the networks and a good portion of the money raised. Having the Town of Canmore
Council support this submission will help the process of obtaining an AHS contract. Having
the Town of Canmore Council behind this project will ensure all residents of the Bow Valley
have access to the full spectrum of palliative care services and that families going through the

end-of-life journey will be supported and cared for.
Respectfully Submitted
Julie Hamilton

Meeting a Community Need
The need for a comprehensive Hospice Palliative Care in the Bow Valley was identified by the PCSBV in
2014. PCSBV hosted local community focus groups which provided evidence supporting a gap in rural
hospice palliative care. PCSBV learned that patients felt isolated and alone, during the end-of-life care in
urban hospitals or hospices where their families had to travel great distances. Furthermore, individuals
with a life limiting diagnosis and their families are often forced into a navigator role they are unprepared
for, and in which they are largely unsupported. They soon discover that there are gaps and potential
overlaps in service delivery, which often result in frustration and anger, compounded by their fear of loss.
Stress is exacerbated, caused by the time and cost pressures that result from lack of guidance and timely
access. The Bowl Valley Hospice will address a gap in 24/7 provision of services and its need will only
increase as the population ages. Rural Palliative Hospice care is an expanding sector because of the
aging population and the desire for local population to spend their last days close to home.
In addition to the support of those at end of life and their families, developing a new Hospice facility will
also free up premium space in the Canmore and Banff hospitals for other urgent medical needs
providing additional capacity as our community grows.

An Extraordinary Opportunity
The PCSV has been offered two acres of donated land in south Canmore. The landowners have
indicated their willingness to subdivide off 2 acres of serviced land from their property of 23 acres, for the
construction of a hospice to serve the Bow Valley. The owners are in the process of requesting from the
Town of Canmore, the necessary changes to current land use bylaws and municipal boundary
development, to make this donation a reality. Having this land, will create the opportunity for the
development of a unique and complete spectrum of hospice palliative care services and programs to
families facing an end-of-life journey, closer to where Bow Valley residents call home.
Hospices are more conducive to supporting physical, mental, and spiritual needs during the final stages
of the end-of-life journey. A home-like venue where hospice palliative care can be given surrounded by
family and friends, is the most dignified and respectful way for a person to deal with a terminal illness.
Resources are better spent on less costly hospice beds than expensive acute care beds.
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An Exceptional Community Benefit
The Bow Valley Hospice will:
•

•

•
•

Be grounded in the principles that embody a
caring, compassionate, and connected
community and will provide space for
gathering and engagement for people
facing terminal illness with their family for
mutual palliative care day programming
and respite care.
Provide equitable access to all Bow Valley
residents requiring hospice care who would
otherwise need to leave the Bow Valley for
hospice care in Calgary or other urban
locations.
Provide patients with a room and meals at
no cost.
Create new permanent employment in the
palliative care health care sector with 21 full
time employees with median salary ranges

•

•

•
•

above the traditional rates paid by the
hospitality and retail sector.
Have employees who are well educated
professionals who will live in Canmore and
contribute significantly to the social fabric
and economic activity in the Bow Valley.
Provide, over the construction phase of 24-30
months, 50-60 full time jobs - contracted
positions with local contractors and subcontractors.
Provide an estimated economic impact in
the range of $4 million annually.
Be sensitive to diverse cultural practices in
end-of-life care1. The PCSBV has engaged in
dialogue and consultation with the Stoney
Nakoda First Nations Morley to ensure the
Bow Valley Hospice programs and delivery of
care, informed by the knowledge,

understanding, and respect of cultural beliefs and
traditions, directly inform and ensure cultural safety.

1The PCSBV has engaged in dialogue and

consultation with the Stoney Nakoda First Nations
Morley to ensure the Bow Valley Hospice programs
and delivery of care, informed by the knowledge,
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•

understanding, and respect of cultural
beliefs and traditions, directly inform and
ensure cultural safety.
Be contiguous to existing development and
is in proximity to the town center, the focal
point of the community. The location and

•

design of the Hospice will serve well to align
with the TOC climate change initiatives.
Balance private development with
environmental land stewardship.

Project Details
The PCSBV will construct a 15,000 square foot hospice located in south Canmore offering six residential
beds and an additional two respite beds, as well as space for day hospice programs and support. The
site in south Canmore is part of a large land trust, set in a pastoral green space, at the foot of Three Sisters
Mountain and is ideally suited for the Bow Valley Hospice. Over the next few years, we will also develop a
full spectrum of Palliative Care programming in the community, in patient homes as well as in the
Hospice.

Budget and Timeline
2022 to 2027
We are on track to raise $20 million over the next 3-5 years.
•
•

Capital Costs: Costs for the construction of the hospice are estimated to be $10 million (order of
magnitude), including transfer of title, construction, furniture, and medical equipment.
Operational Costs: Palliative care programs and services costs are estimated to be $10 million to
cover current PCSBV operation and once the building is completed, the first 3 years of operating
costs of the hospice.
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These costs do not include the cost of land or the cost of servicing that land both of which are being
donated to the PCSBV by the McCaffery Family. This will allow us to spend more on the Hospice facility
and the programs. The donation of serviced land reduces the burden of fundraising for the PCSBV and
provide a site in proximity to Town amenities that otherwise would not be available.
2027 and onwards
Our annual operation costs are estimated at $2.6 million. This is consistent with other facilities of the same
size and capacity. Like all Hospice facilities funding will be a combination of public and private sources.
The PCSBV will seek funding through:
•
•
•

•

An Alberta government contract from Alberta Health Services.
Federal government sources.
A robust fund development plan which will include foundation grants, private philanthropy, the
creation of an endowment, as well as hosting special events, developing a planned gift / wills
and estates program and annual fund campaigns. To date, we have raised 1/3 of our goal.
We will seek to create an endowment to support our operating and program costs.

For Further information please contact Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley
•

Julie Hamilton, Chair of the Board PCSBV
chair@pcsbv.ca

•

Rosemary Boulton, Director PCSBV
rcboulton@hotmail.com

•

Kristin Fry, Fund Development Officer, PCSBV
fd@pcsbv.ca
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Hanna
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore
May 17, 2022 5:04:25 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I am shocked and appalled at the decision recently released by the Lands
and Property Rights Tribunal pertaining to the Three Sisters Mountain
Village area structure plans. As the Bow Valley faces critical uncertainties
about its ability to sustain wildlife populations, I urge you to take the
administrative steps required to decline the proposed development in the
South Canmore Wildlife Habitat Patch.
My form letter follows, but I am speaking from the perspective of someone
who has watched the elk populations that once grazed and calved in the
adjacent areas to the Silvertip Golf Course now become displaced because
of the "Mountain Tranquility Place" development by Stone Creek Properties
- development that will see more land covered by houses that sit empty for
most of the year. The sight of one lone female elk standing in the middle of
a clear cut area that once provided high quality food and cover was heartbreaking. There are fewer and fewer habitat options for our resident wildlife
and this is not a legacy that I feel proud to pass on to the next generation.
Let's not diminish more high quality habitat with the 800 Canmore proposal,
please, when there may be better options to consider. Form letter follows.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken

our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Karen Hanna

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anthony Harckham
Shared.MunicipalClerk
re 800 Canmore
May 18, 2022 5:59:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
We hear of methods to achieve approval which go under the name of washing, Green washing for
climate abusers, Sport washing for unsavory regimes and here in the valley “Affordable housing
washing.” Now a new one has emerged “Hospice washing” to justify the exploitation of a rare asset
in Canmore, a habitat area. The area is desperately needed to maintain some sense of wild life
support as the relentless exploitation of land in Spring Creek continues. Our vaunted “Wild Smart”
claim is becoming an increasing embarrassment.
A hospice requires doctors of whom Canmore is desperately short, as is Alberta. It needs caring staff
who will not be highly paid and for such work there are probably very few candidates already living
here.
The proposal would create an inappropriate gated community, with nothing else to match it in the
community. We do not need another anomaly to try to absorb into a semblance of a community.
This is totally unsupportable.

Anthony Harckham

May 19, 2022
Re: Palliative Care Centre, Canmore
Dear Mayor To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and
McCallum
I support the application for the development of the land known as 800 – 3rd Ave including the
Palliative Care Centre.
From personal experience I know that palliative care of seniors in Canada is abysmal. We have
the opportunity to have a palliative care facility (which may include teaming with higher
learning institutions to do palliative research) which is a huge step forward for the Canmore
community.
I believe that moving the Urban Growth Boundary is warranted in this case. The developer of
800 – 3rd Ave will have to be kept to its promise of revitalizing the marshy ground which is
within the boundary of the development. Yes, coyotes and elk will no longer be welcome in the
area but we’re already forcing these mammals out of the area with other development
(examples, Origin at Spring Creek, erecting fences around locations such as Millennium Park
that is, baseball diamond and temporary fencing part of the year).
New houses being built in Canmore take up so much of the lots that you can hardly plant a tree
on land that’s left outside the building footprint. Most new houses are three storeys plus have
large living units above the garages. Neighbourhoods are being changed from less house, more
light for neighbours’ houses and more foliage, to higher density, less light, less green and more
urban type neighbourhoods.
Canmore is experiencing significant change. Let’s be consistent in the type of change. If the
town is permitting a large volume of development and neighbourhoods are being urbanized,
why not permit a development that will add huge value to the community?
Sincerely,
Gaye Harden
Canmore

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Leslie Haring
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Marc Moquin
Canmore 800 development
May 16, 2022 7:16:04 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Hello,
We would like to share our opposition to the proposed Canmore development, as it would result as a significant
detriment to the wildlife who require this space to survive.
Thank you,
Leslie Haring & Marc Moquin

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hayes"
Shared.MunicipalClerk
No to 800 Canmore
May 16, 2022 5:28:50 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
We can't believe you are entertaining a twice-rejected development
proposal. Nothing has changed; they're just taking another run at it hoping
you will bow to their pressures. Many of us voted for you all because you
had espoused responsible development where long-held boundaries would
be kept intact. For good reason. Yet here we go again.
We are not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community
benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by
the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
We also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of
the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
More weekend millionaires.
We are also concerned that accommodating such a development will
weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their
Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our
Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s
efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore
is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doesn't
even justify all this needless time and money. Doing so would be
incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and the
environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent

strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Brian Hayes & Jane Crawford
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna Hayes
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 3rd Ave lands
May 18, 2022 4:32:36 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
It breaks my heart to turn down the opportunity of a Hospice but I strongly believe it is just
not the right fit.
It is my understanding that the land is currently designated as conservation/local habitat
patch. Obviously it was designated this for a reason. I know it is small in the grand scheme of
things but it is maintaining the network that is so critical. The network of habitat patches and
wildlife corridors is already under immense stress right now so it just makes no sense to
change these important designations. We are so close to losing the wildlife we in the valley
love so dearly. Changing the growth boundary makes no sense either. We should be looking
at more density within our boundaries not expanding outside of them.
I believe the last thing we need is very large single family homes. We are in a housing crisis
that is very quickly leading to a staffing crisis. The proponents state that one of the benefits of
their proposal is that it "contributes modestly to the housing shortage". Honestly reading that
just made me angry.
I know you are under constant pressure to develop but not changing the current, very
important, designations should make this one a bit easier.
Thank you for taking the time to read my letter.
Donna Hayes
Canmore Resident

May 16, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Re: Letter of Support for Canmore Hospice and 800 3rd Ave Land Application
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of strong support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of
the proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small
footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the
limited number of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create an appropriate
environment for the wildlife that move through that area.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful catalyst for the
development of the Hospice. The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a
hospice, as it is quiet and has expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and
quality of life and am inspired by the opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
Equally important, palliative care day programs will be run out of the facility, allowing the
hospice to also provide respite care for those palliative patients at home, and their
caregivers.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but
under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016,
there is provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four
requirements for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the
Council utilizing its authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this
opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important
includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this generous gift of land, which, I believe,
eliminates a huge fundraising effort, and approve this application of the 800 3rd Ave
development to provide a much needed community facility.

Sincerely,

Val Goodrow

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Monika Helbig
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 8:00:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
We are not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
We also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
We are also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Monika Helbig and Steve Frangos
Sent from my iPhone

Presentation to Public Hearing on 800-3rd Street Application
By Hans Helder, May 24, 2022
•

•

•

•

Thanks for opportunity to address council. My decision to speak was not
taken lightly, but feel I have something to contribute to the discussion. No
one asked me to speak, nor do I know the McCaffrey’s personally. I do,
however, have some unique detailed knowledge of the land under
consideration, the land in proximity to it, previous applications for the
development on the property, and the development of Bow Valley Waste
Management facilities in the same general area.
The town’s public hearing process forces submissions into ‘for’, ‘against’ or
‘neutral’ positions so I have had to put myself into the ‘for’ column. I would
suggest that this is not a useful construct if the intent is simply to add up
the columns. The purpose of this hearing, in my view, is to help Council
make a decision. Hearing the same opinion, 10, 100 or 1000 times does not
do that. The real test ought to be: How does it contribute to a PUBLIC
GOOD? I will focus my comments on that.
Let me start with an example. In 2010 when I was elected to Council I ran in
part on a commitment to relocate the Waste Transfer Station and proposed
Materials Recycling Facility from the back yard of the residents of Grotto
Mountain Village. I saw that as a PUBLIC GOOD. I spent my term on Council
and two years as chair of the Bow Valley Waste Management Commission
making this happen. It was relocated to the current location in immediate
proximity to the land which is the subject of this hearing. The same
considerations of environmental disturbance were in play then as they are
now. The impact of those facilities are far greater than any impact the
proposed development may have. Yet the Council of the day agreed that
the PUBLIC GOOD of moving waste management from peoples’ back yards
far outweighed the potential environmental disturbance.
It will come as no surprise that I am supportive of a Palliative Care facility in
Canmore. I campaigned in the last election on the importance of moving
forward with a decision which would allow the building of a Palliative Care
facility. I learned that the last Council was not supportive of moving
forward with the current process for fear that it might set a precedent for
Council’s decision on the TSMVPL applications. While I might not have
agreed with that thinking at the time, I think we can safely say that is no
longer a consideration.

•

•

•

•

A Palliative Care facility in the Bow Valley is a PUBLIC GOOD. The question
then is approving a PUBLIC GOOD worth less than removing about a half a
percent of a designated habitat patch which is already disturbed by
multiple public and private enterprises in the immediate area? Is approving
a PUBLIC GOOD, worth less than preserving 90% of that 0.5% in a natural
and undisturbed state in perpetuity? I would suggest that the PUBLIC
GOOD far outweighs any environmental considerations.
That leaves the question of changing the Urban Growth Boundary to
incorporate this development. It is clear that the current owner of the land
is an accidental developer. They probably have difficulty seeing themselves
as a property developer. The proposal seems more about their interest in
accomplishing two PUBLIC GOODs at the same time as meeting their
personal, private interest in building a home. The first is to facilitate the
building of a Palliative Care facility which will be a hub for a broad range of
palliative care programs in the Bow Valley; and the second is to preserve
this parcel of land in as close to its natural state as possible.
Historically, a key consideration in changing the Urban Growth Boundary is
to avoid extensive and expensive infrastructure cost to service a new
development. With services already at the boundary of this property, this is
clearly not a consideration. Current legal rules give authority to Council to
amend the Urban Growth Boundary. It is not intended that it be set in
stone. Again, in my view, this is a case where the PUBLIC GOOD in
approving a change in the Urban Growth Boundary far outweighs doing
nothing.
I hope you will consider my submission to make a decision in favor of the
PUBLIC GOOD.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kyle Henderson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore proposal
May 16, 2022 11:37:57 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Canmore Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for hearing my voice on the 800 Canmore proposal.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. With the expansion of the
Urban growth boundary into a wildlife corridor being my main concern.
The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are
far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant
(MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Kyle Henderson

Attention: Mayor and Council
RE: Bylaw 2022–09 and 2022–10

May 19, 2022

Dear Mayor and Council,
Thank you for the opportunity to voice my opposition to these two bylaws. As a preface to my comments below I
would like to say I have read the 800Canmore proposal, attended the online Open House, read the EIS and the town’s
third party EIS review, attended first reading of the bylaws, spoken with independent biologists familiar with local
wildlife issues, spoken with individuals involved with the palliative care services currently offered by AHS and
individuals involved with setting up Hospices elsewhere in Alberta. I feel that I am making a well-informed judgement
on this issue.
I do not feel the strength of the proposal warrants moving our Growth Boundary and I have serious concerns with
changing our Conceptual Land Use map to allow development in a habitat patch.
This proposal fails to meet two of the four conditions as stated in section 2.1.5 of our MDP for moving our Growth
Boundary: I do not believe we have certainty that a “community benefit” will be achieved and I believe the
development would result in “unacceptable environmental impacts”. Similarly, it fails to meet the test for a revision
of our Conceptual Land Use Map. Section 4.1.4 of our MDP states “Changes in zoning for lands within Conservation
areas that would allow new or additional development of those lands shall be discouraged unless exceptional
community benefit can be demonstrated.”
1 - Uncertain community benefit:
In a perfect world, a Hospice would undeniably be a community benefit however, the uncertainties that burden
this particular Hospice, at this time, make any community benefit tenuous at best. These uncertainties include:
a. Accessibility to all: With no commitment from AHS, not even an M.O.U., despite almost a decade of
conversations, we have no certainty that the Hospice will be able to cover their operating costs (conservatively
estimated to be at least 3 million annually). And if they don’t then, despite their best intentions, they will have
to charge for service. A private or semi-private Hospice would certainly not pass the test of “an exceptional
community benefit.”
b. AHS Position: AHS does not currently feel a hospice is needed in Canmore. They feel they are currently
providing adequate end of life and respite care for the people of Canmore. That’s a pretty big shift that needs
to happen for them to come onboard with PCSBV and I don’t think it is prudent to assume this will happen. ,
c. Beds available to locals if AHS was on board: If AHS were to partner with PCSBV to cover all or part of the
operating costs, a proportion of the beds would have to then be available to all residents of the AHS Calgary
Health Zone (ie Calgary and Cochrane area), substantially decreasing the beds available to locals. Again, this
calls into question the strength of the perceived community benefit.
d. Staffing Challenges: We cannot currently find adequate staff (Doctors, nurses and support workers) for the
health care facilities and services currently offered in Canmore. How will this Hospice be able to find staff? Will
it pull staff from our current short-staffed facilities and worsen the staffing challenges they are currently
experiencing?
e. Lack of Staff Housing: There is no budget, nor any plan, to provide staff housing. Given the negative impact
housing costs have on retaining doctors, nurses and health care support workers in Canmore, how will they
ensure they can find, and keep staff for the facility?

2. Unacceptable Environmental Impacts
Just two weeks ago a paper published in the Journal of Movement Ecology received significant local, provincial
and national media attention for its findings on the challenges faced by wildlife trying to live and move through
this heavily developed valley – a direct result of the cumulative effects of habitat loss, human activity and
development. The town’s own MSES reviewer warns that no one development proposal should be considered
in isolation: “While it is not the job of any single proponent to address this issue [cumulative effects], the
continual chipping away of physical space, and ever-increasing levels of human activity in the corridors and
habitat patches is increasingly incompatible with the maintenance of suitable wildlife habitat and will serve to
further erode connectivity in the Bow Valley (Whittington et al., in press).” In fact they go on to state that “We
do not agree that the cumulative effects are negligible. We understand this is a small project, but in a region
where cumulative effects are already significant (Ford et al., 2020; Golder, 2020a, 2020b; Whittington et al., in
press), any further addition of development only contributes to the existing, significant, cumulative effects.”
The 800Canmore land may not be ideal habitat, but it is significant habitat nonetheless. We should be
maximizing what little habitat we have left, using all the tools we have to do so (like our MDP, and the
Conceptual Land Use map) and commit in the long term to finding solutions to the human use issues within
them, rather than just writing off patches that are less than perfect. Once they are developed they are gone
FOREVER and we place another straw on the backs of the wildlife. Have we learned nothing in reflecting upon
how this dire situation came to be?
Our MDP is pretty clear on the issue of protecting habitat patches. Section 4.2.11 states that “No new
development shall be allowed within a habitat patch or corridor, excepting: a. infrastructure and utilities may be
allowed to be located within or to cross a habitat patch or corridor in the least intrusive manner possible, and b.
non-intensive, trail-based recreational uses may be allowed.”
Furthermore in section 4.2.13 it states: “Development proposals within or adjacent to a wildlife corridor or
habitat patch shall have regard for the BCEAG Wildlife Corridor and Habitat Patch Guidelines for the Bow Valley
(2012) and most recent principles of wildlife conservation to ensure the values and function of the corridor or
habitat patch are not compromised.”

In summary I see no good reason why we should allow 6 large estate homes to be built in a habitat patch. I
understand it is private land but this proposal is just outrageous given the reality of the challenges already faced by
the wildlife in this valley today. And, the Hospice unfortunately has just too many uncertainties surrounding it, too
many questions left unanswered, to serve as the extraordinary community benefit that could justify changing our
MDP.
Saying no to this proposal is not saying no to a Hospice, it is saying no to a Hospice and 6 estate homes in a habitat
patch. The PCSBV will ultimately find a location in town for their Hospice, it’s just going to take a little bit longer than
they thought. Given the uncertainties discussed above, a little more time, might not be such a bad thing
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Tracey Henderson

May 9, 2022

To:

Mayor Krausert,
Councilors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

Respected Mayor and Councilors:
Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the
public hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low
density development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society
of the Bow Valley (PCSBV).
The proponent held virtual open houses which were very well presented. I have been most
impressed with the web site 800Canmore.com, which provides details of the Proposed Concept.
This superlative plan sets a high bar that should be emulated for any development in Canmore.
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation
of a hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice, with preservation of the
natural environment, a beautiful setting, and peaceful surroundings. I know that the PCSBV has
been diligent in their search for a suitable property, and this is the very best option. The
construction and operation of a hospice in Canmore will be a valuable addition to palliative care
in the Bow Valley. Without the hospice, the families of patients, who request hospice care,
would face difficult hours of driving to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an
end. The hospice would also provide respite care for those palliative patients at home, and their
caregivers. Outpatient programs would also be housed in the hospice.
The PCSBV has a vision for excellence in rural palliative care in Alberta. This opportunity to
build a hospice will be a lasting legacy for the people of the Bow Valley. A hospice will bring
many benefits to the town and surrounding area. Please support the application for 800 3rd
Avenue, Canmore, Alberta.
Sincerely:
Howard Hepburn

Opposed to 800-3rd Ave Land Application
To: Town of Canmore Council and Administration
From: Jacob Herrero,
, Canmore, Alberta
Re: 800-3rd Ave Land Application
Date: May 22, 2022

To Whom It May Concern:
While I support the creation of a fully publically accessible palliative care in the Bow Valley, and my wife is a
volunteer in this regard, I am opposed to the deeply flawed and problematic 800-3rd Ave Land Application.
My reasons included:
1. I don’t support moving the urban growth boundary to accommodate this project, especially
non-compliant mega homes.
2. Changing the urban growth boundary, the MDP, and LUB to facilitate this proposal would set a
dangerous precedent.
3. There are currently developable lands and options inside Canmore’s existing urban growth boundary.
4. The area is currently zoned “Conservation” / Habitat patch, and it should remain this way, given the
increasing cumulative impacts that wildlife face in the Canmore area.
5. Development in this area has been rejected multiple times in the past by past Councils.
6. It is not clear that the palliative care facility proposed at this location would be truly accessible to all in
perpetuity.
7. The proposed homes are approximately 2 to 3x larger (500 - 1,100 sq metres) than the 325 sq metres
that is currently allowed in the rest of Canmore. This is very wrong.
8. The accessory dwelling units will also be 33% larger than currently allowed, again requiring exemptions.
This is also very wrong, given that there is no guarantee that these will actually be rented (people who
can afford a $4 to 5 million dollar home normally don’t need rental income).
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important issue.
Kind regards, Jacob Herrero

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terry Hersher
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Project
May 17, 2022 2:14:52 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is
likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire
development of the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological
consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors are concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall
proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to
accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not
what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an
already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance
in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith Creek proposal rejected
for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care
Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our community is laudable,
but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit” that’s
required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent
with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership
you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Terry Hersher

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charlie Hiles
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 9:23:27 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Charlie Hiles

May 9, 2022
To Mayor Krausert, Councillors McCallum, Hilstead, Mah, Graham, Marra, and Foubert
I am writing this request to you, not from the perspective of a board member of the PCSBV, but
as a physician who has practiced family medicine in Canmore since 1983. I saw, and continue to
see, a great need for a hospice in the Bow Valley. I joined a “grass roots” committee in 2014
that began to investigate the build of a hospice in Canmore. As you know this small start-up
committee has blossomed into the charitable society called the Palliative Care Society of the
Bow Valley (PCSBV).
I can appreciate that many of you recognize the immense value of having a hospice house in
town that would provide inpatient end of life care to those who cannot die at home, outpatient
programs for individuals during their palliative care journey, and respite care for those who are at
home and their caregivers who need support..
However you may not recognize that this location at 800 3rd Avenue is very well suited, and
almost perfectly chosen for the construction of a hospice house. This area of town and the
location within the natural woodland landscape would provide peace, tranquility, and comfort to
those individuals and their families at a very difficult time in their long journey. Most hospices
are best suited to a “neighbourhood” location and not suited to an industrial or noisy setting for
obvious reasons.
Should this land proposal be refused, it will set back opportunities for the people in Canmore
needing this type of care, by a significant amount of time. You know that this parcel for our build
will be donated, and I am sure you can appreciate that value at a time when property prices are
skyrocketing in the Bow Valley. PCSBV did an exhaustive search for a parcel of land, or a
property that could be repurposed, and came up empty handed. This land donation is such a
generous gift. It will be a wonderful place to build a hospice house. It will allow Canmore and
the Bow Valley to be a model of excellence in rural palliative care in the province. This can be a
lasting and positive legacy for this council. You will not be disappointed with the huge benefits
that this brings to the Bow Valley.
Please support the application for 800 3rd Avenue and let us begin the dream of expanding
palliative care services in the Bow Valley.

Sincerely,
Dr. Catharine Hinds

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jocelyn Hirose
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Proposal
May 16, 2022 4:20:32 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Town Council,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not supportive of the 800 Canmore proposal as it is currently. The
community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore
Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of
habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning. We cannot afford to lose
any more wild habitat to development and I encourage the town to put limits
(similar to that of Banff) to development such as developing only in existing
disturbed areas.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal does not meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Cordially,

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan and Peter Hlasny and Jancewicz
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore
May 19, 2022 4:41:31 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the 800 Canmore development
proposal.
Considering the already existing environmental and wildlife pressure on the Bow
Valley in the Canmore area, especially with regards to the recent LPRT decision
concerning development in Three Sisters, we do not understand how the
developing of more wild land will benefit the city of Canmore. While a hospice
would be a welcome addition, there must be more appropriate locations on
which to build, and the lack of interest from the AHS in partnering with such a
development is concerning.
We do not support the 800 Canmore proposal.
Sincerely,
Susan Hlasny, Peter Jancewicz

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ken Hodges
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 21, 2022 8:53:20 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Ken Hodges
Get Outlook for Android

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Hooper
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore proposal
May 18, 2022 9:06:50 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is
likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire
development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological
consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall
proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to
accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not
what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an
already stressed wildlife coexistence needs. The town needs more affordable housing
and rentals, not huge, mostly empty, energy-draining homes that contribute little to
the town's coffers.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance
in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith Creek proposal rejected
for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The recent
decision to override a democratically elected council on the TSMV development
demonstrates all the more the risk of setting precedent by altering our Urban Growth
Boundary in random places. The boundary is where it is for a reason, and I do hope
you challenge the TSMV appeal result. The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit” that’s
required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent
with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership
you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
With kind regards,
Jane
Jane Hooper
Founder & CEO
FairShare Vacation Rental Property Management
Ph: 1.403.688.4303
Ph: 1800 605 0075

www.fspropertymanagement.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea Hopps
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Project 800
May 20, 2022 10:26:20 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Canmore is desperately short of land and is struggling to meet important public
needs such as a hospice, affordable housing, a women’s shelter, daycare space and a
homeless shelter to name only a few.
If changes to the Urban Growth Boundary are being contemplated, the benefits
should overwhelmingly favour the public good. In my opinion, this proposal does
not go far enough to provide land for important community needs, only 10% of the
land is allocated to community needs. I suggest council press pause on this
proposal, and work towards a plan that more closely aligns with the ‘community
benefit’ test set out in the MDP.
Andrea Hopps

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eva Hornyansky
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 7:13:39 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Eva and Mark Hornyansky
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rene
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 2:56:48 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Rene Houde .

Sonja Howatt
Canmore, AB
May 19, 2022
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors:
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the
proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community
of Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the
development of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small
footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the
limited number of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for
the wildlife that move through that area.
Without the hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care will face difficult hours
of driving to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will
also provide respite care for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary,
but under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan
2016, there is provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the
four requirements for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support
the Council utilizing its authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this
opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important
includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and
approve the 800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,

Sonja Howatt

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Dallas Howe
Shared.MunicipalClerk
lori@larkspurgroup.ca
Canmore Development
May 20, 2022 11:36:44 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Members of Canmore Council

We are writing in support of the project Jan and Bernie McCaffery are proposing for the
Canmore area.
We own residences in Canmore and have resided here and been tax payers for 25 years.   We
selected and remain in Canmore because of the small town sense of communicate and nonurban life style. As we understand the McCaffery proposal it would not increase the
population base significantly, leave land for public use and provide the potential for an
important healthcare service that would fit with needs and capabilities of Canmore to provide.
Should you wish to contact us… my cell number is

Yours truly,
Dallas and Sandy Howe.

.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne Christina Hrychuk
Shared.MunicipalClerk
letter against 800 Canmore
May 16, 2022 1:47:18 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Anne Hrychuk

May 19, 2022

Municipal Clerk
The Town of Canmore
902 - 7 Avenue
Canmore, AB T1W 3K1
Canada

Re: 800 3rd Avenue, Canmore – Application

Palliative Care
We support the Concept as it proposes to make a different use of a large, private land holding to benefit
the community by way of a philanthropic land gift for a new Palliative Care Hospice and a very modest
residential development.
We know that as Canmore grows there will be increasing need for end‐of‐life care in the community. We
believe that this land is the perfect location and is ideally suited for the Bow Valley Hospice. The
proposed Hospice Concept will address a gap in 24/7 provision of services.
This donation to the Palliative Care Society will also reduce the burden of fundraising and will provide a
site in proximity to the Town amenities that would otherwise not be available.
We understand that there will be an increase in traffic, but it is not anticipated to be material or
significant. We support the development because of the positive benefits it will bring to the care of
those at end-of-life.
The Hospice will provide an exceptional benefit to the community. The Hospice will create permanent,
new health related employment opportunities with salary ranges above the traditional rates paid by the
hospitality and retail sectors. These employees will contribute significantly to the social fabric and
economic activity in the Bow Valley. The estimated economic impact is in the range of $4 million
annually.
In the short term, over the construction phase of 24‐30 months, there will be 50‐60 full time jobs which
will be contracted positions with local contractors and sub‐contractors.
Donation of land for the Palliative Care Hospice solves a public need in the community. It will mean that
the Town can dedicate more of its reserve lands to other public good initiatives like the affordable
housing. Employees of the Palliative Care Hospice will have good incomes and be able to afford more in
the community. It is not the responsibility of the PCSBV to provide housing for its employees. This is a
larger issue within the Town of Canmore.
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Proposed Concept
We understand that the landowners will build their own home and provide an additional five homes
sites. These home sites will support the larger infrastructure costs for servicing the entire site including
the Hospice and any costs associated with planned environmental offsetting.
This application is less intrusive, more focused on a true balance between environmental stewardship
and the built form and has the potential to act as a transition zone from the highly dense Spring Creek
Mountain Village to the natural areas beyond the Town of Canmore facilities.
We understand the sensitive and thoughtful selection of building locations and the reduced amount of
development were guided and shaped by the outcomes, findings, and recommendation of the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
We applaud the landowners in their decision to choose less density in an area that could support
significantly more development like the Spring Creek development to the north of its boundaries. It
brings clarity and certainty of land use to this large, undeveloped tract of private land after over 30 years
of large development aspirations.
The Concept from our view, truly demonstrates the meaning of sustainability and the trades offs
required through both stewardship of the environment and the construction of homes that will meet or
exceed the Town’s stated Climate Action goals.
The land will not be raised to the 1:100 year level as is the case with Spring Creek Mountain Village. Only
a small portion of the land will be raised to this level – primarily driveways and home sites. The
remainder of the land, 89%, will remain in a natural state.
We understand that the Concept proposes a modest residential development, keeping a significant
portion of the land in a natural state, and offering Environmental Reserve Easements on the most
sensitive portions of the land.
Environment
It is clear to us that the proposed Concept represents the coordinated efforts and work of Registered
Professional Biologists, Engineers, Planners and Architects. The Concept maintains eighty‐nine (89)
percent of the total land in a natural state with eleven 11% being roads and structures. We understand
that the landowners also propose to preserve the most sensitive portions of the land as an
Environmental Reserve Easement.
The authors of the EIS report and the “third party” who reviewed the report, concluded through the EIS
that the proposed Concept will have a small impact on a very small, concentrated portion of the site at
the northern periphery of the parcel. In fact, the EIS concluded that the project is anticipated to result in
a net positive benefit once offsetting is complete.
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The EIS has proposed mitigation measures to avoid, reduce, restore, and offset for all potential effects.
The proposed Concept will protect environmentally sensitive habitat such as the shrubby swampy area,
and areas adjacent to the streams through the dedication of Environmental Reserves Easement. The
landowners have committed to follow the EIS to restore existing conditions. The project is anticipated to
result in a net positive benefit once offsetting is complete.
We believe that the proposed Concept has created a balance between wildfire risk, maintenance of
aesthetic quality, and preservation of wildlife habitat value.
All the built forms have been strategically oriented on the northern edges of the property to ensure that
the undeveloped portion of the property will serve as an appropriate natural, open space transition
from Canmore’s emerging south urban edge to the Provincial parklands and the Bow River Valley.
Land Use - Urban Growth Boundary
The Future Development District (FD) land use was in place when the landowners purchased the land.
The site is designated as FD under the current Bylaw. This did not change when the MDP designated this
land as a Local Habitat Patch in 2016. While not unusual, applications are the opportunity to align
planning documents. In fact, the property is currently taxed as Residential for property tax purpose.
Private ownership of land is rare within habitat patches. Most of the identified regional and local habitat
patches are Crown land administered by the province. In this case, the MDP and the Land Use Bylaw are
not aligned. This application will align the two documents by proposing a modest residential
development, keeping a significant portion of the land in a natural state, and offering Environmental
Easements on the most sensitive portions of the land.
Changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this development
including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. The Proposed Concept meets the four
requirements for an adjustment to the Growth Boundary in the following ways:
•

•
•
•
•

Provides for a donation of serviced land to build a much needed palliative care hospice in the
Bow Valley filling a significant gap in the community for end‐of‐life care. We believe that the
provision of the Hospice is an exceptional community benefit.
Achieves a very high positive score on the Town’s own Sustainability Screening Report or SSR – a
score of +240 has been achieved - most developments fall within the 0.1 to 5.0 range.
Connects to municipal infrastructure in a responsible way at the owner’s cost.
Ensures a low to negligible affect on the environment and in fact, results in a net positive benefit
after offsetting.
Maintains 89 percent of the land in its natural state.

Some in our community believe that extending the Growth Boundary will set a precedent for other
developments. We know that members of Council must look at each application individually on its own
merit and cannot decide on one property based on past decisions or anticipation of other future
potential applications. Ultimately, the application supports property rights while minimizing the impact
on the environment. It is an important compromise.
3

The proposed Concept truly demonstrates the meaning of sustainability and the trades offs required
through both stewardship of the environment and the construction of homes that will meet or exceed
the Town’s stated Climate Action goals of 30% reduction in greenhouse gasses using the 2015 NECB
reference building.
For all of the reasons set out above, we support the Application.
Respectfully submitted,

Brian & Debbie Hunt
Canmore, Alberta
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gerry Hurley
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 10:19:33 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Gerry & Rae Hurley

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matt Hutchinson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 6:37:19 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Matt Hutchinson - Resident of Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christine Hyink
Shared.MunicipalClerk
The hospice
May 14, 2022 5:17:06 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Council members
We are some of the older people in Canmore.
We are very much in favor of the proposed site for the envisioned hospice.
A sister in-law died in a hospice situation in Europe recently. The experience was so much
more humane and loving for our sister in-law and her family.
Since land is so very difficult to come by and so very expensive in Canmore, can you please
find it in your hearty to approve the proposed plan for the donated land so the hospice can
become a reality?
Sincerely,
Matt and Christine Hyink
Canmore

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Missy Irwin
Shared.MunicipalClerk; lori@larkspurgroup.ca
Mike Irwin
800 3rd Avenue Lands
May 18, 2022 11:17:16 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors-

Thank you for taking the time to review this proposal.
We are in full support of the Concept for the use of the land at 800 3rd Avenue.
It proposes to make a different use of a large, private land holding to benefit the
community by way of a philanthropic land gift for a new Palliative Care Hospice
and a very modest residential development.
We know that as Canmore grows there will be increasing need for end‐of‐life care
in the community. We believe that this land is the perfect location and is ideally
suited for the Bow Valley Hospice. The proposed Hospice Concept will address a
gap in 24/7 provision of services, which are so essential, especially as a large
percentage of our community ages.
This donation to the Palliative Care Society will also reduce the burden of
fundraising and will provide a site in proximity to the Town amenities that would
otherwise not be available.
We understand that there will be an increase in traffic, but it is not anticipated to be
material or significant. We support the development because of the positive benefits
it will bring to the care of those at end-of-life.
The Hospice will provide an exceptional benefit to the community. The Hospice
will create permanent, new health related employment opportunities with salary
ranges above the traditional rates paid by the hospitality and retail sectors. These
employees will contribute significantly to the social fabric and economic activity in
the Bow Valley. The estimated economic impact is in the range of $4 million
annually.
In the short term, over the construction phase of 24‐30 months, there will be 50‐60
full time jobs which will be contracted positions with local contractors and
sub‐contractors.
Donation of land for the Palliative Care Hospice solves a public need in the
community. It will mean that the Town can dedicate more of its reserve lands to
other public good initiatives like the affordable housing. Employees of the Palliative

Care Hospice will have good incomes and be able to afford more in the
community. It is not the responsibility of the PCSBV to provide housing for its
employees. This is a larger issue within the Town of Canmore.
We understand that the landowners will build their own home and provide an
additional five homes sites.
These home sites will support the larger infrastructure costs for servicing the entire
site including the Hospice and any costs associated with planned environmental
offsetting.
This application is less intrusive, more focused on a true balance between
environmental stewardship and the built form and has the potential to act as a
transition zone from the highly dense Spring Creek Mountain Village to the natural
areas beyond the Town of Canmore facilities.
We understand the sensitive and thoughtful selection of building locations and the
reduced amount of development were guided and shaped by the outcomes, findings,
and recommendation of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
We applaud the landowners in their decision to choose less density in an area that
could support significantly more development like the Spring Creek development to
the north of its boundaries. It brings clarity and certainty of land use to this large,
undeveloped tract of private land after over 30 years of large development
aspirations.
The Concept from our view, truly demonstrates the meaning of sustainability and
the trades offs required through both stewardship of the environment and the
construction of homes that will meet or exceed the Town’s stated Climate Action
goals.
The land will not be raised to the 1:100 year level as is the case with Spring Creek
Mountain Village. Only a small portion of the land will be raised to this level –
primarily driveways and home sites. The remainder of the land, 89%, will remain
in a natural state.
We understand that the Concept proposes a modest residential development,
keeping a significant portion of the land in a natural state, and offering
Environmental Reserve Easements on the most sensitive portions of the land.
It is clear to us that the proposed Concept represents the coordinated efforts and
work of Registered Professional Biologists, Engineers, Planners and Architects. The
Concept maintains eighty‐nine (89) percent of the total land in a natural state with
eleven 11% being roads and structures. We understand that the landowners also

propose to preserve the most sensitive portions of the land as an Environmental
Reserve Easement.
The authors of the EIS report and the “third party” who reviewed the report,
concluded through the EIS that the proposed Concept will have a small impact on a
very small, concentrated portion of the site at the northern periphery of the
parcel. In fact, the EIS concluded that the project is anticipated to result in a net
positive benefit once offsetting is complete.
The EIS has proposed mitigation measures to avoid, reduce, restore, and offset for
all potential effects. The proposed Concept will protect environmentally sensitive
habitat such as the shrubby swampy area, and areas adjacent to the
streamsthrough the dedication of Environmental Reserves Easement. The
landowners have committed to follow the EIS to restore existing conditions. The
project is anticipated to result in a net positive benefit once offsetting is complete.
We believe that the proposed Concept has created a balance between wildfire risk,
maintenance of aesthetic quality, and preservation of wildlife habitat value.
All the built forms have been strategically oriented on the northern edges of the
property to ensure that the undeveloped portion of the property will serve as an
appropriate natural, open space transition from Canmore’s emerging south urban
edge to the Provincial parklands and the Bow River Valley.
The Future Development District (FD) land use was in place when the landowners
purchased the land. The site is designated as FD under the current Bylaw. This did
not change when the MDP designated this land as a Local Habitat Patch in
2016. While not unusual, applications are the opportunity to align planning
documents. In fact, the property is currently taxed as Residential for property tax
purpose.
Changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to
accommodate this development including an expansion of the Urban Growth
Boundary. The Proposed Concept meets the four requirements for an adjustment to
the Growth Boundary in the following ways:
• Provides for a donation of serviced land to build a much needed palliative care
hospice in the Bow Valley filling a significant gap in the community for
end‐of‐life care. We believe that the provision of the Hospice is an exceptional
community benefit.
• Achieves a very high positive score on the Town’s own Sustainability
Screening Report or SSR – a score of +240 has been achieved - most
developments fall within the 0.1 to 5.0 range.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ian Jackson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 8:27:13 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
[Insert your name here]

May 15, 2022
Dear Mayor and Council,
The Town of Canmore is considering the 800 Canmore development proposal - apparently the
third time that a development has been proposed for this land. Only this time, the proposal also
includes a site for a hospice. There is no doubt that Canmore is in need of this facility, and we can
only commend the Board and staff of the Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley (PCSBV) for
all their efforts to find a home. Regrettably, 800 Canmore is the wrong partnership for the PCSBV,
as the development proposal is ill-conceived and misguided for the following reasons:
1. Change in the Urban Growth Boundary. The Boundary will need to be extended to
accommodate this development – an option that was rejected in the recent Three Sisters
Mountain Village proposal.
2. The land in question is situated in the South Canmore Local Habitat Patch. This is a
region where cumulative effects on the natural environment are already significant.
3. Change in the Municipal Development Plan (MDP). The MDP states that “no new
development shall be allowed within a habitat patch or corridor” (Town of Canmore,
2016, 4.2.11, pg. 23).
4. The site’s ground level, or portions of it, will have to be raised by approximately two
metres to achieve the 1:100 elevation required to address the hundred-year flood
threshold. This will destroy the natural ground cover.
Of paramount importance for Canmore is the protection of the more-than-human world, and the
remaining green space that this requires. The recent Three Sisters Mountain Village public
hearings were a wake-up call for all of Canmore’s residents, and we must now once again call on
each of you to reject this proposal and protect the land that is Canmore’s gift. Development
continues to eclipse stewardship in Canmore, and this is a rare opportunity to conserve what is
irreplaceable – undeveloped land.
At the same time, we urge all Canmore residents to assist the PCSBV, however that may be, in
realizing this vital civic project. All of us will be the beneficiary of their exemplary work.
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Robert and Priscilla Janes

Canmore, Alberta
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Gregory W. Jaycock
Shared.MunicipalClerk
"lori@larkspurgroup.ca"
Support of development application re 800-3rd Avenue
May 19, 2022 10:18:45 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
May 19, 2022
Mayor Krausert
Councillor McCallum
Councillor Hilstead
Councillor Mah
Councillor Graham
Councillor Marra
Councillor Foubert
Via email – municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
Dear Mayor and Council,
A neighbour of mine mentioned this development to me and I took the opportunity to take a look at
same. I was particularly interested as I was a long time south Canmore (3rd Street) resident ( we
moved over to Pinewood Crescent a couple of years ago) and I have spent many hours walking by
and through the property.
Having carefully reviewed this matter, I wish to advise that I am strongly in support the application
for 800 – 3rd Avenue and I encourage your favourable consideration of same.   My primary reasons
for supporting this development may be summarized as follows:
The development proposes a very modest residential development;
The development provides, by way of a philanthropic land gift of 2 acres, for a new Palliative
Care Hospice and, as we all know, there will be increasing need for end‐of‐life care facilities in
Canmore;
The environmental impact study relating to this development demonstrates that the
proposed development is both environmentally sensitive and sensible. The proposed
development demonstrates an appropriate balance between private development and
environmental impact; and,
The proposed development would, as a result of the foregoing, ensure that this large
undeveloped parcel of private land is appropriately developed and will provide long term
community benefit.
Respectfully submitted,
Greg Jaycock
Canmore AB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

M+M Johns
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Proposal - Not supportive
May 20, 2022 10:08:22 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed
bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community
benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant
(MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of
the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing
crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence
needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will
weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their
Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our
Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s
efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800
Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary.
Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant
to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council
during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,

Mark Johns
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charlotte Johnson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 10:24:21 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Charlotte
Sent from my iPhone

May 18, 2022
To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
This is a letter of support for the 800 – 3rd Ave land application.
The application has shown that there is limited environmental impact to both the land and the wildlife.
It has a small footprint, and it will limit any future development of this parcel of land.
The donation of land to the Palliative Care Society for the building of a hospice will provide Canmore
with exceptional benefits to the community. It will allow families to stay close to home, during one’s
end-of-life journey, which is a huge benefit. Also, the location close to the Canmore’s downtown area, is
important from a transportation perspective.
I understand there will need to be changes to the urban growth boundary and the land will need to be
subdivided, but the generosity of the land donation and the related benefit to the palliative care society
and their dream to build a hospice for everyone’s use, far outweigh these regulatory changes.
I support the application and request your support as well.
Sincerely,
Kim Johnson
Canmore resident

May 15, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah,
Marra, and McCallum
Subject: Letter of Support for Palliative Care Hospice and 8003rd Ave
Land Application
Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application
(800 3rd Avenue) at the public hearing on May 24, 2022. The application
is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density development, which
includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of
the Bow Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate
the building and operation of a hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is
ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural environment,
a beautiful setting, peaceful surroundings and accessible location.
Without a hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care face
difficult hours of driving to be near their loved ones as the life journey
comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite care for those
palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day
programs will be run out of the facility. Both my first husband who spent
the last month of his life in hospital and my Mom who spent the last
month of her life in a horrible hospital environment would have
benefited from such a facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to
be made to accommodate this development including an expansion of
the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the proposal
provides exceptional community benefits.

I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the
people of Canmore and the other residents of the Bow Valley, including
our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition to
the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. Low impact on the environment;
2. Curtails future growth on this land;
3. Creates new jobs;
4. Thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care
Society a fully serviced lot that connects into the existing town utilities;
5. There will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a
leader in the delivery of palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging
population.
As a society, end of life caregiving is abysmal in my opinion and I was
elated to hear that here in Canmore, we have an extraordinary
opportunity to do much better. Please support this wonderful
opportunity, I beg you!
I urge the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed
community facility.
Sincerely,
Mandy Johnson
Canmore

PALLIATIVE CARE HOSPICE LAND
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
I have always been a strong supporter of smart decisions about our
land including what is right for Wildlife, Environment and Climate.
I also am a strong supporter for a Hospice in the Bow Valley because it
is acutely needed as an essential service.
This conundrum has been stated well by Bow Valley Engage. I am sure
you are experiencing the same struggle.
I wish the land owner of 800 would:
1) donate one acre of the land to the Hospice
2) surrender the rest of his land to the Town. Maybe a swap of land
for him could be arranged. The Town has done this
before.
3) The Town would answer the question…Why was the land sold to
anyone?
4) The Town agrees to an acre of this piece of land be donated
to the structure of a Hospice Building
Given the accumulated past mistakes of Developers, Real Estate
Agents then past Councils and Administration, in allowing building of
homes on sensitive land, I would ask that this proposal for a Hospice
structure be approved but deny the land owner the crazy extensive
building he wishes for private homes.
Respectfully
Cathy Jones

Dr. Lanice Jones

cell:

Canmore AB

May 17 2024
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
As I understand it, in a democracy our elected officials are obliged to listen carefully
to both sides of an argument and represent to the best of their abilities, the wishes
of their constituents, taking into consideration the impact on the environment
locally and the long-term consequences of development, including global warming
which does affect all of us living in flood and forest fire areas.
The proposed moving of the Urban Growth Boundary is to accommodate six large
estate homes. This is as I scrimp and save to pay my upcoming solar panels to
support the offloading of green-house gas effects. This is as I bike for transport at
67 years of age, as I await an e-Vehicle, being without a vehicle now for three
months, and it will take another 6 months to get an e-vehicle. This is as I live in a
thousand square feet, accommodating six adults when needed. I do not support six
large estate homes. I do not support destroying forever a wildlife habitat.
Yes I support a hospice. I have had a family member end her life comfortably in a
hospice and I have provided end of life care for countless elders in many
communities in Canada. The comfort of professional staff in a hospice is a blessing
to a patient and to their families.
Please let me know what I can do to support a hospice development that does not
depend on six large gluttonous estate homes, a shame to whomever feels they need
to live in such a monstrosity.
As May heats up, as we face once again a summer of forest fires, of falling ash, of the
health concerns of those with respiratory illnesses and elders suffering from heat
and smoke, I urge you to vote against destroying further wildlife habitat, which
helps absorb mountain run-off against flooding, helps offset greenhouse gas and
global warming and provides all of us with the joy and benefit of living comfortably
with our animal neighbours. Moving the Urban Growth Boundry for the sake of a
few sacrifices the wishes and well-being of the many, do not let the seduction of
someone’s personal wealth sway you against the wisdom of democracy.

Vote against moving the Urban Growth Boundry, this does not provide a community
benefit and does not speak to the community spirit of living in harmony with our
natural world, that humbler Canmore citizens long to continue to do.
Sincerely,

Lanice Jones BSc, MD, CCFP, DTMH, FCFP
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meg J
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore proposal
May 18, 2022 8:32:38 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Megan Jubb
Sent from Mail for Windows

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Em Kay
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 6:28:55 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal.
This only weakens the affordable housing issue which is near to my heart.
My friends are moving away from Canmore to affordable communities to
start their families. This trend only erodes the community fabric and all the
sincerity in this town’s beauty, live-ability and future for families. This deeply
concerns me. Why not build homes for the community rather than estate
homes?
Also, most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to
accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch.
This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis and an already
stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,

Michelle Kan

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Keast
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Proposal
May 16, 2022 6:54:46 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. For many reasons this is
the wrong location for any development; wetlands that most of our wildlife
depend on. We have been denying access to many areas within our denser
populated neighbourhoods, resting and food source areas elk and other
animals have used for many decades. We have been encouraging them into
Habitat like this wetland. And now we want to consider allowing an
outrageous amount of landfill to be placed on wetlands for a few wealthy
non residents? To kill the wetland? To destroy a healthy filter system for the
water, trees and the air we breathe? To allow a development that is
requiring the extension of Town Urban Growth Boundary - similar to the
request denied TSMV? We need to be advocates for our employees within
town businesses we desperately want to serve us, the wildlife and habitatas it is apparent developers are not. Once again a developer has shown to
only desire quick monetary rewards and no consideration for the locals,
those desperately seeking attainable housing, the environment and the
wildlife. There will be nothing left but a city without the attributes that
attracted so many.
The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are
far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant
(MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
The hospice appears to be the ‘proffered bone’ masking the real desire the
developer has for these lands. Lands that have already been rejected

twice. The pressure on the lands and it’s resulting value for it’s inhabitants
has not lessened in recent years, but has increased.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)?
I very much support the need for a hospice in Canmore/BowValley. The
Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our
community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in
the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Jane Keast
Canmore AB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nel Keith
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Proposal
May 16, 2022 5:59:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I believe that the 800 Canmore Proposal does not align with the environmental, social
and economic objectives of the Town of Canmore. Therefore, I am not in support of
the 800 Canmore proposal.
The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat
Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of
this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife
corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall
proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to
accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not
what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an
already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance
in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith Creek proposal rejected
for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care
Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable,
but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit” that’s
required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent
with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership
you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Nel Keith

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cindy Kelly
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Proposed Development and Palliative Care Centre in a Designated Habitat Patch
May 22, 2022 10:03:15 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed
bylaws. Canmore Council was strongly in favour of affordable
housing as part of its election promises. This
development proposal does not meet that criteria. It favours
oversized mansion building in a critical habitat patch, with the
carrot of a private hospice building that no local will be able to
afford to stay in. Stick to your principles, please, Mayor and
Council. Thank you for listening and following through.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community
benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological
consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed
development on our stressed network of habitat patches and
wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part
(10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving
our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a
community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency,
and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will
weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV.
Wasn’t their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same
reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care
Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our
community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong
partner in the wrong location.

The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of
“community benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban
Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental
leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent
strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Cindy Kelly

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna & Marsh Kennedy
Shared.MunicipalClerk
letter of support of 800 3rd Ave Canmore
May 19, 2022 10:37:17 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

A few days ago the Bow Valley Exchange sent out emails to all its members including us. We
joined up for the Three sisters development hearings.
Their email was encouraging everyone to write letters AGAINST the proposed project. In
some ways, we didn't think the BVE email was fair or totally correct so we sent a response to
BVE and its members.

This is our letter which we would like to share with you, the council members and mayor of
Canmore.

To the Bow Valley Engage and its membership:
There may be many of you members who will maybe side with BVE on this issue. Fair
enough however, I would encourage you to read our response before you decide.
Bow Valley Engaged organization strongly urges you to express your support to town council
AGAINST THE PROPOSED LOCATION OF THE PALLIATIVE CARE HOSPICE.
BEFORE YOU DO THIS, I would urge you to
watchhttps://www.800canmore.com/vision-emerging-concept
This presentation explains the plan and the concept. You may obtain a slightly different and
perhaps better understanding of the project and the location.
I feel that Bow Valley Engage have not really presented a fair and honest description of
the proposed 800 3rd Ave Canmore project.
Here are a few of my concerns with the email I received.
1.       Yes the development of this parcel of land was turned down in 2009 and 2012
before the present owners purchased the land. It is my understanding that those 2009
and 2012 development plans included HIGH DENSITY UNITS COVERING A
LARGE PERCENTAGE OF THE PROPERTY.   The present plan is going to be
developing only 11% of the parcel of land and the remaining 89% will remain in its
natural state.
THAT IS A BIG DIFFERENCE. No wonder the previous plans were turned down.
I understand this land is designated for future development so a plan which will retain
89% of its natural state sounds great.

2.       Yes, it is true that the project would have to push the Urban Growth Boundary.
However, it would be only approximately 300 meters which was not mentioned by you
and not a huge amount. The town rules allow the expansion with one of its
requirements being it has to provide exceptional community benefits. Beside the
palliative rooms, the hospice will also provide respite care for those palliative patients
at home, and their caregivers. Also, Palliative care day programs will be run out of the
facility. Consequently, we see the hospice providing exceptional community benefits.
You say that you support a hospice being built, just not on this location.   The next
couple of points sound more like you are opposed to the actual building of a Hospice.
3.       You make the comment that AHS is not on board with the Hospice. Well NOT
yet.   AHS and the Alberta Government are aware and supportive of the hospice. It
needs a firm location before a contract can be finalized. It’s the Chicken and Egg thing
– how does it get a contract when it doesn’t have an actual location? Apparently, other
standalone hospices like the Foothills Hospice in Okotoks, and the Roozen Family
hospice were built (and operational) before the AHS contract was in place.

4.       Your point about will any of us be able to afford the “Cost of Admission”.   This
is totally misleading and completely wrong. The hospice will have EQUITABLE,
OPEN access to all who are in need of it.   There WILL BE NO COST TO USE THE
FACILITY.
5.       Re Affordable Housing:
We definitely agree that there is a HUGE need for affordable housing in our town.
Because of that we have questioned the development across from McDonalds, the
ongoing Spring Creek developments, the development on 4th Street on School Board
land. None of these adequately address the need for affordable housing and in some
cases NOT AT ALL.   Plus they destroy far more of the natural settings. We do not
think that this argument applies to this proposal. In fact, it is a good thing that this
parcel of land is not proposing major development as, as you mentioned, it is habitat
for wildlife.
6.       You talk about the wildlife habitat and we can agree with you to a certain extent.
However, if you are open to listening to the 800 Canmore.com presentation you will
learn that the present owners have had an environmental assessment done.    Yes, the
elk use this proposed parcel of land just as they do many and various areas throughout
Canmore, including the land on 4th where the school board development is located.
The Palliative Care Society has spent years of work and research. They have looked at 30
other sites in the Bow Valley but feel they were not workable. The offer of a fully served
parcel of land on which to build the hospice is such a financial gift to our community. This
land is a perfect location for a hospice with nature filled, peaceful surroundings.
Although you did not mention it in your email we would like to add:
We understand that there are some folk who say we already have 3 Palliative Care beds in the
Bow Valley, however, these are ACUTE CARE beds in a hospital setting. The cost for such a
room in a hospital, I am pretty sure, would far exceed the cost for “end of life” care in a

hospice. More importantly, the warm, homelike hospice setting for family members to say
goodbye to their loved ones is much more desirable compared to a hospital room.
This proposal will have a low impact on the environment and will curtail future growth on this
land.
We thus are supportive of the 800 3rd Ave Canmore project,
Sincerely
Donna and Marsh Kennedy
Canmore

May 19, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Subject: Letter of Support for Palliative Care Hospice and 8003rd Ave Land Application

Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surrounding and accessible location.
Without a hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care face difficult hours of driving to
be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite care
for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run out
of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I urge the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly,
Ann Kerwin

May 20, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

I live in Canmore and am an active and engaged member of the community.
Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surroundings and accessible location.
Without the hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care will face difficult hours of driving
to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite
care for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run
out of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly,
Edward Kerwin

May 17, 2022
Mayor Krausert
and
Town Council
Dear Mayor and Council
I strongly support the application for 800 – 3rd Avenue. An approval will bring certainty of land use to
this undeveloped tract of private land, which is long overdue.
This application will provides some exceptional community benefits to the Town of Canmore. There is a
need for a hospice care facility in the Bow Valley Corridor, and this application will allow the owners to
make a generous donation of a building site to the Palliative Care Society that is ideally suited for the
proposed Bow Valley Hospice.
The landowners propose to preserve the most sensitive portions of the land with an Environmental
Reserve Easement and the proposed concept will have a minor impact on wildlife or the environment.
I support this sensitive development proposed for 800 – 3rd Avenue in Canmore.
Sincerely,

Susan Keyes
Canmore AB

62358899.3

May 19, 2022

Re: Bylaws 2022-09 and 2022-10 800 3rd Ave

Attention: Mayor Krausert and Canmore Town Councillors
We are opposed to bylaws 2022-09 and 2022-10 which passed first reading at the regular Council
meeting on May 3, 2022.
Bylaw 2022-09 Expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary
• Canmore has shown leadership in declaring a state of climate emergency
• Given that environmental sustainability and preserving wildlife habitat are foundational values of
the Town, Canmore should extend its leadership by formally acknowledging the world’s biodiversity
crisis
• Given the biodiversity crisis and the cumulative human effects on wildlife populations that live in
and transit through the Bow Valley, Canmore should:
o Be like Banff, and never again expand Canmore’s urban growth boundary, recognizing we
will have to be tremendously creative and collaborative to address housing affordability
within our fixed urban growth boundary;
o Ramp up education for residents and visitors re: 1) human/wildlife coexistence, 2) the moral
obligation to stay out of wildlife corridors and habitat patches, and 3) the need to keep dogs
on leash at all times, except in approved off-leash dog parks; and
o Actively partner with Alberta Parks to educate and enforce the necessary human behaviors
to support healthy and sustainable wildlife populations.
• We also note that in its review of the EIS, MSES (Management and Solutions in Environmental
Science) states, “We do not agree that the cumulative effects are negligible. We understand that
this is a small project, but in a region where cumulative effects are already significant…, any further
addition of development only contributes to the existing, significant, cumulative effects.”
Bylaw 2022-10 DC District for 800 3rd Ave
• We are sympathetic to the Vision and Mission of the Bow Valley Palliative Care Society
• And we appreciate that the ASP before Council is a somewhat appropriate, “light footprint” proposal
for this piece of land, given that 89% of the parcel would remain open space and serve as a
transition zone between the intensively developed Spring Creek neighbourhood and the South
Canmore Habitat Patch
•
However, we cannot support this ASP due to the following concerns:
1. Lack of trail connectivity – Administration’s report states that the Town asked for trail
connections, including a connection along Spring Creek to the proposed palliative care facility
and to extend a future trail in Spring Creek so that there’s a logical loop rather than dead ends.
These trails would provide logical connections and offer recreational opportunities outside of
the South Canmore Habitat Patch. It’s disheartening that the landowners did not agree to these
trails and suggests a level of exclusivity to the proposed development.
Furthermore, the landowners’ lack of agreement to trails is logically inconsistent with Page 12 of
McElhanney’s Supporting Report, which states, in part, “The proposed development is within

800 meters of basic community services and other residential developments and with its
proximity to such services and dwellings, supports enhanced use of pedestrian and cycling
modes of transportation resulting in reduction of less environmentally friendly modes of
transportation.” Without trails, how is enhanced use of pedestrian and cycling modes of
transportation possible?
2.

Nature of housing – We have sympathy for the landowners wanting to construct their dream
retirement home in Canmore. However, Canmore does not need any more development
comprised solely of large, single-family homes. And certainly not large, single-family homes
accessed via a private bridge with no other outlet in case of emergency.
The proposal includes provisions for stand-alone, large Accessory Dwelling Units. However,
there is no guarantee any of these units will be constructed. And given the size of the proposed
units, they will certainly not be affordable.
Furthermore, there is no provision for employee housing for the 20+ employees of the palliative
care centre. Without specifically designated affordable and employee housing, how does this
proposal help to address Canmore’s critical shortage of affordable housing?

3.

Likely spillover of rogue human activity further into the South Canmore Habitat Patch - Page
18 of McElhanney’s Supporting Report states, in part, “A net reduction of human use will occur
due to the concentration and placement of the buildings in an area with existing high human use
and the presence of landowners protecting land from unauthorized human disturbance.”
While that statement may be true for the parcel of land in question, it’s highly unlikely that the
people trespassing on this private land will just stop recreating in the South Canmore Habitat
Patch. It’s far more likely that their use will simply be shifted to other areas of the South
Canmore Habitat Patch (already heavily used according to the Strava heatmap included in the
ASP).

4.

Questions re: palliative care facility – The proposal’s high positive Sustainability Screen Report
score is almost entirely due to the broad community benefit that will be realized if a publiclyfunded palliative care facility comes to fruition. Let’s assume, given many years of research,
planning and advocacy to this point, that the Bow Valley Palliative Care Society successfully
constructs, begins operating a palliative care facility, and ultimately secures a contract with AHS
and the Alberta Government (as did the Foothills Hospice in Okotoks and the Roozen Family
hospice in Edmonton).
There is still a big question: How will the palliative care facility attract and retain
skilled/licensed staff? Given the recent departure of doctors from the Bow Valley and the
delayed opening of the new seniors’ accommodation, both due to the shortage of affordable
housing, this is a real concern. And how many appropriately skilled workers will move over to
the palliative care facility leaving Canmore’s existing care facilities even more short staffed? As
mentioned above, lack of employee housing is a key point of our opposition to the nature of the
housing contemplated by the proposal.
And given the challenges of attracting and retaining staff due to the shortage of affordable
housing, what happens if it turns out a palliative care facility simply is not viable? According to

the Land Use Bylaw, Care Facility means “a public or private health facility for the care,
supervision or rehabilitation of individuals, or for palliative and end-of-life care, containing
overnight accommodation and operated in accordance with any relevant Province of Alberta
legislation and regulations. Units within a Care Facility may, at the discretion of the
development authority, be considered as both long-term care units and Dwelling Units as these
may be permanent residences for the occupants.”
The landowners will receive their tax-deductible charitable donation receipt once the land is
donated and will no longer control the nature of care facility that is constructed/operated on
the site over the long term. While we wish the Bow Valley Palliative Care Society every success
in achieving their Vision and Mission, it’s possible to imagine a future where this land is the site
of a privately-run plastic surgery clinic. Where’s the significant community benefit in that?
Thank you for the opportunity to share our concerns regarding this proposed development. We are
hopeful that a creative, collaborative approach succeeds in addressing community concerns and
ultimately result in a publicly funded palliative care facility in the Bow Valley.
Sincerely,
(signed)
Denise and Kyle Kitagawa
Miskow Close

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adriana Kock
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Letter of support for Palliative Care Hospice
May 18, 2022 8:50:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
May 19, 2022
To Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave. Canmore land application and its support of the proposed
Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of
Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the
development of the Hospice to proceed.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but
under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there
is provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements
for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its
authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need of a hospice grows. It will benefit the
whole Bow Valley, and equally important includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve
the 800-3rd Ave. Application.
Sincerely,
Adriana Kock
Sent from Mail for Windows

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tara koenig
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Please do not support 800 Canmore Proposal
May 16, 2022 11:37:29 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal, not any of it. The
community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore
Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning. With this new council elected, who
were taking a stand on habitat I see no reason that you would all turn
against this and put this proposal forward.
It looks a bit sly that this proposal of massive single-family homes that far
outweigh what someone could reasonably afford or need in our community
is being highlighted by the fact that a small hospice will be built as well.
This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate
emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location. I also spoke up about this
proposal and obviously voted against that development.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Please uphold the promises you made when we elected you -

Tara Koenig

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Kolubinski
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 2:28:27 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic
Peter Kolubinski

May 18, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Subject: Letter of Support for Palliative Care Hospice and 8003rd Ave Land Application

Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surrounding and accessible location.
Without a hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care face difficult hours of driving to be
near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite care for
those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run out of
the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community and an opportunity for the
Town to show focus on the betterment of community members as ‘whole’.
I urge the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly, Laura Krause and Michael Flette
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Kunelius
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 18, 2022 7:45:50 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I fully support this letter written succinctly, thoughtfully and wholeheartedly by BV Engage.
and echoed by Y2Y organization and many concerned citizens.
So much lately has been reversing policies designed to keep Canmore from becoming just
another empty second/third home only for people who can afford it.
Todays news about the TSMV tribunal shocked me. When is enough ever enough?
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
kairn kunelius
[Insert your name here]

May 18, 2022

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
I write to you in support of the 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the proposed
Palliative Care Hospice development.
It is a rare occurrence to have such a significant gift offered to Bow Valley communities. This thoughtful
and intentional act of philanthropy is one to be admired and shows a true commitment to serving the
community through providing space for a Hospice to reside.
With no guarantees to health or longevity, we humans of the valley all have personal stories of friends
or family who have been uprooted, in significant times of stress and disruption, to leave the area for
Hospice care and support elsewhere. We share a connection to place which is embedded in us. Many
residents have a wish to spend our days here - including our last days.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint on
the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number of
houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will continue to honor the space and natural environment for
wildlife to move and thrive.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but under
the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there is
provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the
extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to
grant this rare exception.
We are rich in many resources, however a Hospice for our rural, mountain community is a gap still
awaiting its fill. I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility
and approve the 800- 3rd Ave. application.

Sincerely,

Jessica LaBonte

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecile Lafleur
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore development.
May 18, 2022 8:23:19 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong locatio.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Cecile Lafleur.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Bylaw 2022-09 for 800 3rd Avenue Municipal Development Plan Amendments and Bylaw 2022-10 for 800 3rd
Avenue Land Use Bylaw Amendment
May 16, 2022 12:28:23 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
The recent development proposal, 800 Canmore, does not align with the Town Of Canmore's
foundational values of Sustainability and Diversity, and as such, should be rejected by council
at second reading.
While a hospice facility superficially seems to be a wonderful addition to our community,
without a clear promise from AHS for public funding, and without plans for attracting and
HOUSING the required 25 staff members, the facility is not a net benefit to our community.  
A recent RMO article covered the physician shortage in the valley. If our highest-paid tier of
medical professionals cannot afford to live here, what then of nurses, health care aids and
cleaning staff? Will the private hospice draw staff away from our public health facilities with
their private dollars and weaken the public health care available in our valley?
Shame on the proponent for even proposing a plan that does not provide full staff
accommodation (not that housing in habitat patch it appropriate in any case)
Environmental Concerns
1) Moving the Growth Boundary should not be considered by Canmore at any time, situated as
it is, near national parks and critical wildlife habitat. If the TOC values sustainability and
wildlife coexistence, the growth boundary must be indelible.  
If the TOC sees the growth boundary as something that can be expanded a little here, and a
little there, then Canmore's model for "sustainability" and wildlife cohabitation is a farce--and
is more about the RATE at which Canmore will destroy the surrounding environment and
wildlife populations than it is about preserving and protecting it/them.
Let us be real about the consequences of our actions and stop pretending that many "minor"
projects do not add up to major cumulative effects.  
2) Allowing development in a habitat patch is the opposite of the "strengthening and
protection of habitat patches," cited in the MDP. If this particular habitat patch is degraded by
excessive human use (and I understand that it is recreated in frequently) and our answer to that
degradation is "since it's not very functional we may as well develop it," then we should be
ashamed, and then give up the pretense that our community cares about environmental and
wildlife issues.
3) My understanding is that at least some of the land in question is low-lying and a seasonal
wetland. We are in a climate crisis. Tampering with natural holding areas for water should be
entertained only by fools.  

Affordability Concerns
1) What is being proposed in terms of housing ( large luxury homes and NO affordable
housing or staff accommodations) should not even be considered by a town that is even
PRETENDING that diversity and affordability matter.
2) At this time the hospice promises to be private and accessible only to the rich.Until such
time that we become ONLY a community of wealthy people, there is no "community" benefit
to a private facility. So again, the TOC needs to decide if we are TRULY a community where
diversity, inclusion, and affordability are things that we value and strive for, or if they are only
things that we like to talk about (especially during elections).  
The efforts of the Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley are admirable, but the
wrong proposal is the wrong proposal.  
To Sum Up:
Canmore needs to maintain or STRENGTHEN its Urban Growth Boundary and Habitat
patches in perpetuity.
Filling in Wetland/low-lying areas (especially in a climate emergency) is a fool's errand.  
Canmore needs to say NO to luxury and low-density housing.
Canmore needs to INSIST on staff accommodation when facilities that require significant staff
are being built.
Facilities only enrich the town when they are PUBLIC (not private).
Thank-you for your service to our community, Please reject this proposal.  
Julie Lamoureux
Canmore AB
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Paul Landry
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 8:45:19 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Paul Landry
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandy Lane
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to proposed 800 Canmore development
May 16, 2022 2:25:49 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed 800 Canmore
development.   
The proposal’s marketing seizes on the need in Canmore for a hospice
facility but fails to emphasize that this would be a fractional outcome of this
development, with the lion’s share being 6 large estate houses. Downsize
the project a bit by ditching the estate homes; then increase the
hospice capacity a bit and include modest staff housing.
As it stands now, I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The
community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore
Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of
habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location. If Council approves the
current proposal, the TSMV will use this as a precedence to come back
with yet another plan for Smith Creek. It will be never ending.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community

benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,

Sandra Lane

Canmore

May 16, 2022
To: Canmore Town Council
Municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
From: Diana Law (RN [retired], BSc. MSc.)
Re: Proposed development at 800 3rd Avenue, including a hospice.
My overall grassroots perspective has emerged from 25 years as a permanent Canmore resident
and includes two strong positions:


The Hospice must be built as there is a recognized need. I support its location identified in the
800 3rd Ave presentation. Of great importance is a quiet environment with trees and close to
nature. We know it contributes to the well-being of patients and their families.



I support the protection and preservation of wildlife habitats within the boundaries of the Town
of Canmore.

Please note: My perspective does not fully reside in the detailed positions taken by the various
experts identified in the Canmore 800 Zoom session, and the comprehensive article published in
the Rocky Mountain Outlook May 5, 2022. It also comes from my experience as a long-term
resident of Canmore; a deep connection and love of wild life and nature; and as a health
professional of 40 years.
I have been involved with the Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley since its inception (a
founding member) and was primarily responsible for determining the hospice palliative care
needs of the Stoney Nakoda First Nation in Morley. I was secondarily involved in the development
of the hospice and strongly support its construction and operation in Canmore.
I am also a strong supporter of the protection and quality of life of wildlife within the safety of their
designated Town habitat patch. Their freedom to roam, to rest, to feed, and to have babies,
unencumbered by human traffic and interference is a priority. As with most long-term,
permanent, Canmore residents, the concern for wildlife has increased and deepened over the
years.
In closing, I support the proposed development of a Hospice at 800 3rd Ave that would include
the two of my aforementioned positions.
With gratitude for the work you do on our behalf.
Diana Law

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shanne Leavitt
Shared.MunicipalClerk
No to Canmore 800
May 19, 2022 5:05:55 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor & Councilors,
Please consider the importance of your decision in regard to the current proposed development
800 Canmore.
The owners of this proposed development are using the excuse of “FREE LAND” for
Palliative Care to enable them to develop six estate homes in a critical wildlife habitat patch
to cover their costs on the so called "FREE LAND”. Meanwhile AHS has not approved any
such hospice and is unlikely to do so in the near future. What is the net gain for the people
residing in Canmore?
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to
accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is
not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and
an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
Lets stand up for what is right for all the living things. We have a critical role to
play in keeping habitat for all.
I understand the owners desire to want to build on their land but this proposal is
beyond greedy and totally insensitive to the current state of affairs in our town.
We have nothing to gain and everything to lose.
I am strongly opposed to the 800 Canmore proposal.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely,
Shanne Leavitt

The information in this email is intended only for the named recipient and may be privileged or confidential.
If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of this email or any attachment is prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify us immediately
by returning it to sender and delete this copy from your system. As e-mails are susceptible to alteration,
Fibernetics Corporation shall not be liable for the message if altered, changed or falsified.

From:
To:
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Date:

Debra
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Re: Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 4:05:55 PM

> From: Debra <debra513@shaw.ca>
> Sent: May 16, 2022 2:41 PM
> To: Shared.MunicipalClerk <shared.MunicipalClerk@canmore.ca>
> Subject: Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
>
> CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
>
> Dear Mayor and Councilors,
>
> Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
>
> I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
>
> I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
>
> I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice
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To:
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Date:

Carey Lees
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 9:04:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
In light of the recent tribunal decision to uphold TSMV's Three
Sisters and Smith Creek ASPs, it is crucial that the Town takes a
stand against the 800 Canmore proposal to prevent yet another natural
area from being destroyed by tone deaf and irresponsible development.
The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice
are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant
(MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is
concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part
(10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our
Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South
Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife
coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's
efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800
Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community
benefit" that's required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary.
Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant
to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Please fight to protect the South Canmore Habitat Patch. Do not allow
the 800 Canmore proposal to move forward.
Thank you,
Carey Lees

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Civia Lee-Verstraete
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 7:49:30 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Civia Lee-Verstraete
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Legault
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Proposal
May 20, 2022 8:49:16 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
It is with deep disappointment that I am writing to share my concerns, and echo the concerns of so
many other community members, over development in the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a
private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is
concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of
it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the
South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a
climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing
legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason
(outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to
bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the
wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit” that’s required for us
to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our
MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Stephen Legault

Principal, Highwatermark Strategy and Communications
C: (403) 688-2964
stephen@highwatermark.ca l www.highwatermark.ca

Highwatermark acknowledges that we work, live and recreate on the traditional territory of Treaty 7
Nations. We take responsibility for understanding our role in reconciliation and honour the past,

present and future members of the Blackfoot Confederacy, the Tsuu T’ina, The Stoney Nakoda
(Iyarhe Nakoda), and Ktunaxa Nations and people of Metis Nation Region 3.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dave Lepa
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 3rd ave Development
May 17, 2022 7:55:01 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. As councillors their is a
duty to uphold the values of this community. Trading zoning of protected
habitat land for a potential hospice so landowners can build castle like
estates is not the values Canmore stands for in my opinion… step away
from this shell game and vote no to this proposal.
The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are
far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant
(MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
The notion of this “gift” of land to the hospice is a psychological
smokescreen that has the community divided as the concept of a hospice
pulls at the emotions of everyone. We need to stand firm on our
commitment to our values of protecting these lands from this kind of
development. What is next? Homeless shelter for Gondola up Lady
Macdonald? This has to stop now.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.

The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
David Lepa
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Claire LePage
Shared.MunicipalClerk
No to 800 Canmore
May 20, 2022 9:01:39 AM

Our new website is coming soon!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

The Bow Valley is the most developed landscape where grizzly bears still exist, and one of the most expensive
places for people to live
GET ENGAGED ON THE ISSUES
Say No to 800 Canmore
This is the third time that development has been proposed for these lands
after twice being rejected. There are several paramount concerns,
including building on the South Canmore Habitat Patch and the need to
extend Canmore’s Urban Growth Boundary.
A public hearing is scheduled for May 24, 2022 at 9am and we need your
support.
Personal Presentation: Contact the municipal clerk at municipal.clerk@canmore.ca to register to speak at the hearing. You
must register by noon Friday May 20, 2022 by email or by calling 403-678-1550.
Written Submission: Below is sample written submission for the Public Hearing, which must be submitted by this Friday
(May 20) to municipal.clerk@canmore.ca. Personal letters are better and are weighed more heavily by Town Council, so please
feel free to adapt this letter (especially at the beginning) to your own needs. Also, please note that your letter will be registered

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Niki Lepage
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Say No to 800 Canmore
May 18, 2022 7:33:00 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
Thank you for consideration of my feedback.
I am not in favour of expanding our urban growth boundary to allow development of any kind in the South
Canmore Wildlife Habitat Patch and am disappointed that this is even on the table. I believe that the 800
Canmore development proposal will further diminish our ever shrinking network of habitat patches and
wildlife corridors. In my opinion, the losses significantly out weigh any gains achieved by this project.
Sincerely,
Niki Lepage.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea Lester
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Andrea Lester; Robert Dolmage
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 21, 2022 10:23:41 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Andrea Lester

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caroline Lester
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Submission on 800 Canmore
May 16, 2022 8:42:26 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Canmore council,
I'm writing in opposition to the 800 Canmore development.
This development will not benefit the community. I urge you to support ideas that
build affordable housing to bring family doctors and health workers to Canmore.
Without affordable housing, it's hard to imagine who would staff a palliative care
facility.
The proposed area is populated with elk and coyote and migrating birds. Land nearby
to the proposed area has been closed on occasion in the last few years for mountain
lion caches. The idea that "offsetting" will mitigate environmental harms is
meaningless. The best way to protect this habitat is not to build on it.
Kind regards,
Caroline Lester

From:
To:
Date:

Dawn lewis
Shared.MunicipalClerk
May 16, 2022 9:06:02 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,

Dawn Lewis

Dear Mayor and Councillors,
In my opinion the Palliative Care Society is being used by the developers to secure themselves
the social license for their multi-million-dollar estate development and they would be well
advised to turn down this offer.
Firstly, I would argue that this is the wrong site for a Palliative Care Facility:
-

There is no proximity to the Canmore Hospital making patient transfer, as well as any
synergies in overlapping services (such as cleaning and administration) difficult.

-

There is no public transport nearby. There is no bus stop nearby, there is not even a bus
route nearby. The nearest bus stop is 1.4km away, the maximum travel distance
pedestrians are willing to accept to a bus stop is about 400m (source: Jarrett Walker,
Public Transit Consultant; https://humantransit.org/2011/04/basics-walking-distance-totransit.html). The staff of this facility will be entirely reliant on cars.

-

The community of South Canmore has very little to offer in terms of housing low and
medium-income wage individuals such as palliative care nurses. Forcing people to live
far away from their place of work impacts quality of live negatively and stresses
resources.

-

South Canmore is only accessible through downtown and placing a facility like this at the
very tip of this neighborhood means that all the additional traffic generated by staff and
visitors will have to go through downtown Canmore.

-

We should remember that a facility like this can easily fit on a residential lot, so why
would we sacrifice 20 acres for it?

The ideal location for a Palliative Care Facility in Canmore would consider the points above. It
may be difficult to achieve full marks on all these points, however the current proposed site fails
on every one of those aspects. We will only have one chance to get the location for this
Palliative Care Facility right, which is why it is so important to get it right the first time.
Secondly, I believe a Palliative Care Facility would be much easier to achieve by converting an
existing residence or hotel structure. The Palliative Care Society mentioned in one of their
engagement sessions that while they looked at converting a large, existing residence, the
engineering costs of upgrading it were cost prohibitive. However, upgrading an existing
residence is typically a far more attractive option than building a new facility for several reasons:
-

For one, extensive engineering systems are needed one way or another.

-

Secondly, building a new structure is often more expensive than converting an existing
structure.

-

Upgrading an existing structure with more efficient engineering system is an investment
into the future. We should always reuse our existing structures before sacrificing any
land to new structures.

There is a reason why many Palliative Care Facilities are converted residences and while the
Palliative Care Society seems to have done some research into their different options a holistic
comparison is outstanding.
The developer and their consultants stress the great philanthropic gesture they are undertaking
in “donating” (while taking advantage of full tax credits) the site for the Palliative Care Facility.
But a true philanthropic gesture would be giving without asking for anything in return. The
developers asking for a lot in return. I believe the Palliative Care Society is being taken
advantage of and is foregoing better options for their location.
Thank you for taking the time to consider our concerns.

Lohnes

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dave Lougheed
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Support of 800 3rd Ave. Application for Development
May 16, 2022 5:41:29 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Attention Municipal Clerk, Town of Canmore,
I sent a letter of support to both you and Lori at Larkspur group in support of the development of 800 3rd Street
Canmore but please consider this my letter of support to the town if you required a separate email.
I have been a home owner in the Town of Canmore since 2010 and I am writing you in support of Bernie and Jan
McCaffery’s application for the development of their 800 3rd Avenue property n Canmore.
I have reviewed the available material and feel that their proposal would enhance the community through
maintaining significant natural spaces and providing the opportunity for a much needed resource through their
generous donation of land to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley. From my perspective and understanding
of the project, their proposal is reasonable, limited in scope and impact and truly compliments the pre existing
development in the area.
Their research into the impact of the proposal has been significant and reflects the minimal environmental impact
the project would have. With the obvious benefits to both the town and community I would ask that the Town
support and approve their application.
If you have any questions or would like any additional information from me please do not hesitate to contact me.
Best Regards,

Dave Lougheed
Canmore

____________________________________________________________________________________
This message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the addressee or their authorized
representative. If you have received this communication in error, please permanently delete the original e-mail and
attachments, destroy all hard copies that may exist, and notify the sender immediately. Trade instructions by email
or voicemail will not be accepted or acted upon. Please contact us directly by telephone to place trades. Please visit
https://www.raymondjames.ca/legal/email-disclaimer for additional disclaimer details.
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

Ce message ainsi que le ou les fichiers qui y sont joints sont à l’usage exclusif du destinataire ci-dessus ou de son
mandataire autorisé. Si vous avez reçu cette communication et toute pièce jointe par erreur, veuillez les supprimer
de façon permanente de vos systèmes, en détruire toute copie et en informer immédiatement l'expéditeur. Les
instructions portant sur des opérations, communiquées par courriel ou dans une boîte vocale, ne seront pas
acceptées, ni exécutées. Veuillez communiquer avec nous directement par téléphone pour donner des instructions
d’opérations boursières. Veuillez visiter https://www.raymondjames.ca/fr-ca/legal/email-disclaimer pour obtenir
davantage d’information sur notre clause de non-responsabilité.
____________________________________________________________________________________

To unsubscribe and no longer receive any email communications from this
sender, including information about your account, please either click here
or send a reply email to the sender with [UNSUBSCRIBE] in the subject
line.

Pour vous désabonner de cet expéditeur soit
cliquer ici ou envoyer un e-mail de réponse à
l'expéditeur avec [UNSUBSCRIBE] dans la ligne
d'objet.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

G Luchka
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore development
May 20, 2022 4:46:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Council,
What a wonderful thing......a Palliative Care centre for Canmore! What better thing - it's just what we've
always wanted. But is it? And at what cost?
This offer, from the 800 Canmore group smacks of BRIBERY. "You want a Palliative Care facility?
Agree to this land deal. "
The land proposed for use of this facility happens to be one of the very few remaining Green Spaces left in
Canmore that residents can enjoy WITHOUT either paying money or being inundated with tourists. We go
up to the Quarry and off -leash area…….we can’t get parking……oh yeah, we bike. We go to Grassi lake
- it costs us. We drive a little further up the road to Goat Creek and Ha ling.....it costs us. We go west - we
hit Banff National Park.....and we are paying. We go East - we are in K-country, so we pay. We go
towards 3 Sisters and we come across huge NO Trespassing signs. No resident would even consider going
to Banff, Lake Louise or Moraine lake on any day in summer. Where do WE go to seek refuge?
The "dead end” road, as we call it, which is off of 3rd Avenue, leads to a Sewage plant and waste transfer
station. It's not exactly glorious but it is one area that is treed, not requiring a climb up, quiet, along the
river, and mostly, few TOURISTS know about it.
This area is also a wetland and home to copious numbers of birds as well as a green space and calving
ground for elk. I have seen not only elk, but coyotes, deer and bears. I believe, though I admit I am not a
wildlife biologist, that this green area serves to allow movement of animals from one side of the highway
the to other and then across the Bow River. We, with our developments, are slowly cutting off these very
small islands of green space for the animals that we claim to want to protect.
So now, some wealthy family offers up a Palliative Care centre which would be wonderful……IF it even
caters to Canmore residents. Only 6 homes! What Canmore person has NOT dreamed of a home in the
woods? Now someone comes along and can not only pay the amount required to build a mansion in the
forest but 6……oh yeah…..with the “required” rental suites. Now, we all know that these suites will NOT
house Canmore residents and DEFINITELY NOT workers in town. These homes will be rented to friends
and family of the owners of this property. It will be nothing more than a wealthy person
enclave…….hopefully it won’t be gated as well.
This proposal smacks of PRIVILEGE. Canmore should not be bowing to the whims of the wealthy as they
seek to bribe and buy their desires.
I plea with the Council NOT to accept this proposal and to leave the south Canmore green space in tact.
What we would gain is simply NOT worth it.
With regards,
Genia Luchka
Canmore resident

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurie MacDonald
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore proposal
May 17, 2022 1:02:18 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposal.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. The Palliative Care
Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong
location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Regards,
Laurie MacDonald

May 14, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surroundings and accessible location.
Without the hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care will face difficult hours of driving
to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite
care for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run
out of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.
Yours truly,

Marilese MacDonell
Canmore, AB

May 14, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surroundings and accessible location.
Without the hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care will face difficult hours of driving
to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite
care for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run
out of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.
Yours truly,

Robert A. MacDonell
Canmore, AB

BowCord Submission to Public Hearing on Bylaws 2022-09 and 2022-10
800 3rd Avenue Canmore
May 24, 2022
Mayor Krausert and Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra,
McCallum:
Today we speak against proposed Bylaws 2022-09/10 as they now stand for
800 3rd Avenue Canmore.
This development proposal on 8.64 hectares/21 acres lies entirely IN the South
Canmore Local Habitat Patch (SCLHP), and while it includes a gift of land for a
hospice in collaboration with the Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley, the
bulk of the land is for 6 high end family estate homes.
The larger share (some 13.5 acres) is for the developer’s estate under Sub-district
D/Residential and Agriculture:

Agriculture Extensive and Agriculture Intensive are not specified.
Permitted Uses of:
•
•
•
•

•

Accessory building
Accessory dwelling unit, attached
Accessory dwelling unit. Detached
Detached dwelling

Agriculture, Extensive (Could include land uses such as horse or
cattle grazing, growing a crop.)

Discretionary Uses of:
• Agriculture/Intensive (Could include a greenhouse, etc)
• Public building NOT SPECIFIED
While a hospice is needed facility, construction in a Provincially designated
Habitat Patch is not an appropriate location, and is contrary to MDP Policy 4.2.14.
Canmores’ 2016 MDP replaces our 1998 MDP, and reflects years of public
engagement and unanimous Council support – where the 2009 CSP (Community
Sustainability Plan) was abandoned after 2nd reading when legal action was
threatened by TSMV related to modification of the Urban Growth Boundary.
Similarly, Canmore’s Land Use Bylaw 2018-22 (Revised) has been many years
coming. It was a positive move for the Planning Department to change the zoning
of most of the SCLHP from UR (Urban Reserve) to Conservation of Wildlands (CW).

The only Permitted Use for either UR or FD is “Public Utility”.
In our view, this community should not have to make a decision between a high
end development with land for a care facility AND 8 conservation policies in our
MDP and LUB which would provide full protection of this Habitat Patch.

AND ALTHOUGH THE DEVELOPERS ASSERT THAT:
“The project has been designed to be fully compliant with all applicable regulations
and legislation. All proposed activities will meet and exceed required municipal,
provincial, and federal permits and approvals. Information provided by the EIS
outlines the permits and approvals required for this project and how the landowners
will achieve a net positive benefit to the property.”

PROPOSED BYLAW 2022-09 WOULD REQUIRE AMENDMENTS and/or
CONTRAVENE 6 POLICIES IN CANMORE’S 2016 MDP and BYLAW 2022-10
WOULD REQUIRE 2 AMENDMENTS IN OUR 2018-22 LUB

1] Policy 4.2.11 No new development shall be allowed within a habitat patch or

corridor excepting:
a. infrastructure and utilities may be allowed to be located within or to cross a habitat patch
or corridor in the least intrusive manner possible, and
b. non-intensive, trail-based recreational uses may be allowed.

This proposed development is IN a Habitat Patch which was Provincially
designated in 1998.
2] Policy 4.2.14 For the purposes of this section, the Town will determine adjacency

consistent with the BCEAG Wildlife Corridor and Habitat Patch Guidelines for the Bow
Valley (2012). Not all proposals deemed adjacent will require an EIS – the requirement for
an EIS will be evaluated based on the nature and scope of the proposed development,
including the type of land use and the intensity of the development, as well as the potential
for adverse environmental impacts.

Adjacency consistent with 2012 BCEAG would be around 250 metres.
3] Policy 18.2.15 The Preparation, scope, content and review of an EIS shall be in
accordance with the Town’s EIS Policy. Whenever an EIS is prepared, the Town will
contract a qualified professional(s) to conduct an independent third party review of the
EIS.
WITH due respect to MSES, their review was NOT independent of the developer. It
was ‘collaborative’.

To ensure complete independence a NEW 3rd party review would be
required – preferably by an expert in elk behaviour, movement and calving
4] Canmore’s Growth Bounadary would need to be amended.
•

This is a step that was only to be considered when Canmore was close to
full build-out.

•

For 800 3rd Avenue to proceed, the developer proposes “removal” of this
section of the Habitat Patch.

2

5] The Conceptual Land Use would need to be amended – from
“Conservation” to “Neighbourhood Residential”.
This would erode another conservation area where the Three Sisters
Across Valley Corridor:
•
•
•
•

Moves down slope from the Three Sisters Across Valley Wildlife Corridor
Through the South Canmore Local Habitat Patch (including Elk Island)
Under the Trans Canada Highway bridge
To access the Bow Flats Regional Habitat Patch.

6] The Wildlife Corridors and Habitat Patches Boundary would need to be
changed.
This amendment would REMOVE this site from the area Provincially
designated as a Habitat Patch since 1998 and is mapped in Canmore’s 1998
MDP.
THE PROPOSED BYLAW 2022-10 WOULD REQUIRE THE FOLLOWING
AMENDMENTS TO LAND USE BYLAW 2018-22

2

1] AMENDMENT to Section 14 to include Section 14.40 - to create 4 new

sub-districts (A, B, C & D) with distinct land uses and development
standards (See Schedule A)
Sub-district A Care facility
14.40

Permitted Uses
• Care facility
• Accessory building
Discretionary Uses
• Day care
• Public building
• Parking area
• Staff accommodation

THIS FACILITY IS IN A HABITAT PATCH, IS DIRECTLY ADJACENT ON TWO SIDES
TO THE CROWN LANDS OF THE REST OF THE HABITAT PATCH, AND INCLUDES
A PUBLIC BUILDING, PARKING AND STAFF ACCOMMODATION.
Sub-districts B and C
Residential: Permitted Uses
•
•
•
•

Accessory building
Accessory dwelling unit, attached
Accessory dwelling unit. Detached
Detached dwelling
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Sub-district D/Residential and Agriculture
Residential: Permitted Uses
• Accessory building
• Accessory dwelling unit, attached
• Accessory dwelling unit. Detached
• Detached dwelling

•

Agriculture, Extensive

Discretionary Uses

•
•

Agriculture/Intensive
Public building

2] Amendment to Section 15 of Bylaw 2018-22 to designate the land
identified in Schedule A of the Bylaw - from FD Future Development to 3rd
Avenue South Land District Control District (2022-10)
CONSERVATION SIGNIFICANCE OF SOUTH CANMORE LOCAL HABITAT PATCH

The TOTAL size of the South Canmore Local Habitat is: 463 acres/ 187 ha
This Habitat Patch is largely Crown Land which includes Elk Island as can
be seen on Map #4 in the 2016 Canmore Municipal Development Plan (MDP)
as a ‘Habitat Patch’ and in Map #2 as ‘Conservation’ where:
•

29.49 acres/ 11.94 acres IN theHabitat Patch are private land.

•

23.13 acres/ 9.36 hectares of these private lands IN the South
Canmore Local Habitat Patch were registered on title in 1960 with
the Public Trustee for the Province of Alberta of Edmonton, Alberta.

•

23.13 acres/ 9.36 hectares are registered on the 2018 title of two
Calgary residents, Jan and Bernie McCaffery.

•

21 acres/8.64 hectares are proposed for the 800 3rd Avenue
development proposal.

The South Canmore Habitat Patch is a necessary habitat for elk and calving
According to Provincial scientific data:
•

There are over 104,000 data points for elk locations in Canmore’s
Bow Valley with a high concentration in this Habitat Patch which
includes ‘Elk Island’

•

This habitat patch is a major elk calving area for elk in the spring
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This Habitat Patch plays a necessary role for the movement of wildlife:
THE HABITAT PATCH is directly in the path of the Three Sisters Across
Valley Corridor (‘Tipple Site’) as a movement link to the wildlife crossing
below the Trans Canada Highway en route to the Bow Flats Habitat Patch
where wildlife:
•
•
•
•

Moves down slope from the Three Sisters Across Valley Wildlife Corridor
Through the South Canmore Local Habitat Patch (including Elk Island)
Under the Trans Canada Highway bridge
To access the Bow Flats Regional Habitat Patch.

Not only is the proposed 800 Canmore development IN the South Canmore
Local Habitat Patch, it is adjacent to the Three Sisters Across Valley
Wildlife Corridor as it exits through this Habitat Patch to access the Bow
Valley Flats Regional Habitat Patch as can be seen in Map 4, 2016 MDP.
While MSES has a good reputation, theirs was not an “independent” 3rd
party review of the developer’s EIS as required by Policy 18.2.15 in
Canmore’s 2018-22 Land Use Bylaw. Rather their role was “collaborative”,
i.e.,
MDP Policy 8.2.15 states that “Whenever an EIS is prepared, the Town will
contract a qualified professional(s) to conduct an independent third party review
of the EIS.”
In regard to the 800 3rd Avenue proposed development MSES stated that:
The cumulative effects on wildlife and corridors and existing conditions are only
going to worsen in the future.
Canmore’s Environmental Advisory Review Committee (EARC) expressed
concern about: “Gradual incremental erosion of habitat within and adjacent to the
town boundaries.”
It is important to recognize that the proposed 800 3rd Avenue development would
be IN a section of the South Canmore Local Habitat Patch that is largely in a
natural state. Any argument that there is some human use (which is a
management problem in the Bow Valley even for the wildlife corridors) is not a
useful observation, and completely ignores the conservation relevance of this
habitat patch since 1998 as a major elk habitat and calving area as confirmed by
recent Provincial data.
In fact, even the tiny “Environmental Reserve Easement” offered by the developer,
in their own words consists of “areas adjacent to the creeks and shrubby
swamp”….land which is already IN the Provincially designated South Canmore
Local Habitat Patch.
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And while the area of development is relatively small compared to the rest of this
Habitat Patch, in order to build there, 800 3rd Avenue contravenes as many a 6
major conservation policies in our 2016 MDP and would require 2 amendments to
our 2018-22 (Revised) Land Use Bylaw.
Given the conservation values and prodigious efforts of the Canmore Community,
and the unanimous support by two previous Councils, we would expect that NO
development proposal could or would be brought forward that so obviously fails
to meet the requirements of our MDP and LUB.

We would also recommend for your consideration that:
1. Should Council be inclined towards this development proposal, we
would recommend that prior to approval, to ensure complete independence,
a NEW 3rd party review would be required – preferably by an expert in elk
behaviour, movement and calving.
2. Whatever decision Council makes, the South Canmore Local Habitat
Patch needs to be permanently protected under Municipal/Provincial
Conservation Easement, as it is clear that additional protection beyond
municipal policies may be needed.
IN CONCLUSION
The South Canmore Local Habitat Patch was Provincially designated in
1998 with further mapping in 2003, 2017 and 2022. It is also protected from
new development under the 2016 MDP Policy 4.2.11.
The Habitat Patch consists of 463 acres (187 hectares) which includes Elk
Island. The proposed development would take 21 acres/ 8.64 hectares
which are part of a significant elk habitat and calving area.
It is also the only passage for wildlife movement down slope from the
Three Sisters Across Valley Wildlife Corridor under the Trans Canada
Highway bridge to gain access to the Bow Flats Regional Habitat Patch.
Development in TSMVPL will bring more wildlife down from the Three
Sisters area, which will pass through or inhabit and calve in the South
Canmore Local Habitat Patch.
THIS DEVELOPMENT WOULD:
•

Contravene 6 policies in the 2016 MDP and required 2 amendments
to Bylaw 2018-22 (Revised)

•

Be unprecedented in a Habitat Patch which is significant for a high
elk population and calving area and is Provincially designated and
which is counter to Town of Canmore MDP Policy
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•

Have increasingly negative cumulative effects as the utilization of the
adjacent Three Sisters Across Valley Corridor increases

•

Set a hazardous precedent for future development proposals

•

Undermine public trust in our community-supported and Council
approved MDP and LUB

Thank you for your kind attention and consideration,
Heather MacFadyen, Chair
Bow Corridor Organization for Responsible Development (BowCORD)
An intervener in the 1992 NRCB Hearings
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana MacGibbon
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Fwd: 800 Canmore Proposal
May 20, 2022 10:20:33 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Municipal Clerk:
Please see below my submission regarding Canmore 800.
Thank you,
Diana
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Diana MacGibbon
Date: Thu, May 19, 2022 at 8:25 PM
Subject: 800 Canmore Proposal
To: Council <council@canmore.ca>

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I am writing to provide my comments on the 800 Canmore Proposal.
I do not support the Town approving the amendments to the Municipal Development Plan
(MDP) and the amendment to Land Use Bylaw (LUB), and I am not in support of the 800
Canmore proposal.
While I appreciate that Canmore would benefit from having a local hospice, I do not believe
the proposal meets the test of "community benefit" that would justify moving the Urban
Growth Boundary. My understanding is that the hospice does not yet have approved
provincial funding, so may end up as a small private facility. Moving the boundary for a small
private facility (approximately 10% of the whole development) and a handful of large estate
homes is not sufficient justification to establish the dangerous precedent of moving the
Boundary and reducing the size of the habitat patch, nor does it do anything to address the
affordable housing issue or the climate crisis. Approving the request to move the Boundary
would also be inconsistent with the decision the Town made regarding Stewart Creek.
Wildlife habitat patches are critical islands of safety for Bow Valley wildlife after they run the
gauntlet of the wildlife corridors that connect them. Like the wildlife corridors, the viability
of our local habitat patches is already threatened by development, outdoor recreationists and
dog walkers. While the particular habitat patch in question is small, it is well used by local
wildlife. We need to keep these islands of safety as intact as possible.
I urge you not to approve the amendments to the MDP and LUB that would be necessary for
this proposal to proceed. Thank you for considering my views on this proposal.
Sincerely,

Diana MacGibbon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Doug Maclean
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 11:19:18 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Douglas MacLean
Canmore. AB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bobbi Macpherson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
I do NOT support Canmore 800
May 20, 2022 6:32:48 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
We love our animals - more than tourists.
Please listen to your towns ‘population’ and not your overwhelming developers.
Thank you- councillors are ignoring things that need to be addressed - our local road infrastructure is deplorable and
needs to be addressed.
Why aren’t you addressing local needs - why aren’t you addressing staff accommodation ????

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daire Maguire
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 6:16:25 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Daire Maguire & Alix Turk

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Malott
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 9:23:45 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws. I voted for this
council to protect what is left of our current natural habitat. I lived on 2nd street for two
decades and personally know of the habits of the elk, bear, coyotes and many other animals
that habituate this area. In addition, the plants and trail access to the river are amazing! And
yes, the cost to fill the unstable ground will cost an amazing amount of money...however, as a
council, I am requesting that you stand up to the mega bucks offered for this pristine habitat in
exchange for ridiculous 'homes' or 'compounds' for the elite that surpass all other regulated
square footage with a solid NO. That is what Silvertip or TSMV is for.
Otherwise, you may as well take our current elk herd and uthanize them because we want/
need their home for those who came late to the real estate party!
And yes, as a council, you need to learn how to say NO to this proposal and save what is left
of the Canmore we know and love. South Canmore used to be single family homes and
cottages...and now it is to the upper limits of square footage and 4plexes. And where is the
affordable housing and staff accommodations? And yes, parking is rearing its ugly head as
well! Long gone are the hearty mountain gardens of the miners and their families.
So, I'm sure the hospice project would be thrilled with a 4 to 6 bedroom house in teepee town
for easy access of staff and hospital facilities. And being realistic, we also need to ask for a
donation of a second house for staff accommodations. This I would urge you to accept with
my blessings.
And if this means we need to still 'entertain' further, smaller proposals from these owners of
this habitat...we all need to compromise. However, the Elk and Bear have NO say in the
decision to take their home away and where they are to go from this 'development project'. So
perhaps a slaughter would be kinder and then we could fill the freezers of the unhoused and
working poor and nobody will be upset with the elk in the neighborhood or on the highway.
So no, I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is
likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development
to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES),
the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat
patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the

ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Pat Malott
Formerly of

and now on

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kim Manning
Council; Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 3rd Avenue Proposal
May 18, 2022 12:33:08 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
First of all I will say that I do not understand how this proposal passed first
reading when two previous attempts to develop this part of the South
Canmore habitat Patch were resoundingly turned down. I do not believe
that considering this proposal aligns with the town stated goals of wildlife
protection, sustainability, and addressing the climate crisis. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this
proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches and
wildlife corridors is concerning. I also do not understand how anyone could
be allowed to build six homes that vary between 5000 and 11000 square
feet in a wildlife patch when they would not be allowed to build houses this
big anywhere else in town.
90 percent of this development is about allowing 6 people to build estate
homes on a parcel of land that to date has provided a benefit to everyone in
our town by providing wildlife habitat. The 10 percent of the project
allocated to build a palliative care centre which will only contain 6 beds, and
those probably private, provides very little benefit versus the loss of habitat.
It amounts to one bed per estate home at really no significant cost to the
developers as they are only donating land. I note from communication from
the palliative Care Centre Society of the Bow Valley that they approached
the hospital about building palliative care accommodation there but were
told that it was outwith the hospitals authority. It does not appear that they
approached the Province which is where that decision would be made. So
perhaps before we ruin a very important piece of habitat/wetland for the
sake of a 6 bed private facility we should see whether or not the Province
would approve a palliative care extension at the hospital which would
benefit all members of our community not just those with enough money to
pay for said care.
I am also very concerned that accommodating such a development will
weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their

Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our
Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s
efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore
is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
I find it very frustrating that developers and land owners think that if they just
keep coming back to council they will eventually get their way and I hope
that this council stands it ground.
Sincerely,

Kim Manning

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lindsey Marchessault
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Public Hearing + Written submission
May 16, 2022 11:13:38 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
To the Municipal Clerk,
Would you kindly register me to speak at the May 24,2022 public hearing re 800 Canmore?
Ideally can I have a slot after 10am (I have an unmovable work call from 9-10am that
morning)?
Thank you so much!
I am also sharing a written submission as follows:
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I am writing today in opposition to the 800 Canmore proposal. More big mansions is not what
this town needs, particularly when it would involve moving our urban growth boundary and
encroach upon vital wildlife spaces. I ask town council to work towards and successfully
secure other means of providing excellent palliative care here in Canmore, but not through
this proposal. The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit”
that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent
with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you
confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Lindsey Marchessault, full time Canmore resident

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jamie Martin
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Say no to 800 Canmore - Jamie Martin
May 18, 2022 8:01:00 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to
comment on the above proposed
bylaws.
My name is Jamie Martin and I do
not believe this development will
benefit the Town of Canmore. My
partner and I are recent
homeowners to Canmore and
seeing how hard it was for two
professionals to find affordable
housing is outrageously difficult in
the Bow Valley. I work multiple jobs
to make it work. One of those being
in the hospitality industry where I
know we will be very short staff once
again this coming summer because
our employees cannot find available
and/or affordable places to live.
We’ve just had two long term
employees leave Canmore and
move back to where they are from
because of the housing shortage.
What Canmore needs is
development that will benefit its
current residents. Affordable
housing, staff housing, pet-friendly
accommodation, etc. Not more
housing serving people that use their
homes as holiday homes and do not
work/contribute to the community of

Canmore.
I am not in support of the 800
Canmore proposal. The community
benefits of what is likely to be a
private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire
development to the South Canmore
Habitat Patch. According to your
own biological consultant (MSES),
the cumulative effects of this
proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the
hospice is only a small part (10%) of
the overall proposal. Most of it (90%)
is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large
estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a
community in an affordable housing
crisis, a climate emergency, and an
already stressed wildlife coexistence
needs.
I am also concerned that
accommodating such a development
will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV.
Wasn’t their Smith Creek proposal
rejected for much the same reason
(outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care
Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to
bring a hospice to our community
are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the
wrong location.

The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t
meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to
move our Urban Growth Boundary.
Doing so would be incongruent with
the larger values our MDP is meant
to protect, and the environmental
leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic
plan.
Sincerely,
Jamie Martin

--

Jamie Martin

Foods Program Teacher
Morley Community School
This message and any attached documents are only for the use of the intended recipient(s), are
confidential and may contain privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use,
retransmission, or other disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in
error, please notify the sender immediately, and then delete the original message. Thank you.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Matheson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
No to 800 Canmore!
May 20, 2022 2:59:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Please hear our “NO” to the proposed 800 Canmore development.
Sincerely,
Kathleen and Ian Matheson
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deb Mayberry
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Public Hearing - 800 Canmore
May 20, 2022 8:55:55 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
We are opposed to the proposed development at 800 - 3 ave in Canmore. We are not able to
attend the public hearing.
We support the good work of the Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley (PCSBV) and its
work towards building an end of life facility in Canmore. A land donation would go a long
way to meeting their objective. However, the proposed development at 800-3 Ave which
includes a land gift for the PCSBV, we believe, is detrimental to our community. The overall
development proposal is large and has significant ramifications. It is not clear if the land must
remain as conservation and wildlife habitat, but if so, the construction of a hospice in this
location does not supersede the sacrifice of this space. If it is deemed to be appropriate for
development, it would seem that a higher density residential development would be better,
given its central location and proximity to community services.
The provision of a land gift for the PCSBV within this proposal should not sway Council to
decide in its favour. We believe the long term goal of a hospice in this community will be
achieved eventually. Other partnerships can be forged to meet the long term objective.
On April 30, 2022 we attended the Kennedy Administration Concert in support of the PCSBV
and signed a letter of support for the Hospice project development on the land parcel at 800 - 3
Ave Canmore. We signed the letter based on the information provided by PCSBV at the
event. Based on the information we have learned since, we have requested the PCSBV
remove our signatures. We have not had confirmation that this was done.
Thank you for your time and good luck with your deliberations.
Sincerely - Deb Mayberry and Tim Morris (full time Canmore residents)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Martha McCallum
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 10:35:20 AM
MHH Sig 2018 v4.jpg

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I DO NOT support of the 800 Canmore proposal.
Yes to a publicly funded hospice, but no to development of this important, ecologically
productive South Canmore Habitat Patch. And NO to enlarging our urban growth boundary!
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed
development on our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Martha McCallum
Martha McCallum
MARTHA'S HELI-HIKES & MARTHA'S HELI-WEDDINGS
Call to Book: 403-609-0824
Visit us at: www.marthashelihikes.com   
Follow along: www.instagram.com/marthajmccallum

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patrick McCloskey
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 8:39:57 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Patrick McCloskey and Heather Walter
.
Canmore, Alberta, Canada

May 11, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the proposed
Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of
Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the development
of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint on
the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number of
houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that move through
that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by the
opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but under
the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there is
provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the
extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to
grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this opportunity
provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important includes the Stoney
Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve the
800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,
Bob McCormick

SCGCC Member

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin McCormick
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Hospice
800 3rd Avenue Project
May 23, 2022 10:14:45 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Mayor and Council:
I wish to register my support for the above-noted project. After studying the proposal, I am
impressed with the considerations that have influenced the proposal.
I am particularly supportive of two elements:
- the palliative care unit which will be a real asset to the community.
- the commitment to retain a significant portion of the block as conservation lands.
I urge the council to give this project favourable consideration.
Sincerely,
Kevin McCormick

Lisa McDowell
Canmore, AB
May 19, 2022
Mayor Krausert & Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Town of Canmore

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
Re: 800 3rd Ave Canmore Land Application
I am a permanent resident of the Town of Canmore and am providing this letter as a letter of support for
the the 800 3rd Avenue land application (the “Proposed Development”) at the public hearing on May 24,
2022 and in particular, its inclusion of a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the
Bow Valley (PCSBV) for the development of a Palliative Care Hospice (the “Hospice”).
I am familiar with the application and the location. I agree that the location of this parcel of land provides
a perfect setting for a community based hospice, with expansive views and an out of the way, quiet
location for members of the community to live out their last days in peace and comfort. As someone who
has moved to this Town to enjoy the mountains and way of life, I am anxious to see that I will have an
option to end my days in my own community in a such a beautiful location, and not be sent to Calgary or
elsewhere as dicated by AHS.
Without the Hospice in our community, the families of patients who require hospice care will face difficult
hours of driving to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The Hospice will also
provide respite care for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day
programs will be run out of the Hospice.
The donation of the property for the Hospice by the landowners is an incredibly generous gift to the
community of Canmore. It is a gift of this magnitude that is required to enable the development of the
Hospice to proceed. Another opportunity of this nature is unlikely, particularly given the state of
developable land in Town.
I understand that the impact to the environment of the Proposed Development is limited and the buildings
will be a small footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with
the limited number of houses and the Hospice, will create an appropriate and minimally intrusive
environment for the wildlife that move through that area.
I recognize that the Proposed Development will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary,
but under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there
is provision for such expansion. It is my opinion that the application for the Proposed Development does
in fact fulfill the requirements for such a minor extension of the urban growth boundary. As a result, I fully
support the Council utilizing its authority to grant this rare and well-founded exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a local hospice only intensifies beyond the
existing need. I have previously served on the Board of the Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley and
am familiar with its operations and intentions with the Hospice. I strongly believe the proposed Hospice
will provide an exceptional benefit to the whole community, including the Stoney Nakoda First Nations

Lisa McDowell
Canmore, AB
Morley. I also believe that the entire Proposed Development will provide significant community benefit
through its low impact on the environment, curtailing of future growth on the subject lands, job creation
and an opportunity to be a leader in the delivery of palliative care.
I strongly encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and
approve the 800- 3rd Ave application.
Sincerely,

May 15, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

This is a letter of support for the 800 – 3rd Ave land application.

The application has shown that there is limited environmental impact to both the land and the wildlife.
It has a small footprint, and it will limit any future development of this parcel of land.
The donation of land to the Palliative Care Society for the building of a hospice will provide Canmore
with exceptional benefits to the community. It will allow families to stay close to home, during one’s
end-of-life journey, which is a huge benefit. Also, the location close to the Canmore’s downtown area, is
important from a transportation perspective.
I understand there will need to be changes to the urban growth boundary and the land will need to be
subdivided, but the generosity of the land donation and the related benefit to the palliative care society
and their dream to build a hospice for everyone’s use, far outweigh these regulatory changes.

I support the application and request your support as well.

Best regards,
Frank & Mona McIntyre
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

chris Mckechnie
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 11:44:05 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Chris Mckechnie
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Donna McKown
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Kristen Fry
800 - 3rd Ave land application
May 17, 2022 3:55:06 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
May 18, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, marra, and McCallum
Please be advised that I and my husband both support the 800 - 3rd Ave land application.
What an ideal setting for a Hospice! The donation of this land to the Palliative Care Society for the building of a
hospice, will provide Canmore with exceptional benefits to the community and to the other residents of the Bow
Valley. One such benefit would be allowing families to stay close to home, during one's end-of-life journey. This is
immeasurable. The location is perfectly suited to a hospice, providing accessibility, wonderful mountain views,
peace and tranquility.
The application has shown that there is scant environmental impact to both the land and the wildlife. It has a small
footprint, and it will limit any future development on this parcel of land. New jobs will be created. Also, the location
close to the Canmore's downtown area is important from a transportation perspective.
My husband and I understand that there will need to be a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary and the
land will need to be subdivided. The generosity of the land donation and the related benefit to the palliative care
society and their dream to build a hospice for everyone's use, far outweigh the regulatory changes.
We request your support of the application.

Sincerely,
Donna & Doug McKown

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tedmarie McLean
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 10:32:47 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear WISE Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am a 73 yr old fairly wise and outspoken grandmother from Ottawa who moved here in 2017
and now calls Canmore home.
I reunited with family and now our three generations consider it a PRIVILEGE to enjoy this
PARADISE and WORLD RENOWNED WILDLIFE sanctuary .
The BV WILDLIFE CORRIDOR is a key historic link for wildlife survival .That is a FACT
and should be considered sacred .
The wildlife is already struggling and stressed in this bustling area .PLEASE let's give them a
break.
We don't need more estate homes , boutiques , plazas... is this what really matters in the grand
scheme of priorities ??
Even i understand this dilemna and i just moved here .Ontario has many legacies BUT
mountains and WILDLIFE on this grand a scale are not to be found in that province .Alberta
has been blessed with this gift.
Let's give our wildlife a break .
Let's leave something substantial of this Legacy to my children / grandchildren and future
generations !!
The scientists , biologists confirm these findings as well as the majority of Canmorites.
How can we disregard the SCIENCE and the residents' voices and knowingly /
recklessly  choose to destroy this LEGACY.
Let's not lose what cannot be replaced .Let's not be short sighted and ignorant of the
SCIENCE.
  
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal as i also was not in favour of the TSMV for
the REASONS as above .
The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by
the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your
own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on
our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
*** TO NOTE i am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our
stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected
for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society

of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800
Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Marie McLean , a grateful Canmorite since 2017.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Craig McLurg
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 18, 2022 4:44:47 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Craig McLurg

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jenny McNab
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 3:21:40 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I strongly oppose the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a
private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative
effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife
corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Jennifer McNab

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

JAMIE MCVICAR
Shared.MunicipalClerk
lori@larkspurgroup.ca
800 3 Avenue Rezoning
May 19, 2022 11:14:32 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Council Members
I am writing to voice my strong support for the proposed rezoning and development of 800 3 Avenue. I have lived
in Canmore for almost thirty years, worked in residential development and live close to the subject lands. As a
result, I have great familiarity with the property and I am well aware of both sides of the issues surrounding its
development. The land is zoned as Future Development, and has been well before designations such as
Conservation Areas and Habitat Patches. It was always known and expected that some form of development
activity would eventually occur there. To my mind, the current proposal is far superior to the ones that have
preceded it for the following reasons. First, the plan includes a tangible community benefit. The donation of lands
for a hospice will yield a facility that is needed in the Bow Valley, situate in an appropriate setting and will result in
temporary construction jobs as well as permanent health care positions. Second, the residential component is low
density with almost 90% of the lands remaining in their natural state. Fill will only be used under the building
footprints and environmental reserve easements would be granted on the more sensitive parts of the property. This
is far more sustainable than the large fenced grazing permits allowed beside the site, which leases continue to skew
wildlife patterns in the area. Third, the necessary infrastructure costs will be borne by the applicant.
There is much misinformation on this project being circulated on social media and elsewhere. However, I am
confident that Council will stick to the facts and arrive at a reasonable and balanced decision. Thank you for your
consideration.
Jamie McVicar
South Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tiffany meyer
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore feedback
May 17, 2022 12:52:21 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I have been a resident and active community member in Canmore for 13
years. I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community
benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by
the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Tiffany Meyer

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Geoff Michalak
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 3 Ave Bylaw Amendments
May 23, 2022 5:06:59 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Council,
I would like to see this proposal denied, it is outside the growth boundary which was created
for situations just like this. Additional the land is high flood risk, and with the two large ASPs
coming through there seems little need for even more development.
Regards
Geoff

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bob Milko
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 3:14:25 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Robert Milko
Sent from my Ipad...not the tool they are made out to be

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Haley Milko
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Council
800 Canmore proposal
May 20, 2022 6:05:34 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I would like to register that I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. While I
strongly support development of hospice living in our town as a segment of the
community ages, this is not the place. The hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to
accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not
what a community in an affordable housing crisis (rental and to purchase), a climate
emergency, and with already stressed wildlife coexistence needs. According to your
own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed
development on our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is
concerning.
The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our
community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong
location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit” that’s
required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Developing massive estate
homes in a wildlife patch is out of touch with the community, with the larger values our
MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you've said you'll
champion as a Council.
I would further encourage the Council to seek to support other hospice living
proposals, where that development is within the urban growth boundary.
Sincerely,
Haley Milko
Cougar Creek, Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Zac Mills
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore proposal
May 19, 2022 6:25:57 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I am opposed to the proposed housing development in the South Canmore Wildlife
Habitat Patch.
Our Urban Growth Boundary is sacrosanct and should not be allowed to be violated.
The wildlife in this valley are already stressed and we should do everything we can to protect
the last remaining wild space we have left. Being close to nature is the main reason my family,
and so many other families, have moved to Canmore. Once we lose it, it's gone.
I do support the development of a hospice, but not in this location.
Importantly, the hospice should have the full financial support of AHS so that it can be
accessible to all.
Our valley continues to feel the pressure from development and many different pressure points
are emerging: affordability and livability, climate change, wildlife connectivity, and many
more.
This proposal will only increase this pressure, not help to alleviate it.
Zac Mills
(Canmore resident)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lilla Molnar
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 11:45:38 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors
I am taking this opportunity to comment on the proposed bylaws for 800 Canmore.
I am not in support of this development. If I understand correctly the development would include a small private
hospice and 6 large estate homes.
I believe that approving this development proposal is wrong for the following reasons;
-it proposes to move the existing Urban Growth Boundary which sets a negative precedence
-it threatens an existing designated habitat patch
-it would cater to a very small number of people in a way that does not benefit the community of Canmore as a
whole
This proposal seems to have many similarities to the TMSV proposal. It would be hypocritical of the town to
approve this after fighting such a battle with TMSV.
Regards
Lilla Molnar

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rob Moore
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 canmore objection
May 17, 2022 2:07:46 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire community.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) and
carrot for the town of the overall proposal. We need to take a stand with the
developers in this town and enforce them to develop within the existing rules
and structure of our MDP. This constant request for variance with every new
development is tiring and wasteful in so many ways. If they can develop
within the rules, great, if not, don't bother.
Most of this development (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to
our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner
in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Robert Moore,

, Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Val moore
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 12:06:12 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
I moved to Canmore in 2006 attracted here by lifestyle opportunities and the easy opportunities to coexist with
wildlife. This coexistence is being drastically reduced by commercial development chasing the almighty dollar.
Where does this end?, when Canmore is no longer the cute small town but becomes another Coney Island or
Disneyland.
Where is the benefit to the community for approving this development? Another 6 “palaces” and a facility with 6
spaces for private hospice care. As we all know, palaces are usually only occupied sporadically and perhaps there is
a more appropriate location for a hospice. Please don’t be swayed by the carrot.
In Canmore we need a more balanced approach to development, development that is in the best interest of ALL
Canmore residents, not the interest of a persons bank balance. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Val Moore
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Moran
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 1:28:36 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I applaud the decision to bring this to public hearing. Our Urban Growth Boundary is a critical
issue.
I am not in support of the
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal.
The wildlife corridor is threatened enough as is, without adding this development. The
community benefits are minimal, yet the continued fragmentation of the valley can't be
undone.
The large estates proposed in this development do not serve the people of Canmore. The
hospice, even if it were a public facility, does not overcome the unnecessary expansion of our
Urban Growth Boundary for the sake of 6 estate homes which are out of reach for community
members.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary.
Thanks,
Mike Moran
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To:
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Jeffery Morie
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 18, 2022 12:02:19 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Jeffery Morie
Canmore
Sent from my iPhone

c/o Canada Olympic Park
88 Canada Olympic Road SW
Calgary AB T3B 5R5
Phone: (403) 232-6686
Fax: (403) 232-6988
www.cpaws-southernalberta.org
Mayor Sean Krausert
Canmore Civic Centre
902 – 7 Avenue
Canmore, AB T1W 3K1
May 20, 2022
Re: 800 3rd Ave Development Proposal
Dear Mayor Krausert,
The Southern Alberta Chapter of the Canadian Parks and Wilderness Society (CPAWS) has been an active
voice for the protection and effective management of Alberta’s parks and public land for over 50 years. We
work with scientists, communities, industry, stakeholders, and the public to influence and advocate for
evidence-based land use decision making in Alberta. Much of our work has focused on maintaining the
ecological integrity of the Bow Valley; we have a strong membership and some board members who live in
Canmore. Although we do not usually comment on smaller developments like 800 3rd Ave in Canmore, we
have some concerns about the impacts of this development that apply to the Bow Valley landscape
surrounding Canmore. We value the inclusion of a palliative care centre in Canmore and support the
construction of one on another site that does not hold similar ecological value. We recommend that
Canmore Town Council reject the current Area Structure Plan for 800 3rd Ave. based on: 1) the required
changes to the urban growth boundary and permitting development in a habitat patch; and 2) the
cumulative effects of this development.
The Urban Growth Boundary and Bow Valley Habitat Patch
This property is within the South Canmore Local Habitat Patch and requires an amendment to the Urban
Growth Boundary. The area is known to be occupied by elk throughout the year but is also important
habitat for many other species of wildlife. These boundaries exist on planning maps for a reason and should
be adhered to. They are an important component of ensuring that development does not compromise
habitat security and availability for wildlife, and they are strong guides to where development is most or
least appropriate in the Bow Valley. While all development proposals are considered under its own merit, it
is important that there is consistency in how decisions are informed and made. In this case, this proposal is
within both a habitat patch and requires amendments to the urban growth boundary. Too many lines on
the map have to change to allow this development to proceed, thus reducing that consistency and
weakening the protections provided by these land designations.
Cumulative Effects
The project Environment Impact Statement (EIS) suggests there are negligible impacts resulting from
cumulative effects, but we disagree. There are cumulative effects when developments are proposed for
wildlife habitat patches and regional wildlife corridors. The Canmore Municipal Development Plan (MDP)
recommends minimizing or restricting disturbances within a habitat patch or corridor. Recommendations
such as this are based on the reality that there is dwindling wildlife habitat surrounding the Town of
Canmore due to the cumulative effects of development over time and increasing human use in natural

areas. Both of these aspects are important to planning. Constructing permanent infrastructure removes
and permanently alters wildlife habitat, as well as brings more people to habitat patches surrounding town.
Essential to understanding cumulative effects are appropriately defined thresholds that result in mitigative
action, and associated monitoring to ensure actions are successful. Yet, there is a lack of rigorously
collected field data collected in the EIS to define thresholds that will be trigger mitigation. In particular,
little is known about the threshold level of human use that may displace elk from habitat, although
research out of Banff National Park suggests that as little as 2 people per hour can displace elk from a trail.
This area is already a walking destination for Town residents and there are likely more than 2 people per
hour in this area with regular frequency. Adding a few more homes and a palliative care centre will
undoubtedly exceed this threshold.
The area adjacent to the development is also known to be important elk calving habitat and elk frequent
the South Canmore Habitat Patch throughout the year. Adding more people to this area will reduce elk
habitat security throughout the habitat patch, not only in the developed area. While there may be an
argument made for adding private property reducing random human use, the majority of human use
occurs on the berm and on trails leading to the river that are not on the property now. The actual property
experiences relatively little human use in comparison. The main concern is the cumulative effect of bringing
more traffic on new access roads and new residents to an important habitat patch that is potentially
already challenged by existing human use levels. If the objective is to reduce human use to increase secure
habitat, then the development should reflect that.
There is also a risk of wildlife getting trapped or disoriented in the new developed area. Leaving
“Subsection A” undeveloped is likely the best way to completely avoid animals getting trapped and
disoriented in the area, but this is the site of the palliative care centre. It would, therefore, be more
appropriate to relocate the palliative care centre to “Subsection B” and leave the southern portion of the
property largely undeveloped, with the exception of the property owner’s home in the far east portion of
the site. The rest of the site could then be converted to a conservation easement to reduce cumulative
effects, which would provide a community and wildlife benefit.
In addition to the above, there are a few small details that should be discussed by council and considered
as amendments should this proposal proceed to the next reading:
1. A wildlife management plan should be developed before construction and apply to construction
and occupation. This plan should be reviewed and approved by the Town of Canmore.
2. There should be no wildlife exclusion fencing in the development, rather strong attractant
management and human use protocols should be implemented to ensure that wildlife are not
eliminated from important movement pathways and habitat.
3. The Town of Canmore should consider developing a habitat offset plan in the event that wildlife is
excluded from the habitat with either physical infrastructure or human use patterns. This plan
should define alternative, accessible, and available habitats for wildlife and actions that will be
taken by the Town of Canmore and the property owner to ensure these habitats alternative
habitats remain effective.
4. We appreciate that the development is set back from Spring Creek by 20m to avoid wetland
disturbance, however we recommend that a 30m setback is required as is the industry standard
in other parts of Alberta.

We recognize that this is a challenging proposal in part because it is not spatially large and the impacts of
this development on its own may not appear significant. However, when cumulative effects are
adequately considered, it becomes clear that this development is the further whitling away of an
important habitat patch that should not be permitted to occur.
Respectfully,
Katie Morrison

Executive Director
CPAWS Southern Alberta
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Julie Moylan
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Kristin Fry
Letter of support for 800-3rd Ave land application.
May 20, 2022 3:24:00 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
19th May 2022
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave land application.
As the environmental study showed minimal impact to both the land and wildlife from the proposed development
and the application fulfills the four requirements for the extension of the urban growth boundary, there is no reason
to withhold approval for this application, including the slight expansion of the boundary.
This is a low density development that will curtail future growth to the area and preserve a large proportion of the
land in a natural state. At the same time it will provide an ideal location for a much needed Palliative Care facility
for an aging population.
Approving this application will be a big win for the people of Canmore and at the same time limiting impact to the
environment.
I fully support this application and ask you to do the same.
Sincerely,
Julie Moylan
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To:
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Tim Murphy
Shared.MunicipalClerk
No to 800 Canmore
May 19, 2022 6:53:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed
bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community
benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant
(MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of
the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing
crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence
needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will
weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their
Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our
Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s
efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800
Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary.
Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant
to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council
during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
[Insert your name here]
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Laura Newsome
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore opposition
May 20, 2022 8:36:10 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Good morning Town Council,
Thank you for taking a moment to consider my opinion as a 20+ year resident of Canmore. Our family also owns a
service business in the Bow Valley and would benefit from further residential growth.
While I support the need for a hospice in Canmore, I am not in favour of adjusting our Urban Growth Boundary in
this location to accommodate that. That area is a valuable habitat zone for many animals. Every resident and visitor
to Canmore can see that the Elk in the valley are already crunched for space. It is heart wrenching to see them
foraging so dangerously close to the highway on a regular basis. Further encroachment of their habitat will only
exacerbate this issue.
Lastly, our town needs more affordable housing, not more large single-family dwellings.
Thanks for the work that you do. Your efforts in listening to the residents and make decisions accordingly are
appreciated.
Laura Newsome
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To:
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Date:

Gordon Nicholson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Think about the children
May 17, 2022 6:50:07 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Gordon Nicholson

Dear Mayor and Councillors,
I would like to add my voice in support of rejecting the 800 Canmore proposal. The developer is
justifying the use of this land with the fact that this parcel was used for agricultural purposes in the past.
Justifying the future with the past is a dangerous route to support - there have been lots of previous
land uses we would not want to see in and around Canmore today, including mining and forestry.
Furthermore, the natural environment on this site had decades to recover. Resetting the clock on this
positive change is not something we should support. Today this site is a fully rehabilitated and
rejuvenated part of the South Canmore Habitat Patch, which is the only fact that matters in this context.
A rezoning of this land for “extensive agricultural use” and using it for horse pastures makes the entire
20 acres unusable for wildlife. There are large and beautiful ranches in the rural areas of Turner Valley
and Black Diamond, which seem much more suitable for this kind of undertaking. I fail to see the benefit
of a horse pasture to the community of Canmore.
Thank you for consideration.
M. Finnley

Dear Mayor and Councillors,
While a Palliative Care Facility for residences of the Bow Valley is a much-needed addition to our
medical care, the proposed realization is entirely unsuitable for several reasons.
The new Palliative Care Facility has a staff need of 25 full time staff, which creates multiple concerns:
o
o

o

No staff housing is being provided on site. This seems particularly disheartening since
we are being asked to give up on a staggering 20 acres of ecologically significant land
Palliative Care Staff is not a high wage profession, and 25 full time position may easily
translate into 30-50 part time positions. Where are these people going to live and how
are they going to afford it? The entire Lawrence Grassi Development only generates 20
affordable housing units, so the staff need for this development already outweighs the
entire affordable housing provision of the Lawrence Grassi Development.
The Palliative Care Facility also has not provided any strategy around staff recruitment.
Where are these nurses going to come from? Canmore is already dealing with a doctor’s
shortage and an ambulance crisis, we should not add a nurses shortage to that as well.
Creating the need for 20+ palliative care nurses will result in understaffing our hospital
and the problem will be left to the community to solve.

Furthermore, while the Palliative Care Society states that they will be serving the residences of the Bow
Valley, we have to be skeptical of that statement. They Society has so far failed to present a strategy of
how they will serve this community instead of taking in patients from the entire province or even
nationwide. Given that the cost of hospice care is not automatically covered by insurance means that
access to this facility will only be available by private funds and the residents of the Bow Valley will once
again be outbid by wealthier individuals coming from across the country. We must therefore face the
fact that this facility may not even serve our community at all, so why should we sacrifice so much for it?
The developer’s architect was quoted as saying “I don’t believe people should be penalized for the
opportunity of being able to afford something.” Nobody is trying to penalize anyone, but we do have to
realize that this development creates problems for our community. This is the wrong time to develop a
palliative care facility in Canmore. We must solve our doctor shortage and our housing crisis first before
we can increase the need for more of both. We should also be very mindful with how we offer medical
resources here in general, so we do not create a medical tourism industry.

Thank you for your time.

L. Nicklaus

May 19, 2022
Mayor Krausert
Councillor McCallum
Councillor Hilstead
Councillor Mah
Councillor Graham
Councillor Marra
Councillor Foubert
Via email – municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
Dear Mayor and Council,
As Canmore residents, my partner Joel and I are pleased to support the application for 800 – 3rd Avenue.
We represent a broad cross section of our community who are supportive of the proposed Concept. This
application is less intrusive, more focused on a true balance between environmental stewardship and the
built form and has the potential to act as a transition zone from the highly dense Spring Creek Mountain
Village to the natural areas beyond the Town of Canmore’s facilities. We encourage you to approve the
application for 800 – 3rd Avenue.
The Concept proposes to make a different use of a large, private land holding to benefit the community by
way of a philanthropic land gift (2 acres) for a new Palliative Care Hospice. We know that as Canmore
grows there will be increasing need for end‐of‐life care in the community. We believe that this land is the
perfect location and is ideally suited for the Bow Valley Hospice. This donation to the Palliative Care
Society will also reduce the burden of fundraising and will provide a site in proximity to the Town
amenities that would otherwise not be available.
The Concept proposes a very modest residential development. We understand that the landowners will
build their own home and provide an additional five homes sites. These additional home sites will support
the larger infrastructure costs for servicing the entire site including the Hospice parcel and any costs
associated with planned environmental offsetting. We also understand that the sensitive and thoughtful
selection of building locations and the reduced amount of development were guided and shaped by the
outcomes, findings, and recommendation of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). We need more
developments like this in Canmore.
The authors of the EIS report and the “third party” who reviewed the report, concluded through the EIS
that the proposed Concept will have a small impact on a very small, concentrated portion of the site at the
northern periphery of the parcel. In fact, the EIS concluded that the project is anticipated to result in a net
positive benefit once offsetting is complete. It is clear to us that the proposed Concept represents the
coordinated efforts and work of Registered Professional Biologists, Engineers, Planners and Architects. In
addition to maintaining eighty‐nine (89) percent of the total land in a natural state, we understand that the
landowners also propose to preserve the most sensitive portions of the land as an Environmental Reserve
Easement.
The application will require several changes to existing planning documents including the expansion of
the Urban Growth Boundary. The application provides long‐term exceptional community benefit to the
Town of Canmore. The Proposed Concept meets all the requirements for an adjustment to the Growth
Boundary in the following ways:

•
•
•
•
•

Provides for a donation of serviced land to build a much needed palliative care hospice in the
Bow Valley filling a significant gap in the community for end‐of‐life care. The provision of the
Hospice is considered an exceptional community benefit.
Achieves a very high positive score on the Town’s own Sustainability Screening Report or SSR –
a score of +240 has been achieved most developments fall within the 0.1 to 5.0 range.
Connects to municipal infrastructure in a responsible way at the owner’s cost.
Ensures a low to negligible affect on the environment and in fact, results in a net positive benefit
after offsetting.
Maintains 89 percent of the land in its natural state.

The adjustment to the urban growth boundary makes sense in this proposal with the community benefit,
the lack of environmental impact, and where the wastewater treatment plant is situated. The only concern
lies in the precedent that may be set in expanding the boundary for future unrelated developments, but we
believe this is a different case and it is appropriate under this scenario.
The proposed Concept brings clarity and certainty of land use to this large, undeveloped tract of private
land after over 30 years of significant development aspirations. We support this development for all the
reasons mentioned above and we urge Council to do the same by approving the application for 800 – 3rd
Avenue in Canmore.
Sincerely,

Liz O’Connell and Joel Michaud
Canmore Residents,

Canmore Alberta
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Aydin Odyakmaz
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800 Canmore
May 19, 2022 7:32:53 PM
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Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal.
Do we need a private 6-bed hospice ? Do we need mansions built on
wetlands and habitat that has already been encroached upon ? In my
opinion as a citizen I do not believe this is needed. Seems even the Alberta
Health doesn’t either since they wont put any money into it.
So we weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t
their Smith Creek proposal rejected for the same reason being outside our
Urban Growth Boundary ?
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to
protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council
during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Aydin Odyakmaz
Aydinodyakmaz.com
Canada -

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.
"CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This transmission (including any accompanying attachments) is confidential, is intended only for the individual or entity named
above,
and is likely to contain privileged, proprietary and confidential information that is exempt from disclosure requests under applicable law.  If you are not the
intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, use of or reliance upon any of the information contained in this transmission is strictly
prohibited.  Any inadvertent or unauthorized disclosure shall not compromise or waive the confidentiality of this transmission or any applicable attorney-client
privilege."
If you have received this transmission in error, please notify us at aydin@aydin ca

amendments in proposed Bylaw 2022-09. We think this parcel of land is appropriately designated
habitat patch and conservation land. Specifically regarding moving the Urban Growth Boundary, all
4 of the criteria listed in 2.1.5 of the MDP must be met. We think that Mr. Kopach’s report
excerpt above clearly demonstrates that criterion d, “the proposed development does not result in
unacceptable environmental impacts,” is not met and so that alone means that the UGB bylaw
amendment would not be consistent with the MDP and should not be approved. Having said that,
we understand that the proposed palliative care facility has not yet been approved for AHS funding
so, even if we were supportive of any development in this habitat patch (which we are not), we
would say that there is significant uncertainty regarding whether 2 of the other required criteria
will ever be met: a - “a community benefit is achieved” and b - “net positive fiscal or socioeconomic impacts are achieved”; we do not support compromising a wildlife habitat patch for
uncertain community benefits. Since we do not support development on these lands, we also do
not support approval of Bylaw 2022-10.
Thank you for your consideration.
Regards,
Sue and Tom Omstead

May 12, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Subject: Letter of Support for Palliative Care Hospice and 8003rd Ave Land Application

Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surroundings and accessible location.
Without the hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care will face difficult hours of driving
to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite
care for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run
out of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly,

Katharine Oscroft,
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Judy Otton
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore proposal
May 19, 2022 10:01:10 AM
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Dear Mayor and Councillors,
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the 800 Canmore proposal currently under
consideration by Council. While I am very supportive of having a palliative care facility in
our community, I do not support the current proposal. The benefits of what is likely to be a
private (and beyond the means of many Canmore residents) hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. Development in this
critical habitat patch has already been turned down twice with good reason, and I do not
support any proposal that would further stress our already impacted network of wildlife habitat
patches and movement corridors.
The proposed hospice makes up only about 10% of the overall proposal. The remaining 90%
would mean expanding our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in
the wildlife habitat patch. I cannot help but think (somewhat cynically I admit, but from a lot
of past experience!) that including the hospice proposal is merely a "hook" to encourage
Council to approve moving the growth boundary and approving these estates homes, to
significantly benefit the land owner. What is the guarantee that the hospice would ever be
built and that it would meet the needs of the Canmore community versus well heeled out of
towners?
The 800 Canmore proposal is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate
emergency and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs. I am confident that a palliative
care facility that meets community needs can be developed in another manner, without
compromising our Urban Growth Boundary or important wildlife habitat. This is especially
important given the potential for significant development on nearby Three Sisters lands.
In closing, I urge you not to approve the 800 Canmore project.
Sincerely,
Judy Otton (32 year Canmore resident)
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Mary Paston
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Canmore 800
May 17, 2022 9:37:26 AM
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To the mayor and council members,
I am writing to you, as a concerned Canmore local, opposed to the application for
development, under Bylaws 2022-09 and 2022-10, 800 - 3, being known now as the
"Canmore 800" project.
Our community, as you all know, is already under threat: affordable housing emergency, wild
life corridor emergency,
climate change emergency, traffic congestion emergency, diminishing sense of community
emergency, land use emergency and more.
We DO need an affordable hospice location, BUT NOT AT THIS PRICE. That land is
delicate and fragile and has been protected.
It seems to me that the new owners are being quite devious, promising a small, privately run
(read unaffordable to most of us) hospice, in exchange for more wildly huge, luxurious "estate
homes".
Do we truly need more huge homes for the rich and famous, sitting empty for most of the
year, on land that is currently in use by precious water resources bear, wolves, coyotes, elk,
deer, owls, warblers and more.
No we don't.
I urge you to deny this request and continue your work to safeguard Canmore and our
beautiful valley from any further devastation.
I honour you and the work you do on our behalf. Thank you for your commitment to our
fragile Canmore community.
Sincerely,
Mary Paston
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Joan Patterson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore proposal
May 19, 2022 9:31:40 AM
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Dear Mayor Krausert and Town Councillors,
I’d like to comment on the 800 Canmore proposal. I do not support this development.
Changing the Urban Growth Boundary to allow six huge estate homes is not at all appropriate for the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. There would be serious consequences to a wide range of wildlife, and the development
would have footprints inconsistent with efforts to mitigate the climate crisis, or address affordable housing.
There is no ‘community benefit’ in this development, even though they include a small hospice in an effort, I
believe, to make whole proposal seem more palatable. I’m sure you are aware that Alberta Health Services isn’t
involved with this hospice.
I definitely support Palliative Care, but this would be an expensive and exclusive facility, needlessly built in a
Habitat Patch.
Thank you for the opportunity to express my concerns.
Sincerely,
Joan Patterson
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To:
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Lisa Pearson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 7:48:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Lisa Pearson and family (long time Canmore residents)

#19 - 137 Wapiti Close
Canmore, AB
T1W3B2
May 19, 2002

To the Mayor and the Town Council of Canmore, Alberta,
With regard to the 21 acres of privately owned land at 800 - 3rd Avenue in Canmore, Alberta. It is
absolutely imperative that you understand exactly what is to be developed on this modest, low
impact property, and how the land is to be conserved. The owners are choosing to make this
location in Canmore, their permanent home. They love the quiet, and the solitude this acreage
provides.
The land amendment application requests a change from, “Conservation to Neighborhood
Residential.” It should be noted that the land use requested by the owners of 800 - 3 Ave, will be
similar to the ranch property development adjacent to them, which boards and grazes horses,
has barns, and residence. This ranch is located just to the east near the railway line.
This 21 acre property is also one of the only areas left in Canmore designated as a “Future
Development District;” residences (homes) are permitted to be built on this property, but you need
to know that the owners will utilize only 11% of the land for development, leaving 89% untouched
wilderness. There are 5 residential lots planned, a Palliative Care Facility, and their own
residence, all of which the owners will provide the utility infrastructure, at their own expense. They
will also build a connecting road system. These finances, an huge initial cost, provide a generous
gift, which is helping to make this land feasible to build on.
With regards to the growth boundary amendment, only 300 meters of additional land is required.
This is a very small portion of land to be acquired considering the low environmental impact;
again, 89% of the land is to be left natural, 11% of this site will be built on. The owners are very
aware of the impact of development, and therefore it will be minimal.
The owners have also provided an independent, thorough, and comprehensive, Environmental
Impact Study, (EIS) by a team of Registered Professional Biologists from Associated
Environmental Consultants.The Proposed Concept and the EIS were reviewed by the Town of
Canmore’s third-party reviewers, who agree and approved the findings of the EIS. This is
conclusive.
This privately owned 21 acres of land is 1/3rd the size of Spring Creek Mountain Village
Development, which closely borders this site. Spring Creek has been approved for development
of 800 to 1200 residential dwellings, plus a further 200 hotel rooms. This is extremely high
density and these units also incorporate many tourist homes, not necessarily Canmore

residents. The land amendments we speak about, 800 - 3rd Ave., will have very little impact
compared to this massive development at Spring Creek.
Building of tourist housing is specifically excluded from 800 - 3rd Ave., as proposed by the Direct
Control District, to ensure the housing will be available for residents and families in Canmore. The
owners stated that they would like these 5 lots to specifically be available for young families living
in Canmore. The owners understand and are sympathetic to these young families, who are trying
to afford housing in order to stay in this Valley. Canmore will not survive unless we facilitate these
young families. They want to permanently reside here, raise their kids here, and to be a part of
our growing Canmore community. So many of you have done this, not so long ago. Are you open
to enveloping the next generation? Economically, to be a viable growing community we need the
younger generation (the 20, 30, 40 year olds) to reside, and work here, or we will not have an
economically viable future.
This two acre parcel of land donated by the owners, will house a Palliative Care Facility, as
mentioned above. The owners specifically chose to help develop this Palliative Care Facility as
they have seen the amazing quality of care that these residences have provided first hand. The
owners have personally spent trying times in palliative care homes with very close family
members and friends, whose sickly loved ones sought solace and comfort at the end of their
lives.
At present there is no designated unit in our Canmore General Hospital, specifically dedicated to
Palliative Care patients. Nurses are sad that these patients who are admitted are not in a suitable
and specialized end-of-life facility, where they can receive quiet, soothing care and private time
with family and friends in a conducive setting.
This Palliative Care Center would provide ALL of this, and it would be open to ALL Canmore
residents. Respite, and day programs will also be available.
The site designated for this building was selected after years of the Canmore Palliative Care
members viewing numerous sites in the Bow Valley. This group of incredible volunteers can now
specifically focus their attention on the remaining donations required; the design of the building,
and landscaping surrounding it. An incredible amount of money has already been raised by this
group in preparation for this project. Plans are in the works for areas where Indigenous
ceremonies can be held as well. The building of this Pal iative Care Facility would fill an
enormous gap in our community which will only increase as our Canmore population continues to
age. We need this now!
The owners are also granting two Environmental Reserve Easements of 3.5 acres along
sensitive ecological areas adjacent to the creeks and shrubby swamps. Further, the owners, at
their expense, will refurbish native shrubs and trees throughout the 21 acres repairing past fire
damage.
According to the Bow Corridor Ecosystem Advisory Group, this specific private property is not
large enough to meet the minimum standards set out for a functional Habitat Patch. According to

this group, the habitat quality of this land is compromised, and too small for a Habitat Patch, it is
not functioning as intended.
With regards to the Sustainability Screening Report (the SSR), they scored +240, which was very
high when you consider the average score for most developments is 0.1 to 5.0.
As long-time local Canmore residents, along with my local 3 adult children, we absolutely
approve of this incredible development on this 21 acre parcel site. We believe that the owners
have done everything in their power to present an honest and comprehensive picture, addressing
all requirements, environmental and otherwise, that are necessary for this modest and low impact
development to proceed. They are future citizens of Canmore, and we should truly welcome
them. They are a kind, caring and generous family whom we have called friends for over 40
years.
Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Heather and Robert Peirce

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suzanne Perkins
Shared.MunicipalClerk
No to 800 Canmore
May 20, 2022 4:30:52 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
I am unable to find merit in this proposal.
Canmore has diminishing wildlife habitat, and this area represents an important patch. In fact, yesterday, I set out to
walk the area, which I had not previously explored. I immediately encountered feeding, and possibly parenting elk,
who were clearly disturbed by me. I left. 800 Canmore will further stress wildlife.
Canmore needs housing that is affordable, for those who live, work and raise families. The 800 Canmore will
provide 6 mega houses, estimated square footage 5350 to 11,777 (!), which I am nearly certain will not be lived in
by large extended families, nor are they likely to be year round homes, as such houses rarely are here. 800 Canmore
does not aid the town with its housing crisis.
The proposed hospice, the “carrot” extended to the town, could well provide a needed and humane service to
Canmore residents. However, at this time, there is no signal that this will be through the public health care system
(AHS). Who, then , will be served, and how? User pay ( private health care)? Municipal funding? I note that the
hospice estimates providing FT jobs for 25. Where will they live? Will the hospice provide staff accommodation?
Already nurses struggle to find affordable housing here, and physicians are shying away from the community, due to
many factors, housing among them. The hospice proposed by 800 Canmore, while an idea with much merit, has
been incompletely thought out, and may result in more problems than solutions.
Worldwide, wetlands, which provide carbon capture, protect water quality, and provide flood storage as well as
wildlife habitat, are being filled and lost. 800 Canmore will add to this loss.
Please say no to the development known as 800 Canmore.
Suzanne Perkins, MD
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shaun Peter
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore ASP public feedback
May 16, 2022 8:59:03 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Hi there,
I’d like to submit my feedback to the proposed development at 800 Canmore.
I’m opposed to this development for many reasons outlined below.
We have a well thought out urban growth boundary based on the needs of wildlife. We turned down the recent
Smith Creek ASP mainly because it did not respect this boundary and to approve this development would
undermine the basis for the Smith Creek denial. Clearly we need to respect the boundary as an actual boundary, not
just a hypothetical limit on growth that’s forgotten as soon as development gets near it.
Second, the homes proposed for this area are tone deaf to the needs of the community. The town recently put a
restriction on the size of homes being built in the community and this development is proposing homes almost four
times the size of the maximum allowed.
Third, flood hazard is a significant threat to this community. Sure they can mitigate the hazards on this lot by raising
the land but if we didn’t learn that rivers need room beyond their banks in 2013, we’ll never learn it. Raising the
land here, pushes the water elsewhere and possibly with tragic results. Has a study been completed to determine
what effect raising this land will have on the surrounding land? Does this land not act as a relief valve for Spring
Creek and altering it have potentially drastic effects to upstream and cross stream neighbours? We’ve had our eyes
opened to the power of the nature that surrounds us, let’s not blindly approve a development that has the potential to
cause destruction down the road.
Lastly and most importantly, is the hospice a legitimate viable prospect that will be available to those in our
community? From what I understand, the current proposed cost, will be four figures per night and only provide
space for 6 individuals. Is this something that adds value to our community? At $30,000+/mo, this is not public
health care, it is care only accessible to a select few of the richest citizens. Has there been any assurances that this is
even a viable long term business? Does the organization that will be running it have strong financials that will
ensure that it continues as a hospice for more than a fleeting moment? Will we see a hospice run for a year only to
run into financial difficulties and be vacated for a retail business? Are there any assurances that the hospice society
won’t abandon this adventure and sell the donated land to fund a more viable venture in a bigger centre?
This development clearly has some significant drawbacks if it were to proceed. The one positive aspect that is being
highlighted, really isn’t very positive once you start to peel back the layers and appears to have no guarantees that it
will even come to fruition. The only thing the Town can be assured of if approved, is that they can never return the
land to what it is today. This development should not go ahead and I’m asking for it to be rejected by council.
Sincerely,
Shaun Peter

May 16, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Subject: Letter of Support for Palliative Care Hospice and 8003rd Ave Land Application

Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surrounding and accessible location.
Without a hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care face difficult hours of driving to
be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite care
for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run out
of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I urge the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly,
Allison Edwards

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Louise Pajot-Phipps
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to extending urban growth boundary
May 17, 2022 5:38:03 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10.
We do not support the 800 Canmore proposal. This habitat patch needs to be retained. The cumulative impact of all
proposed developments are changing the quality of life in Canmore. Urban growth boundaries should be respected
and modified only when there are overwhelming community benefits. Another real estate development of large
homes without any affordable housing component is not welcome. The hospice is better suited at another location.
Sincerely,
Mark Phipps
Louise Pajot-Phipps

Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Porter
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 4:49:27 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
[Insert your name here]

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Alison Potter
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca
Letter of support for the 800 – 3rd Ave land application
May 17, 2022 10:09:01 PM
15cb66c2.png

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know
the content is safe.
Attention: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad,
Mah, Marra, and McCallum

This is a letter of support for the 800 – 3rd Ave land application

Thank you for taking the time to read my letter supporting the 800-3rd
Ave land application in Canmore.

As a registered nurse with almost 40 years of experience, the last 20 in
palliative care, I am passionate about providing the best possible end of
life care.
I was the Director of Clinical Care at Rosedale Hospice in Calgary for 9
years and speak from the heart about the value of a small standalone
hospice in a community.
I truly believe that people remember the death of their loved one until
their own last breath, and so we have to make the experience the best
that it can be. I believe that a small hospice is the ideal way to provide
this care in a meaningful way.
I had the opportunity to stand near the land that has been so generously
donated and can only imagine the peace and gratitude with which the
residents of the valley will receive their final surroundings. Your
community chooses to live in the valley because they have a deep love for
the valley.
To be able to support the proposed hospice by approving the land
application will allow them to spend their final days in a place that they call
home.
Proximity to the people that matter most is so key for an end of life
journey, and to have a hospice in the valley will support this goal so much

more deeply than family and friends having to journey into a larger city for
their loved one to receive hospice care.
I have attended a session that describes the findings of the environmental
impact study and this clearly shows that there will be limited
environmental impact. In fact, the land being subdivided as is proposed
now, will ensure that no further development will happen in the future.
The hospice will not only support its residents, but through its outreach
programming, continue to support families and friends after the death of a
loved one and provide education for health care professionals throughout
the valley ongoing.
Ultimately we will all face the end of our lives. I ask you to support this
application so that when you or a loved one reaches the end of your life,
that you will be able to do so in the beauty of a place that you call home.

I support the application and request your support as well.

With thanks,

Alison

Alison Potter RN, BScN, CHPCN (C) (she/her)
Expected Outcome
alison@expectedoutcome.ca
www.expectedoutcome.ca
403-604-5821

Mayor and Councillors
Town of Canmore
19 May 2022
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
Re: 800 Canmore Proposal
I am writing to advise that I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal,
primarily because this development would occupy a significant portion of the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant
(MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning. I have walked
along the boundaries of this shrubby swampy area south of Spring Creek many
times and agree with your consultant that it is valuable wildlife habitat.
The proposal involves moving our urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 very
large estate homes and what is likely to be a private hospice within a critical
wildlife habitat. I recall that a proposal to develop some of this area a few years
ago was rejected on the grounds of habitat loss.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit”
that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary.
Sincerely,

Clifton Potter
Canmore, AB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Potts
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 9:55:42 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
Thank you for the opportunity to express my serious concerns about the 803 3 Avenue
proposed bylaws.
I am totally opposed to the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely
to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. I urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part
(10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of the development is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6
large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an
affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence
needs.
The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our community
are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit” that’s required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Joseph Potts

17 May 2022

To: Town of Canmore Council Members
Email: municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
Re: 800 3rd Avenue Project, Canmore
“Don’t cling to a mistake just because you spent a lot of time making it.” Aubrey de Grey
A lot of excellent, comprehensive work has been done by the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley and the McCaffery family in presenting the 800 3rd Avenue Project. I recognize that, but I
find myself in an untenable position between two vulnerable populations: the dying and their
families; and wildlife traversing the increasingly limited safe space through the Town of Canmore.
It’s such a difficult position to be put in: an all or nothing choice. If I choose the hospice, I have
also to choose a development I don’t support. If I decline the development proposal, the
community could lose the hospice. To put this choice to the community leaves a lot of us in a
state of ambiguity. For me, it’s almost heartbreaking.
I am a founding member and former Board member of the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV). I fully support the building of a hospice in Canmore. This has been a dream of the
grassroots, long-term, permanent residents of Canmore since 2014, when the need for local
hospice beds was identified. I was the primary author of the original facility plan for a 12-bed
hospice (September, 2017) and I am very familiar with the strengths and limitations of this
particular planning process. The energy and commitment, given by scores of volunteers
(thousands of hours) to this hospice initiative over the past 8 years, has been outstanding and their
work deserves to be actualized.
I have also lived in Canmore for 25 years and have become much more sensitive and accepting
of the wildlife that traverses this lovely town. Over the years, our environmental stewards have
given us science, experience, and resolute commitment to protecting those species that move
through Canmore and sometimes rest here, even having their offspring here. So, I have adopted
an evolving maturity about the needs of these animals, as they associate with us and the areas
we have protected for them within our town limits, namely habitat patches.
In the beginning, I was led to believe that the gift of 2 acres of land for a hospice was the only
development that would occur at 800 3rd Avenue. On the face of it, it was perfect! The area was
quiet, beautiful and an ideal location for a hospice. It still is. BUT, I was shocked to learn that the
development area had increased 10-fold and it’s something I’m having a hard time supporting,
because we could lose the hospice if we don’t swallow whole the entire development, at the
expense of a tender habitat patch.
This town has a history of dealing with controversial development and it saddens me greatly that
the hospice is now in the crosshairs of what will likely be community dissent and division.
Having said all that, I have to support this project, because I have a very strong allegiance to
those trying to improve the lives of the dying and their families here in the Bow Valley.
If the Town would conduct further investigations, to find strategies that would mitigate my
concerns about wildlife travelling through this area, I would appreciate it.
Respectfully Submitted,
Barbara Price, RN (retired), BN, MHSA

May 19, 2022
Mayor Krausert
Councillor McCallum
Councillor Hilstead
Councillor Mah
Councillor Graham
Councillor Marra
Councillor Foubert
Via email – municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
Dear Mayor and Council,

I support the landowners Concept to make a different use of a large, private land holding to benefit the
community through the donation of land for a Palliative Care Hospice. The landowners are not
developers and wish to live on this land in the future. The landowners will build their own home and
will provide an additional five homes sites that will support the larger infrastructure costs for servicing
the entire site including the Hospice and any costs associated with planned environmental offsetting.
The landowners have chosen a concept that is less density in an area that could support significantly
more development like the Spring Creek development to the north of its boundaries. The Concept
keeps a significant portion of the land (89%) in a natural state, and offers Environmental Reserve
Easements on the most sensitive portions of the land.
Sincerely
Hayden Provias

Canmore

1

May 19, 2022
Mayor Krausert
Councillor McCallum
Councillor Hilstead
Councillor Mah
Councillor Graham
Councillor Marra
Councillor Foubert
Via email – municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
Dear Mayor and Council,

I support the landowners Concept to make a different use of a large, private land holding to benefit the
community through the donation of land for a Palliative Care Hospice. The landowners are not
developers and wish to live on this land in the future. The landowners will build their own home and
will provide an additional five homes sites that will support the larger infrastructure costs for servicing
the entire site including the Hospice and any costs associated with planned environmental offsetting.
The landowners have chosen a concept that is less density in an area that could support significantly
more development like the Spring Creek development to the north of its boundaries. The Concept
keeps a significant portion of the land (89%) in a natural state, and offers Environmental Reserve
Easements on the most sensitive portions of the land.
Sincerely

Deborah Provias

Canmore

1

May 19, 2022
Mayor Krausert
Councillor McCallum
Councillor Hilstead
Councillor Mah
Councillor Graham
Councillor Marra
Councillor Foubert
Via email – municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
Dear Mayor and Council,

I support the landowners Concept to make a different use of a large, private land holding to benefit the
community through the donation of land for a Palliative Care Hospice. The landowners are not
developers and wish to live on this land in the future. The landowners will build their own home and
will provide an additional five homes sites that will support the larger infrastructure costs for servicing
the entire site including the Hospice and any costs associated with planned environmental offsetting.
The landowners have chosen a concept that is less density in an area that could support significantly
more development like the Spring Creek development to the north of its boundaries. The Concept
keeps a significant portion of the land (89%) in a natural state, and offers Environmental Reserve
Easements on the most sensitive portions of the land.
Sincerely

James Provias

Canmore

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Merna Quinlan
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca
Letter of Support for Palliative Care Hospice at 800 - 3rd Ave.
May 15, 2022 5:19:39 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra and McCallum,
This is a letter of support for 800 - 3rd Ave. Canmore land application for a proposed Palliative
Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of land to the Palliative Care Society for the building of a Hospice will
provide Canmore with exceptional benefits to the community. It will allow families to stay
close to home during a loved one's end of life journey.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.
Thanks for your time.
Kindest regards,
Merna Quinlan

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

caroline Raab
Shared.MunicipalClerk
bowvalleyengage@gmail.com
Public hearing May 24th
May 17, 2022 8:07:01 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
My first language is not english. That is unfortunately I can't make a personal statement. However
I totally agree with the concerns of the Bow Valley Engage community about what Canmore is
going forward to. That's why I am happy to sign the following letter:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be
a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative
effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife
corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same
reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s
efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong
partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit” that’s required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Caroline Raab

May 19/2022
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed development at 800
Canmore.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal.
The community benefits of a 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire
development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological
consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I do not agree with building more large private homes on a habitat patch and the need
to change our growth boundary to accommodate these homes. The Palliative Care
Society hospice is not enough to assuage the guilt that such a development brings up
for me. We continue to be in a climate crisis and continue to stress our natural world
around us. We do not need more. We do not need to push the wildlife out or into
smaller and smaller spaces. We do need to protect what little natural habitat is left.
Living in south Canmore, I regularly witness that the wildlife need and frequent this
habitat.
There is lots of other development happening around us in Canmore that illustrates the
overwhelming need to protect this South Canmore Habitat Patch. I feel that the hospice
will benefit the community but should find a more suitable location. The hospice
proposal has also failed to identify the housing crisis that exists here while not
considering staff accommodations at all. If there was not this hospice proposal attached
to this overall development, I feel like there would be more people against it and that is
the actual crux of the matter.
I hope the mayor and council will continue to try to protect the environment in and
around Canmore, and make development decisions related to the climate crisis.
Sincerely,
Lori Radke
South Canmore resident

May 16, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum
Subject: Letter of Support for Palliative Care Hospice and 8003rd Ave Land Application

Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surrounding and accessible location.
Without a hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care face difficult hours of driving to
be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite care
for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run out
of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I urge the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly,
Isabelle Ramsay

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marg Rees
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 8:48:45 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Marg Rees, Rundleview Drive
Breathing and eating keep us living, purpose and passion keep us alive.
________________________________
The information in this email is intended only for the named recipient and may be privileged or confidential. If you
are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of this e-mail or any
attachment is prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify us immediately by returning it to
sender and delete this copy from your system. As e-mails are susceptible to alteration, Fibernetics Corporation shall
not be liable for the message if altered, changed or falsified.
________________________________

May 18, 2022

Mayor Krausert
Councillor McCallum
Councillor Hilstead
Councillor Mah
Councillor Graham
Councillor Marra
Councillor Foubert
Via email – municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
Dear Mayor and Council,
I am pleased to support the application for 800 – 3rd Avenue. I represent a part of a broad cross section
of the Canmore community that is supportive of responsible and thoughtful development such as the
800 - 3rd Avenue Concept application (the “Concept” or “Concept Application). The Concept Application
is supported by a thorough environmental assessment, resulting in an Environmental Impact Statement
(“the “EIS”) to ensure the Concept achieves a true balance between environmental stewardship and a
land development that is designed to act as a transition zone from the highly dense Spring Creek
Mountain Village to the natural areas beyond the Town of Canmore’s facilities. I encourage you to
approve the Concept Application without delay.
The Concept proposes to make a different use of a large, private land holding to benefit the community
by way of a philanthropic land gift (two (2) acres) for a new Palliative Care Hospice. I believe that as
Canmore grows there will be an increasing need for end-of-life care in the community. The Concept land
is the perfect location and is ideally suited for the Bow Valley Hospice. This donation to the Palliative
Care Society will also reduce the burden of fundraising for the Society and will provide an important
facility at a site in proximity to the Town amenities that would otherwise not be available.
The Concept proposes a very modest residential development. I understand that the landowners, Mr.
and Mrs. McCaffery, will build their own home and provide an additional five homes sites in addition to
the land that will gifted for the Hospice. These additional home sites will support the larger
infrastructure costs for servicing the entire site including the Hospice parcel and any costs associated
with planned environmental offsetting. It is important to recognize, when considering the Concept
Application, that infrastructure costs are typically supported by far more dense residential development
than is being proposed for the Concept. Further, the sensitive and thoughtful selection of building
locations and the reduced amount of development were guided and shaped by the outcomes, findings,
and recommendation of the Environmental Impact Statement (the “EIS”).
The authors of the EIS report and the “third party” who reviewed the report, on behalf of the Town of
Canmore, concluded through the EIS that the proposed Concept will have a small impact on a very small,
concentrated portion of the site at the northern periphery of the parcel. In fact, the EIS concluded that
the project is anticipated to result in a net positive benefit once offsetting is complete. It is clear from the
Concept Application that that the Concept represents the coordinated efforts and work of Registered
Professional Biologists, Engineers, Planners and Architects. In addition to maintaining eighty-nine (89)

percent of the total land in a natural state. I also understand that the landowners have proposed to
preserve the most sensitive portions of the land as an Environmental Reserve Easement.
The EIS has proposed mitigation measures to avoid, reduce, restore, and offset for all potential
environmental effects. The proposed Concept will protect environmentally sensitive habitat such as the
shrubby swampy area, and areas adjacent to the streams through the dedication of an Environmental
Reserve Easement. The landowners have committed to follow the EIS to restore existing conditions and
taken the extra assurance steps of developing a Construction Environmental Management Plan (the
“CEMP”) in advance of starting construction activities and retaining a qualified environmental monitor to
direct construction actives and enforce the CEMP. I note that the development of a CEMP and retention
of a qualified environmental monitor are leading edge practices typically reserved for much larger
industrial developments that are far more intrusive than the development proposed in this case. As a
result of the measures proposed in the EIS, development of the Concept is anticipated to result in a net
positive benefit once offsetting is complete.
In addition to the development of a thorough EIS for the Concept Application the applicants have worked
collaboratively with the Town of Canmore’s Administration and Planning staff, elected officials and
members of the broader Canmore community to ensure that the public’s point of view and concerns
were incorporated into the plans for the Concept. The applicants provided notice of, and held, four (4)
virtual open houses, in addition to a virtual open house held by the Palliative Care Society. to ensure that
all interested parties had an opportunity to obtain information on the Concept. In total 230 people
participated in virtual open houses to learn more and express their views on the Concept. The public
outreach program carried out in support of the Concept resulted in a “What We Heard” report that is
available for review on the Concept’s website.
The application will require several changes to existing planning documents including the expansion of
the Urban Growth Boundary. The application provides long-term and exceptional community benefit to
the Town of Canmore. The proposed Concept meets all the requirements for an adjustment to the
Growth Boundary in the following ways:
•

•
•
•
•

Provides for a donation of serviced land to build a much needed palliative care hospice in the
Bow Valley filling a significant gap in the community for end-of-life care. The provision of the
Hospice is considered an exceptional community benefit;
Achieves a very high positive score on the Town’s own Sustainability Screening Report or SSR – a
score of +240 has been achieved most developments fall within the 0.1 to 5.0 range;
Connects to municipal infrastructure in a responsible way at the owner’s cost;
Ensures a low to negligible affect on the environment and in fact, results in a net positive benefit
after offsetting; and,
Maintains 89 percent of the land in its natural state.

Some in our community believe that extending the Growth Boundary will set a precedent for other
developments to come. However, it is important to note that members of Council must look at each
application individually, on its own merits, and cannot make a decision on one development application
based on past decisions or in anticipation of other future potential development applications. Ultimately,
the application supports property rights to develop while making a positive contribution to Canmore’s
social infrastructure and minimizing the impact on the environment.

The Concept Application and the applicants approach to the Concept represent an open, collaborative
and professional approach to development in and around the Town of Canmore. The record that comes
before you in this matter demonstrates that the applicants have worked with the Town in good faith and
have been open to public input on the Concept. The EIS completed for the Concept has been reviewed
by third party experts on behalf of the Town and has concluded that any environmental impacts
associated with development of the Concept are negligible and that the measures proposed in the EIS
are anticipated to result in a net positive benefit once offsetting is complete.
The proposed Concept brings clarity and certainty of land use to this large, undeveloped tract of private
land after over 30 years of significant development aspirations. The approach taken to this development
is exemplary; it is development done right.
I fully support this development for all the reasons mentioned above and urge Council to do the same by
approving the application for 800 – 3rd Avenue in Canmore without delay.
Sincerely,

Alan Reid
Canmore Homeowner

May 18, 2022

Mayor Krausert
Councillor McCallum
Councillor Hilstead
Councillor Mah
Councillor Graham
Councillor Marra
Councillor Foubert
Via email – municipal.clerk@canmore.ca
Dear Mayor and Council,
I am pleased to support the application for 800 – 3rd Avenue. I represent a part of a broad cross section
of the Canmore community that is supportive of responsible and thoughtful development such as the
800 - 3rd Avenue Concept application (the “Concept” or “Concept Application). The Concept Application
is supported by a thorough environmental assessment, resulting in an Environmental Impact Statement
(“the “EIS”) to ensure the Concept achieves a true balance between environmental stewardship and a
land development that is designed to act as a transition zone from the highly dense Spring Creek
Mountain Village to the natural areas beyond the Town of Canmore’s facilities. I encourage you to
approve the Concept Application without delay.
The Concept proposes to make a different use of a large, private land holding to benefit the community
by way of a philanthropic land gift (two (2) acres) for a new Palliative Care Hospice. I believe that as
Canmore grows there will be an increasing need for end-of-life care in the community. The Concept land
is the perfect location and is ideally suited for the Bow Valley Hospice. This donation to the Palliative
Care Society will also reduce the burden of fundraising for the Society and will provide an important
facility at a site in proximity to the Town amenities that would otherwise not be available.
The Concept proposes a very modest residential development. I understand that the landowners, Mr.
and Mrs. McCaffery, will build their own home and provide an additional five homes sites in addition to
the land that will gifted for the Hospice. These additional home sites will support the larger
infrastructure costs for servicing the entire site including the Hospice parcel and any costs associated
with planned environmental offsetting. It is important to recognize, when considering the Concept
Application, that infrastructure costs are typically supported by far more dense residential development
than is being proposed for the Concept. Further, the sensitive and thoughtful selection of building
locations and the reduced amount of development were guided and shaped by the outcomes, findings,
and recommendation of the Environmental Impact Statement (the “EIS”).
The authors of the EIS report and the “third party” who reviewed the report, on behalf of the Town of
Canmore, concluded through the EIS that the proposed Concept will have a small impact on a very small,
concentrated portion of the site at the northern periphery of the parcel. In fact, the EIS concluded that
the project is anticipated to result in a net positive benefit once offsetting is complete. It is clear from the
Concept Application that that the Concept represents the coordinated efforts and work of Registered
Professional Biologists, Engineers, Planners and Architects. In addition to maintaining eighty-nine (89)

percent of the total land in a natural state. I also understand that the landowners have proposed to
preserve the most sensitive portions of the land as an Environmental Reserve Easement.
The EIS has proposed mitigation measures to avoid, reduce, restore, and offset for all potential
environmental effects. The proposed Concept will protect environmentally sensitive habitat such as the
shrubby swampy area, and areas adjacent to the streams through the dedication of an Environmental
Reserve Easement. The landowners have committed to follow the EIS to restore existing conditions and
taken the extra assurance steps of developing a Construction Environmental Management Plan (the
“CEMP”) in advance of starting construction activities and retaining a qualified environmental monitor to
direct construction actives and enforce the CEMP. I note that the development of a CEMP and retention
of a qualified environmental monitor are leading edge practices typically reserved for much larger
industrial developments that are far more intrusive than the development proposed in this case. As a
result of the measures proposed in the EIS, development of the Concept is anticipated to result in a net
positive benefit once offsetting is complete.
In addition to the development of a thorough EIS for the Concept Application the applicants have worked
collaboratively with the Town of Canmore’s Administration and Planning staff, elected officials and
members of the broader Canmore community to ensure that the public’s point of view and concerns
were incorporated into the plans for the Concept. The applicants provided notice of, and held, four (4)
virtual open houses, in addition to a virtual open house held by the Palliative Care Society. to ensure that
all interested parties had an opportunity to obtain information on the Concept. In total 230 people
participated in virtual open houses to learn more and express their views on the Concept. The public
outreach program carried out in support of the Concept resulted in a “What We Heard” report that is
available for review on the Concept’s website.
The application will require several changes to existing planning documents including the expansion of
the Urban Growth Boundary. The application provides long-term and exceptional community benefit to
the Town of Canmore. The proposed Concept meets all the requirements for an adjustment to the
Growth Boundary in the following ways:
•

•
•
•
•

Provides for a donation of serviced land to build a much needed palliative care hospice in the
Bow Valley filling a significant gap in the community for end-of-life care. The provision of the
Hospice is considered an exceptional community benefit;
Achieves a very high positive score on the Town’s own Sustainability Screening Report or SSR – a
score of +240 has been achieved most developments fall within the 0.1 to 5.0 range;
Connects to municipal infrastructure in a responsible way at the owner’s cost;
Ensures a low to negligible affect on the environment and in fact, results in a net positive benefit
after offsetting; and,
Maintains 89 percent of the land in its natural state.

Some in our community believe that extending the Growth Boundary will set a precedent for other
developments to come. However, it is important to note that members of Council must look at each
application individually, on its own merits, and cannot make a decision on one development application
based on past decisions or in anticipation of other future potential development applications. Ultimately,
the application supports property rights to develop while making a positive contribution to Canmore’s
social infrastructure and minimizing the impact on the environment.

The Concept Application and the applicants approach to the Concept represent an open, collaborative
and professional approach to development in and around the Town of Canmore. The record that comes
before you in this matter demonstrates that the applicants have worked with the Town in good faith and
have been open to public input on the Concept. The EIS completed for the Concept has been reviewed
by third party experts on behalf of the Town and has concluded that any environmental impacts
associated with development of the Concept are negligible and that the measures proposed in the EIS
are anticipated to result in a net positive benefit once offsetting is complete.
The proposed Concept brings clarity and certainty of land use to this large, undeveloped tract of private
land after over 30 years of significant development aspirations. The approach taken to this development
is exemplary; it is development done right.
I fully support this development for all the reasons mentioned above and urge Council to do the same by
approving the application for 800 – 3rd Avenue in Canmore without delay.
Sincerely,

Deborah Reid
Canmore Homeowner

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Paula Remple
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca
Hospice
May 15, 2022 3:20:43 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
                                                                                                                                                                       
            May 15, 2022
Dear Mayor Krausert and Council Members,
Letter of Support for Canmore Hospice and 800 3rd Ave Land Application
What an exciting time before us with the generosity of a donation of land for a Hospice site
and a responsible development plan to give it thoughtful consideration to move it forward.
Like many of you who moved here years ago for the beauty of living here, I am excited about
the prospect of aging as well as possible and when it comes to the end of my days, to end
them surrounded by the nature and views I love when little else may be possible.
I think many of us are old enough to have seen our parents pass, some of those are difficult
memories, but I have a very grateful memory of my mom needing to move to be close to my
brother in the US after my dad died. Assisted living was not her favorite arrangement, but
necessary. When it became her final days of life the process was transformed by her being
moved to a Hospice where the dignity and space was so beautiful and honouring to the sparky
spirit she once held.
As you consider this vote I hope if you have not experienced the difference of the death of a
loved one receiving Hospice Care you will take a moment to reflect on how you wish to spend
your last moments.
I am so proud of the efforts the town and philanthropic organizers and donors. There is so
much thoughtfulness. I especially enjoy those that have encouraged multi-generational
interaction, and inclusion of all peoples and abilities. I think of how FCSS even moved forward
with the cycling without Age that gave even the most challenged physically and mentally a
chance to grasp moments of joy in illness and poor health. My hope is you will extend this
care to the very end of life by approving the development of a Canmore Hospice.
Thank you,
Paula Remple
Canmore Resident

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Sara Renner
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore
May 17, 2022 1:22:00 PM
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit” that’s required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Sara Renner

Phone: 403 679 8444
taluslodge.com
paintboxlodge.com
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To:
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Date:

Hal Retzer
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Concerns with 800 Canmore and Bylaws 2022-09 and 2022-10
May 19, 2022 9:40:09 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Please accept this letter of concern with regard to the 800 Canmore proposed development. I’ve
lived in South Canmore for 22 years and I am familiar with the land in the Habitat Patch being
proposed for development. I have concerns for the wildlife that use the Habitat Patch and concerns
that the addition of six estate homes is inconsistent with Canmore’s Climate Action plan, but today
my main concern is with the use of the hospice as leverage to develop the lands.
The proponents plan to allocate and donate land for a hospice. This is commendable; however, the
land donation for a hospice should not factor into the decision to allow this development to
proceed. The current urban growth boundary and the South Canmore habitat patch were created
for good reason and they should not be compromised to allow this development to proceed
primarily for 6 estate homes. The construction of six large estate homes would certainly not meet
the test of ‘exceptional community benefit’ as set out in the MDP and I also don’t believe that the
hospice would meet that test when offset against the negative environmental impacts if this land
was converted from “Conservation” to “Neighbourhood Residential”.
There is little doubt that a public hospice would have a community benefit; however, there are other
locations that are potentially available for a hospice. There are no other locations available for
habitat patches.
Please reject these bylaws.
Sincerely,
Hal Retzer

May 15, 2022

Town of Canmore
Attn: Municipal Clerk
902-7 Avenue
Canmore, AB T1W 3K1
Re: 800 3 Ave Bylaw 2022-09 and Bylaw 2022-10
Dear Mayor Krausert and Town Council:
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on these two proposed bylaws. I would like to say that I
strongly oppose both. I believe it’s important to preserve what few remaining conservation areas we
have in Canmore. As development continues, wildlife is left with very few places to go. I am opposed to
amending Canmore’s Growth Boundary for this reason.
If a developer buys land that is zoned Wildlife Conservation, is the Town obligated to change zoning to
meet the desires of that developer? I don’t think so. It’s the developer’s responsibility to understand
what they are buying.
I understand that a palliative care facility is needed in Canmore and I applaud the work of the Palliative
Care Society, but I believe there are other options. Teepee Town is the perfect location for this type of
facility, it is close to the hospital and there are opportunities to partner with developers looking to
redevelop land in Teepee Town.
I hope council will make the right decision and reject both of these bylaws.

Patricia Roozendaal
Canmore, AB
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Wally Rowley
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Opposition
May 20, 2022 3:43:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
W.G.A. Rowley
Canmore, Alberta.
Dear Mayor Krausert and Council:
I appreciate your willingness to accept and consider Canmore residents’ inputs concerning the 800 Canmore
Proposal.
I support the aspirations and efforts of the Canmore Palliative Care Society but OPPOSE development in the areas
known as the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
My opposition is based on the following:
1) Expert Advice Received by Council(s):
Numerous wildlife professionals, academics, consultants, and reviewers including Ford et al, Golder and Associates,
Mr. Kopach, and Whittington et al, have stated “any additional development inside the corridor network will have a
lasting impact”. This impact would not be positive, it goes without saying. Their assessment alone places the 800
Canmore proposal in direct conflict with our MDP Section 2.1.5 requirement d. The proposed development does
result in unacceptable environmental impact as it will impose “physical and sensory disturbance” on wildlife.
2) Public Input/Advice Received by Council(s):
Hundreds of citizens/electors made 6 days of public presentations in opposition to, among other issues, expanding
Canmore’s Urban Growth Boundary and associated unacceptable wildlife corridor impacts during March 2021.
There is little reason to believe that your electors’ values have changed significantly since then.
3) Canmore’s Climate Change Adaptation Background Report and Resilience Plan (2016)
    Canmore’s declared State of Climate Emergency (2019)
Section 7 of this report is titled "Implementation and Next Steps”. It contains the following directive: "Strategic
Plans (eg. the Municipal Development Plan and the Open Spaces and Trails Plan) and neighborhood scale plans,
should consider future climate change impacts”.   The wetlands throughout the proposed 800 Canmore site serve as
valuable natural mitigators of climate-change-driven overland flooding by reducing seasonal runoff flows and
gradually releasing waters later reducing climate change impacts locally and downstream. Constructionnecessitated fill required for the proposed 800 Canmore development will negatively impact this wetland benefit.
Loss/reduction of such a wetland ecosystem to estate housing development is contrary to climate crisis mitigation, to
preservation of valuable natural populations in already fragmented local ecosystems, and to Canmore’s State of
Climate Emergency policy.
4) Urban Growth Boundary Expansion:
Please refer to Canmore’s MDP (section 2.1.5.):
Requirement a): Community Benefit:
Undoubtedly provision of a site for an End of Life Care/Hospice facility is an attractive incentive at first blush. NO

matter how attractive the blandishments are there are costs. May I remind readers of the complexities/entrapments
associated with any attempt to guarantee/enforce sequencing of different portions of a development plan (eg.
TSMV’s proposed commercial development commitments vs former council’s expectations). This is particularly of
concern in the case of any EOLC facility which does not have, in hand, guaranteed federal, provincial, municipal
funding to support capital as well as operational costs in perpetuity. If such governmental funding were not
forthcoming, any such facility would undoubtedly become a privately funded operation, possibly a for-profit entity.
Requirement d): Unacceptable Environmental Impacts:
No matter how desirable the intended final results, development in a designated habitat patch IS an unacceptable
environmental impact.
5) Summary:
May I refer you to Mr. Kopach’s report wording “Given the existing cumulative effects impacting the corridor
network, it is not enough to mitigate imapcts of any single project, either physical or sensory disturbance, but
approaches must be identified to improve, not just mitigate any impacts in order to improve conditions for wildlife
from baseline conditions”.
May I submit that proceeding with the 800 Canmore proposal will not improve conditions sufficiently for the
resident populations (either human or natural) of this area under council’s control.
I would challenge you, Mayor Krausert and Council, to not only identify beneficial approaches for our biotic
communities' management but also to continuously improve conditions for survival in, and migration through, your
area of influence. Humans and wildlife in Canmore deserve better than “baseline conditions”.
Sincerely yours, W.G.A. Rowley.
PS: I am somewhat familiar with a rural Ontario community about the same population size as Canmore. An EOLC
facility was built 12 years ago at a cost then of $1 million to $2 million. Local contractors and suppliers generously
donated in-kind supplies and services. Its annual operating budget is ca $1.5 million. Exclusive of provincial
funding the board is confronted annually with the onerous fundraising task of ca $500 - $600 thousand dollars. No
easy task to confront despite its indisputable benefit to recipients of its services.
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Tracey Schumacher
Council
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 3rd Avenue Proposal - Public Input
May 20, 2022 6:33:01 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
May 17,2022
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
I would like to send my thoughts on the 800 Canmore proposal. Thank you for the opportunity.  I am
not in support of the proposal put forth to council by the land owners of 800 – 3 Avenue.  I feel that
when this land was purchased they knew of the designation of the property: i.e. conservation land
outside the Urban Growth Boundary. It is admirable that they are choosing to potentially donate a
small section of the development to a proposed hospice centre but it seems that this is philanthropy
with strings attached.
The public information session mentioned that a motivation for including estate lots in their
proposal was to provide the funding to proceed with putting in the services and infrastructure to
develop the land and provide the community with a hospice. The presentation seemed to focus on
this generous donation to make a hospice happen for our community. We will never know if the
idea for the hospice came first or whether it was a strategy to make the development appealing to
the community. Either way I feel that the requirement for the Town to move the Urban Growth
Boundary does not align with the environmental leadership that we as a community collectively
desire. My hope is that their commitment to supporting the building of a future hospice does not
end if their request is declined.
Most Sincerely,
Dr. Tracey Ruddick-Schumacher
Permanent Canmore Resident
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Samis
Shared.MunicipalClerk
"Kristin Fry"
palliative care facility site
May 24, 2022 10:40:56 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councillors
This letter is in support of the proposed site for development of a palliative care facility in Canmore
I think there was some argument about the need for such a facility – I would like to relate my own
experience with palliative care. When I went to Edmonton to visit a friend who was suffering with
stage 4 cancer a few years ago, I found a person who was extremely weak, could barely talk, was
very irritable and difficult to talk to – in other words completely miserable condition. About two
weeks later she was moved to a palliative care facility and I went to visit her again. I could not
believe the difference – she looked much better, was enjoying her meals, her family, working on her
ipad and some crafts. We had a good visit, some memories and giggles and I came away with a
much better feeling. She was dying with dignity and not in pain. When death is inevitable, the very
best we, the living, can do for them is to make what life they have left as comfortable as possible.
To have a parcel of land generously donated to a charitable organization for such an incredible
worthy cause which will benefit the entire Bow Valley is an extremely rare gift. We are all well aware
of the value of such a gift in a part of the country with real estate prices as high as any in the
country. We, the residents of this beautiful, active community know all too well the unending work
and energy that is put into such an endeavor and even the consideration of not accepting such a
gracious offer to me is unthinkable.
I am aware that some minor exceptions will have to be made to accommodate the growth boundary
expansion but these kind of decisions are not unusual for our town council.
I strongly encourage the Town of Canmore’s support of this facility which will benefit the whole of
the Bow Valley including our First Nations neighbors.
Yours truly
Jean Samis

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslie Saunders
Shared.MunicipalClerk; lori@larkspurgroup.ca
Application for 800 - 3rd Avenue
May 19, 2022 6:47:17 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Mayor Krausert
Councillor McCallum
Councillor Hilstead
Councillor Mah
Councillor Graham
Councillor Marra
Councillor Foubert
Dear Mayor and Council,
We are in support of the application for 800 - 3rd Avenue...the following is our story...
It was the end of April 2020 and our world had been thrown into a panic with the reality of
the pandemic descending on our community of Canmore and our 92 year old Mom (Anne
Going) under quarantine in long term care at the hospital. She was frail and at risk and we
were unable to be with her, only to visit over the phone and through the window of her room
at Golden Eagle View. Our worst fear was that she would contract the virus, become
critically ill, potentially die…and we would be unable to be with her. As my sister and I were
not able to accept these possibilities, we came up with our own plan. I would take her to
my sister’s farm in north central Alberta and stay there to care for her, to get through this
time. We made this decision knowing that she could well die while she was in our care,
and we were not equipped to offer the same care as the hospital, but our decision was that
if Mom were to pass while with us, she would die in the loving arms of her family.
On May 1st, I collected Mom, loaded her wheelchair and a car load of supplies, stopped in
Calgary to pick up an oxygen tank and hit the road for the 4 hour drive to Winfield. We
were quiet, humbled by the enormity of the risks we were taking, while very unsure of what
the future held in a pandemic world. One certainty was that we felt sure that this was the
right thing for Mom and the right thing for us as a family.  
The following 6 weeks at the farm were beyond wonderful. Mom flourished in an
environment of love, of being “home” in the care of her 2 daughters and granddaughter,
with home-cooked meals, eaten together, movies and laughter and picnics on the deck,
overlooking the horse pastures. Visits from old animal friends…such wonderful, familiar
things.
For this reason…for the experiences we had with Mom in what might have been her last
days…I am giving such strong recommendation for this council to find a way to work with

these landowners who are so generously donating the parcel of land which will help the
Bow Valley Palliative Care Hospice become a reality. Their development plans are
carefully thought out and responsibly researched… a better alternative than more large,
multi-family blocks of condos to house tourists and non-resident property owners.  
Coming close to experiencing the loss of a loved-one needing to be in a care facility and
fearing that you will not be able to provide the loving care that you desire in their last
days…I so strongly believe that each community needs this kind of facility. Canmore has a
wonderful opportunity to move forward with one - let’s not miss this.
On a happy note…towards the end of May, 2020, I returned Mom to long term care here in
Canmore where she still resides, in reasonably good health for a soon-to-be 95 year old.
She adds her voice to the strong vote for Canmore’s own Palliative Care Facility saying that
nothing is better than the feeling of being surrounded by family when you really need
it…”it’s all that we old folks really want at the end of our days”.

Leslie Saunders
Canmore, AB

Anne Going

Canmore, AB
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To:
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Date:

Pierre-David Savard
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 11:17:21 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Pierre-David Savard
Sent from my iPhone

May 15, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum

Re: Letter of Support for Canmore Hospice and 800 3rd Ave Land Application

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the proposed
Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of
Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the development
of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint on
the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number of
houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that move through
that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by the
opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but under
the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there is
provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the
extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to
grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this opportunity
provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important includes the Stoney
Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve the
800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,

Lorne and Beulah Schneider
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To:
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Date:

Papa
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 - 3rd Avenue
May 20, 2022 5:50:27 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
May 17,2022
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input regarding the 800 – 3rd Avenue proposal. I am not in
support of the proposal put forth to council with the information that has been provided. I am
concerned for the following reasons:
1. I feel there is not enough information about the hospice to provide support for moving the
Urban Growth Boundary and allow 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch.
Questions like: How much will it cost people to stay at the hospice?, Who will be able to
afford to stay there? Will it benefit the broad Canmore community or only those with enough
money to afford to stay there? Why is it going here instead of in a new community like TSMV
or Spring Creek, etc.
2. Why would we allow large estate homes (larger than what is allowed in other areas of
Canmore) in this area in exchange for the donation of land for the hospice. I am confused
about the donation of land when it was stated at the public information session that the sale
of the 5 additional large estate home lots would offset the donation. How do we know it is a
donation and not a profitable situation. Maybe I heard this wrong but clarification would be
great prior to a decision by council. Why would the proposal not include an option to have
just the single dwelling with a hospice which might seem like a true expression of
philanthropy.
3. The current owner of this property bought the property knowing it was outside the Urban
Growth Boundary and contrary to the MDP. Why would we allow this change to the South
Canmore Habitat Patch to allow for such opulence in exchange for so many questions about
the hospice.
Thank you for taking the time to review the public submissions and hear residents concerns.
Sincerely,
Lyle Schumacher
Permanent resident of Canmore

Sent from Mail for Windows
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Richard Schwann
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca
Support Letter for Palliative Care development
Friday, May 13, 2022 8:58:03 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
May 13, 2022
Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the proposed Palliative Care
Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of Canmore. A gift of
this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the development of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint on the land
which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number of houses and the Palliative
Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that move through that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has expansive views. I
live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by the opportunity to end my days in a
such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but under the town’s
own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there is provision for such expansion. I
see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the extension of the urban growth boundary.
Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this opportunity provides an
exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations
Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve the 800- 3rd
Ave application.
Sincerely,
Richard Schwann
Mobile -

Municipal Clerk
Town of Canmore
Canmore Civic Centre
902 - 7 Avenue
Canmore, Alberta T1W 3K1

Subject: Public Hearing regarding 800 3 Avenue Municipal Development Plan Amendments
(Bylaw 2022-09) and 800 3 Avenue Land Use Bylaw Amendment (Bylaw 2022-10)
I object to the development proposed for the 800 - 3rd Avenue site for the following reasons:
1. The site located at 800 - 3rd Avenue is outside the Town of Canmore's Growth Boundary and
designated as Conservation largely because it is a Wildlife Habitat Patch. I have observed over a
number of years that the site is frequently utilized by several elk, coyotes, bears and ducks as a
habitat away from the public. If a development were to take place on the site, the wildlife would
undoubtedly be forced to leave the area. Presumably there is a reason for the Growth Boundary and
for retaining some land within the Town of Canmore boundaries to provide space for wildlife to
exist. Or is the objective of the Town of Canmore to facilitate the development of every square
inch of land in an effort to meet a continuing and never-ending demand increase?
It is important to note that the approved Spring Creek Mountain Village Area Development Plan
specifically mentions means of minimizing potential disturbances to wildlife in the "South Canmore
Local Habitat Patch." Is it now not important to protect the subject habitat patch? Section 4.3.5 of
the ARP states: "No trail link will be developed into the South Canmore Local Habitat Patch
immediately south of the property. East west trail linkages shall be incorporated along the south
edge of the ARP area as shown on the Concept Plan. Site and building design features on the south
development edge shall be designed to minimize potential disturbance to wildlife in the habitat
patch."
2. The six residential dwellings proposed for the site are clearly not necessary in the Town of
Canmore. The town already has an abundance of large, high-end, single-family residences that sit
empty most of the time. Moreover, it is proposed that each of the six residences include an
accessory dwelling for the rental market. So really the proposal is for the development of twelve
residential dwellings, not six. Clearly there is not a requirement for more rental units with several
hundred units currently being developed along the Bow Valley Trail corridor to be added to an
already large supply of rental units within the town boundaries. Spring Creek Mountain Village
alone will have 325 Tourist Homes when the overall development is completed. Also, there has
been informal talk of adding staff accommodations to the development; but the proposal contains no
details on what that would entail.
3. The above-mentioned six accessory dwellings (one for each main residence) are proposed to be
significantly larger than what is allowed under the Town of Canmore's Land Use Bylaw. That
bylaw stipulates that rental units have to be the lessor of 80 square metres or 40% of the house
size. Why would there be a special exemption for the development proposed for 800 - 3rd Avenue?
…./2
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4. The development proposed for 800 - 3rd Avenue has the potential of significantly negatively
impacting Spring Creek and the adjacent wetlands, grasslands and forested areas. What assurances
would there be that the development leaves all of those features in their current state and not destroy
the habitat as was the case with the Policeman's Creek banks adjacent to 100 Spring Creek
Drive? What would stop the owners of the six residences from installing giant block boulders and
rip rap along the Spring Creek banks and fundamentally changing other aspects of the site?
5. Three of the four proposed sub-districts would require the removal of virtually all of the trees on
the site. Those treed areas are precisely the locations utilized by wildlife as habitat. Does the Town
of Canmore consider it important to retain some trees within the town's boundaries? It is also clear
that the three residences proposed for sub-district C would not be feasible due to the requirement to
construct a vehicle bridge across Spring Creek. That site, including the adjacent Spring Creek, is
one of the most spectacular natural areas of the Bow Valley.
6. The 12-metre proposed height of the residences is excessive, to say the least. That would not be
consistent with the nearby Spring Creek Mountain Village structures. Section 4.6.5 of the Spring
Creek Mountain Village ARP stipulates that buildings adjacent to the creeks cannot exceed two and
a half stories. Here is the specific language in that ARP: "Building Height: Detailed Building
height regulations will be established at the Land Use Redesignation Stage. However, in the central
part of the site or core area, building height shall not exceed 4 storeys. Adjacent to Spring Creek
and Policeman’s Creek building height shall not exceed 2½ storeys generally, except for the Hotel
Commercial areas which may exceed this height as illustrated in Figure 3. Maximum building
height shall be measured from an approved site-regrading plan. Where the Development Authority
is satisfied that the architectural integrity of a building would be enhanced, variances may be
granted through the provisions established in the Town of Canmore Land Use Bylaw. [2015-17]"
7. The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley has not articulated the reasons the other sites
considered for the hospice were rejected. What other hospice locations were considered and why
were each of the leading candidates rejected? Also, there does not appear to be a plan for parking
for residents, visitors and staff of the hospice. Will some of those people be forced to park in
adjacent residential areas and walk to the hospice?
8. The emergency response plan for the site is unclear. Apparently, emergency vehicles will have to
weave all the way through downtown and South Canmore after traveling from the other side of the
TransCanada highway (after the new fire station is constructed).
Regards,
C.S.
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cate Scott
Council; Sean Krausert
Canmore 800(hospice)
May 23, 2022 4:01:29 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
I am writing in opposition to this development. I object to it on many levels.
I don’t feel that moving the urban growth boundary for a 6 bed hospice is warranted. I am not sure that moving the
boundary is a precedent we want to set as there will be other developments that will also want this.
There are also many questions about the hospice itself. Who is going to pay for it? Where will the staff come
from….since staffing is an issue?Where will the staff live? Is AHS involved or is it a private, pay for service
facility? If so…what is the actual benefit to the greater community?
If we look at Scandinavia , they are assisting people for end of life in their own home. My feeling is that most
people would prefer that. The money might be better used in this manner that to build a facility that will be costly
and costly to operate and maintain.
The size and scale of the proposed “ estates “ that are part of the package are far beyond acceptable.
Six main homes of 5,000 square feet up to 14,000 square feet is excessive and I believe it is way over the maximum
square footage allowed anywhere in Canmore. The addition of 8 more buildings makes this a 14 house total in a
designated habit patch….which I feel is inappropriate. I don’t see the need for large exclusive homes especially
when affordable housing is what is needed.
This would be in a wildlife habitat patch which is a huge elk and elk caving area. This is also an area that is
frequented by bears, wolves, cougars and coyotes. We are constantly encroaching on wildlife habitat which creates
stress for the animals. It is really not the place for development at all and should be left in its natural state.
I am saddened by the loss of green space in our town and the abundance of second homes which is making Canmore
unaffordable.
Cate Scott and Lorne Short
Sent from MySpringIsHerePad
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MARCI SEGAL
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 10:44:29 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Marci Seg;
Drop your shoulders away from your ears, loosen your jaw, move your tongue away from the
roof of your mouth. Breathe.
Another world is possible. Keep room in your heart for the improbable.
Be curious. Take care of yourself, your community, your planet.
Wasinîchi nabi
We are all one
Learn the story of World Creativity and Innovation Day, April 21 in a 15-minute video
here: https://vimeo.com/262427366
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Julie Seibt
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Julie Seibt
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 11:33:36 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I appreciate the opportunity to have my voice heard regarding the 800 Canmore development and related byelaws.
When I first heard the news of palliative care and Canmore I applauded this important asset for our community.
However, now that I understand the delicate environment on which the hospice is proposed and the proportionately
excessive private homes proposed on the same parcel of land, I strongly oppose the 800 Canmore development.
A 6-bed hospice in this proposal comes with an extraordinary cost of further stressing habitat patches and wildlife
corridors when one considers the town of Canmore’s biiological consultant (MSES), one simply walks and observes
these precious lands.
Compromising the urban growth boundary, disregarding the climate emergency and wildlife needs, not to mention
turning away from affordable housing solutions, are among my reasons for opposition.
I ask you to consider how accommodating this development could impede the towns positioning in the legal attacks
from three sisters mountain village.
The 800 Canmore proposal initially appeared to me to be of a philanthropical nature. But now I see it as purely a
selfish strategy to get around regulations they have put been put in place for a good cause.
I understand that by laws and boundaries can be reconsidered if it is of benefit to the community as a whole. Clearly
the benefit of only six beds is negligible compared to the impact on all the levels aforementioned.
Thank you for considering my thoughts and the thoughts of all community members who speak out,
Sincerely,
Julie Seibt
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Devin Serink
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 1:36:22 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning. Further, studies showing reduced use of spaces by
wildlife due to proximity to urban development do not seem like sound arguments that it is
then logical to expand urban development into those less-used areas (in turn, expanding the
impact of that development to more now-adjacent lands.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
I would love to see more AHS operated health facilities for the elderly, but privately operated,
high priced options should not receive any special consideration, subsidy or public support - in
my view, they're really no different than more unaffordable housing stock.
Sincerely,
Devin Serink
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To:
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Patricia Shea
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 12:44:11 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Patti
Shea
[Insert your name here]
Sent from my iPhone
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Mary Shearer
Tanya Foubert; Sean Krausert; Wade Graham; Karen Marra; Jeff Mah; Jeffrey Hilstad; Joanna McCallum
Development in South Canmore
May 19, 2022 2:41:49 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Good Afternoon
I am writing ask your in support of allowing this development to proceed. I would have preferred that some funding
was guaranteed from AHS. It appears that AHS have not been interested at this point. However if land has been
designated negotiations can begin. Please vote to pass this development. If you do not, then the task falls to you to
push very hard for AHS to improved palliative care with the present facilities. This will be a long expensive
process. Palliative Care is badly needed to bring our local health services up to a level that can serve us as well as
surrounding communities.
Thanks for listening
Mary Shearer
Canmore
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To:
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Date:

Michey
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore
May 17, 2022 10:33:57 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
As a nurse in the community with an interest in seeing a hospice developed
within the Bow Valley I would like to share my opinion on this proposed
development. Though there is a need for a dedicated palliative care space I
do not believe that in order to do this we need to sacrifice our other values
as a community. We strive to live a life in as little conflict with our wild
neighbours as possible and to give them space to thrive. There was a
reason this wildlife patch was designated and as other development in town
is on records pace with a high percentage of growth of population and
visitors this seems more essential than ever. This is not the only area that a
hospice can be built. Without provincial by-in to the establishment and
running of a hospice this is not the right time or place.
Please do no support the 800 Canmore proposal. Let us continue the
environmental protection and leadership we are pledged to fight for in this
community.
Sincerely,
Michelle Skinner, RN

May 17, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support from a long time Canmore resident for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application
and its support of the proposed Palliative Care Hospice development. I have watched Canmore grow
and mature over the last 20 plus years and have chosen to live out the end my remaining years in
Canmore. To that end, I recognize the need for and support of end of life services within our growing
community.
The community of Canmore has also recognized this need. The generous donation of property for the
new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an
exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the development of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint on
the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number of
houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that move through
that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by the
opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but under
the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there is
provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the
extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to
grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this opportunity
provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important includes the Stoney
Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve the
800- 3rd Ave application. Thank you for giving this your serious consideration..

Sincerely,

Monica Sloan
Canmore, AB

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Cyndi Smith
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca
support for South Canmore residential & hospice development proposal
May 15, 2022 12:15:26 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
I am writing to express my support for the South Canmore development application that includes a
hospice and residences. While it is a large, private property the proposed donation of land for the
hospice will have a large benefit to the residents of Canmore, with minimal social and environmental
costs. Besides providing end-of-life care to Bow Valley residents, the hospice would also provide
high-quality long-term jobs.
While there are rightful concerns that the town needs more affordable housing, rather than more
private homes, trying to force affordable housing onto this development would mean a massive
increase in the number and size of the units and significant increased impact on the local
environment. While I would normally support smaller homes, if these truly do have “accessory
dwellings” that will be rented to locals that would be a mitigating factor. The EIS should guide the
appropriate site selection for all buildings on the parcel.
The presence of this development may actually decrease the amount of human activity in this area,
as walkers realize that it is private, not public, property. It is not a pristine area, being bounded by
Spring Creek Village and private homes, as well as by the Wastewater Treatment Facility and a
private ranch on the other side. Other than during the construction phase, I expect there would be
little long-term impact on the elk that frequent the area. Nearly 90% of the land will be kept in its
natural state, including the sensitive wetland and riparian areas.
This development would align the Future Development District with the declared Local Habitat
Patch. Changes to the growth boundary are made on a site-by-site basis and would not set a
precedent for other development. Living in Canmore is full of trade-offs, between the built
environment and the natural environment that has drawn many of us to live and recreate here … I
think this development has considered those trade-offs and I support making changes to the growth
boundary to accommodate it.
Sincerely,
Cyndi Smith
Canmore, AB

Virus-free. www.avast.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Smith
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 2:37:47 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Smith

Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fortitudine
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 proposal
May 20, 2022 9:28:29 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
Please do not approve the 800 Canmore proposal. We can’t keep endlessly building on wildlife corridors. I cannot
see what added value six mansions on huge acreage will bring to a town that is squeezed for affordable housing. The
optics are terrible. And I find it to be verging on outrageous that the developer can assuage their conscience by
offering a very small percentage of the proposed development for a hospice.
Most critically, we now have to deal with the LPRT decision. Thousands of Canmore residents are angry about that
reversal and ready to support an appeal. If you approve Canmore 800 you lose credibility in fighting the TSMV
decree.
If you cannot see clearly to rejecting Canmore 800, I urge you to postpone any discussion until the LPRT/TSMV
issue is resolved to the satisfaction of Canmore Council and residents.
Thank you.
Hope Smith

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kari Smith
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 5:45:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws. I am not in support of the 800 Canmore
proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of
the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES),
the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife
corridors is concerning. I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall
proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in
the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate
emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs. I am also concerned that accommodating such a
development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal
rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in
the wrong location. The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for
us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant
to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Kari Smith
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Reno Sommerhalder
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore
May 16, 2022 3:59:17 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
May 16, 2022
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. There is in fact only 1 Canmore and only 1
Bow Valley and this large scale project would endanger the integrity and ecological health of
both.
During the TSMV hearings, the great majority of citizens of this valley have clearly spoken
out against any such new proposals, especially when considering the impacts on the already
compromised wildlife corridors.
At the moment and for the foreseeable future we will not be in a position to make any such
significant decisions that will potentially further disrupt ecological health in the valley and the
greater region, as we lack any clear baseline information on the stress threshholds of sensitive
species such as grizzly bear, lynx, wolverine and wolf.
I would therefore go even further then to simply say no to this 800 Canmore proposal. I
suggest that a moratoruim on all other future development proposals is put into place until we
have all necessary data in hand to make the right call for the valley as a functioning ecosystem and not only for us humans.
I appreciate your efforts in being a voice not only for us two legged citizens but also for the
silent four legged ones!
best wishes
Reno Sommerhalder

  

Reno Sommerhalder
Banff, AB,

Canada

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Helen Sovdat
Shared.MunicipalClerk
No to development in Habitat Patch
May 16, 2022 10:17:44 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Helen Sovdat

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

bonappetit
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 7:18:04 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Jane Spentzos

Sent from my Galaxy

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ernst stalder
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 18, 2022 10:19:16 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
[Insert your name here] Ernst stalder

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Larry Stanier
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore
May 16, 2022 3:23:41 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
To whom it may concern
Please say no to 800 Canmore. Of course a hospice is a nice idea on paper but in this case it is simply a bone they
are throwing to hopefully entice us to allow the building of the private mansions in a wildlife corridor and on a flood
plain.
AHS has no funding in place for this hospice so it will likely end up as a for profit hospice for wealthy people or
another terribly run hospice for profit.
Thank you for your time and I hope you err on the side of caution and on the side of our already very whittled down
wildfire corridors
Larry Stanier
Canmore, AB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Andrew Stephens
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Support for Canmore Hospice and South Canmore Development Application
May 11, 2022 11:35:51 AM
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

May 11, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillor McCallum, Councillor Hilstead, Councillor Mah, Councillor Graham,
Councillor Marra and Councillor Foubert,
Subject: Support for Canmore Hospice and South Canmore Development Application
I am writing to indicate my strong support for the proposed Canmore Hospice which is part of the
South Canmore Development (800 3rd Avenue) application. I support this development because
Canmore and the Bow Valley with its aging population needs the hospice beds and enhanced
palliative care programs. The proposed development allows for that amazing capability to be built
here effectively and efficiently.
I have had a residence in Canmore since 2011 and became a permanent resident in 2020. My wife
was diagnosed with cancer in 2012 and for her, being able to spend time here in Canmore during her
convalescence was instrumental in maintaining her quality of life. She had to spend her last few
weeks in Calgary and passed away in August of 2014, but she is buried here in the Town of Canmore
Cemetery as she so loved her life out here, and it was so good for her and for us as a family to be
here.
Seeing the difference her time in Canmore made to her quality of life during her final months is what
makes me such an ardent supporter for the proposed Canmore Hospice. I can’t imagine how difficult
it must be for Canmore and Bow Valley residents and their families as they approach the end of their
life to have to be uprooted because quality local options aren’t available. Having the Canmore
Hospice and the enhanced palliative care capabilities will allow Bow Valley residents who need end
of life care to die with dignity, caring and compassion, and will make their final days along with those
of their family and friends infinitely better. Imagine the last days of your loved ones, and think about
the impact a local exceptional facility would have on their last few weeks and your time with them.
With its universal access, what is being proposed here for Canmore will make a world of difference
for everyone who needs it.
I understand the challenges that Council face in deciding what’s best for Canmore’s future and how
there are often conflicting principles. However, this development is an excellent use of lands that are
already approved for ‘future development’: delivering significant societal benefits; low density
utilization; and negligible environmental impacts. It also frees up premium space in the Canmore and
Banff hospitals to provide additional health care capacity as our community grows.
“Canmore is a resilient and vibrant community socially, economically, and environmentally. Its
strength is in its resourceful and engaged citizens, who thrive together on the strength of the
community’s heritage, long term commitment to the diversity of its people, and health of the
mountain landscape.” This is Canmore’s vision, and the hospice will support resiliency, help Canmore
be vibrant, enhance community engagement and demonstrate its long-term commitment to the
diversity of its people, all with minimal environmental impact.
I have committed substantial financial support to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley to help
them realize their vision, and I encourage you to give this development your serious consideration
and support, as I can’t imagine another project aligning so well with the vision of Canmore.  

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nora Storey
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 11:43:41 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Eleanora and Tom Storey
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Toivo Taal
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 20, 2022 4:05:17 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is
likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire
development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological
consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our
stressed network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
The hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal and a 6 bed hospice is
likely to be of little benefit in a the coming decade(s) when the aging "baby boomer"
population reaches "senior citizen age" which will likely lead to increasing stress of
the health care system. Moving the Canmore Urban Growth Boundary will simply
lead to more development within the already limited South Canmore Wildlife Patch.
The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts to bring a hospice to our
community are laudable, but 800 Canmore should not proceed at its proposed
location.
Currently there are a number of housing projects on the go these should be
completed to ascertain the cumulative effects of these current projects. The
community is also in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an
already stressed wildlife coexistence needs. But again, .... extending the Boundary
will primarily further limit wildlife movement within the Canmore area.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit” that’s
required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent
with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership
you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Toivo Taal

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jltafel
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Objection to 800 Canmore Lands
May 16, 2022 4:29:49 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor & Council,
We would like to formally reject any development in 800 Canmore Lands.
We object to any change in Urban Growth Boundary. No to any development in a Habitat
Patch.
Please address the ample AHS land adjacent to Canmore Hospital for Hospice location.
Sincerely,
Jan & Hugh Tafel
Canmore

Sent from my Bell Samsung device over Canada's largest network.

Jennifer and Tony Teare
May 19, 2022

Canmore, Ab

Town of Canmore
To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

Please consider this letter an indication of our support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the
public hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land generously donated to the Palliative Care Society of the
Bow Valley (PCSBV). The donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and
operation of a much-needed hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice the
natural environment and a beautiful setting makes for peaceful surroundings for an end of life
environment.
This element of care is desperately needed in the Canmore and Bow Valley area and without the
hospice, the families of patients who require this care will face difficult choices between driving to be
near their loved ones in distant locations and trying to manage without the professional help in this
difficult end of life journey. The hospice will also provide respite care for those palliative patients at
home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run out of the facility.
We understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate
this development however we ask you to consider exceptional community benefits the project delivers
including future employment opportunities, sustained long term connection of residents with their
community, the opportunity for Canmore to become a leader in taking care of its valued citizens in their
end-of-life journeys.
We believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the
other residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
We feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community and encourage the Town of
Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.
Please do not be short sighted in this important decision for our future.

Yours sincerely

Jennifer and Tony Teare

May 18, 2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the proposed
Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of
Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the development
of the Hospice to proceed.
I understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small footprint on
the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the limited number of
houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the wildlife that move through
that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by the
opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
I recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary, but under
the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016, there is
provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four requirements for the
extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the Council utilizing its authority to
grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this opportunity
provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important includes the Stoney
Nakoda First Nations Morley.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and approve the
800- 3rd Ave application.

Sincerely,

Mary A Tidlund

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DIANE TRAVERS
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Palliative Care Hospice
May 19, 2022 3:40:40 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Please add my name to the petition IN FAVOUR OF the building of a hospice for the Palliative Care Society.
Thank You. Diane. Travers.
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Tulip
Shared.MunicipalClerk; lori@larkspurgroup.ca
800 3rd Ave Lands
May 17, 2022 8:05:11 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
May 4, 2022
Mayor Krausert
Councillor McCallum
Councillor Hilstead
Councillor Mah
Councillor Graham
Councillor Marra
Councillor Foubert

Dear Mayor and Council,
We are pleased to support the application for 800 – 3rd Avenue. We represent a broad cross section
of our community who are supportive of the proposed Concept. This application is less intrusive,
more focused on a true balance between environmental stewardship and the built form and has the
potential to act as a transition zone from the highly dense Spring Creek Mountain Village to the
natural areas beyond the Town of Canmore’s facilities. We encourage you to approve the application
for 800 – 3rd Avenue.
The Concept proposes to make a different use of a large, private land holding to benefit the
community by way of a philanthropic land gift (2 acres) for a new Palliative Care Hospice. We know
that as Canmore grows there will be an increasing need for end‐of‐life care in the community. We
believe that this land is the perfect location and is ideally suited for the Bow Valley Hospice. This
donation to the Palliative Care Society will also reduce the burden of fundraising and will provide a
site in proximity to the Town amenities that would otherwise not be available.
The Concept proposes a very modest residential development. We understand that the landowners
will build their own home and provide an additional five homes sites. These additional home sites
will support the larger infrastructure costs for servicing the entire site including the Hospice parcel
and any costs associated with planned environmental offsetting. We also understand that the
sensitive and thoughtful selection of building locations and the reduced amount of development
were guided and shaped by the outcomes, findings, and recommendation of the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). We need more developments like this in Canmore.
The authors of the EIS report and the “third party” who reviewed the report, concluded through the
EIS that the proposed Concept will have a small impact on a very small, concentrated portion of the
site at the northern periphery of the parcel. In fact, the EIS concluded that the project is anticipated
to result in a net positive benefit once offsetting is complete. It is clear to us that the proposed
Concept represents the coordinated efforts and work of Registered Professional Biologists,

Engineers, Planners and Architects. In addition to maintaining eighty‐nine (89) percent of the total
land in a natural state, we understand that the landowners also propose to preserve the most
sensitive portions of the land as an Environmental Reserve Easement.
The application will require several changes to existing planning documents including the expansion
of the Urban Growth Boundary. The application provides long‐term exceptional community benefit
to the Town of Canmore. The Proposed Concept meets all the requirements for an adjustment to
the Growth Boundary in the following ways:
·         Provides for a donation of serviced land to build a much needed palliative care hospice
in the Bow Valley filling a significant gap in the community for end‐of‐life care. The provision
of the Hospice is considered an exceptional community benefit.
·         Achieves a very high positive score on the Town’s own Sustainability Screening Report
or SSR – a score of +240 has been achieved most developments fall within the 0.1 to 5.0
range.
·         Connects to municipal infrastructure in a responsible way at the owner’s cost.
·         Ensures a low to negligible effect on the environment and in fact, results in a net
positive benefit after offsetting.
·         Maintains 89 percent of the land in its natural state.
Some in our community believe that extending the Growth Boundary will set a precedent for other
developments to come. However, we know that members of Council must look at each application
individually on its own merit and cannot make a decision on one property based on past decisions or
the anticipation of other future potential applications. Ultimately, the application supports property
rights to develop while minimizing the impact on the environment.
The proposed Concept brings clarity and certainty of land use to this large, undeveloped tract of
private land after over 30 years of significant development aspirations. We support this
development for all the reasons mentioned above and we urge Council to do the same by approving
the application for 800 – 3rd Avenue in Canmore.
Sincerely,
John and Jennifer Tulip
Canmore

May 19, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

This is a letter of support for the 800 – 3rd Ave land application.

The application has shown that there is limited environmental impact to both the land and the wildlife.
It has a small footprint, and it will limit any future development of this parcel of land.
The donation of land to the Palliative Care Society for the building of a combined day centre and hospice
will provide Canmore with exceptional benefits to the community. It will allow those who need support
because of a life limiting condition and then need end of life care, to stay close to home, which is a huge
benefit. Also, the location close to the Canmore’s downtown area, is important from a transportation
perspective.
I understand there will need to be changes to the urban growth boundary and the land will need to be
subdivided, but the generosity of the land donation and the related benefit to the palliative care society
and their dream to build a combined day centre and hospice for everyone’s use, far outweigh these
regulatory changes.

I support the application and request your support as well.

Sincerely
Bridget Tweeddale

To Mayor S.Krausert, and Councillors T. Foubert, W. Graham, J. Hilstad, J. Mah, K. Marra, and J.McCallum
I am writing in support of the Bylaw amendments, 2022-09 and 2022-10 currently before Council. While I am a
member of the Board of the Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley, and hope to be able to speak to the
palliative care issues at the Public Hearing, this letter is written simply from the perspective of a permanent
resident of Canmore unfamiliar with the intricacies of Town Bylaws and planning issues.
Although I am on the Board of the Palliative Care Society, I was not at all involved in the discussions between the
Society and the owners, nor in any of the negotiations between them and the Town Planners. I only knew that a
generous land donation had been been offered to us, and that the Society was working with the owners and the
Town to try and achieve the necessary Bylaw changes that were required to bring the project to fruition.
To that end I looked up the conditions that needed to be met to allow a change to the urban growth boundary, and
thought them to be fair and reasonable. Then, when the owners released their website, I was impressed that this
was an application for development like no other I remember since we came to Canmore 13 years ago. This
seemed to me to be a good example of responsible development, carefully prepared with the environmental and
community issues clearly in mind. For a developer to minimize proposed construction, to desire simply to cover
costs, not make a profit, and to actually promise to enhance the environment on the large undeveloped part of the
property is most unusual. From the material presented on the website, and in their webinars, it seemed to me
that the owners had fully met the requirements for changing the urban growth boundary, and that the
environmental risks of the project were negligible. At subsequent informal discussions with others I found I was
not alone in my conclusions, and I had heard no opposing viewpoints on the project until the Council met for the
first reading.
Some councillors seem unconvinced that the provision of enhanced palliative and end of life care is a valuable
community benefit, though the evidence to the contrary (some of which I plan to present in my verbal
presentation) is overwhelming. To reject this proposal on that basis would be very much against the overall good,
not only of Canmore itself, but of all the residents of the Bow Valley, from the First Nations of Morley through to
those living in Lake Louise. Councillors are obviously entitled to their opinions, but I would urge all council
members to be sure that they properly investigate the objectives and work of the Palliative Care Society of the
Bow Valley before concluding that this project should be rejected based on a presumed absence of community
benefit.
On the environmental side, at the first reading, Council seemed to be focussing on the cumulative effect of small
changes to the environment. This is clearly an important issue, but the reality is that nothing we do as human
beings is without environmental consequences, as witnessed by climate change, environmental pollution, and
plastic waste, to name but three examples. Furthermore, we live in a culture that sees growth as the ultimate
good, and this makes progressive environmental changes in our community inevitable. Unless all development in
the community is to immediately cease, further damage to the local environment is unavoidable. The questions
then become, how do we assess and avoid changes that are obviously too destructive, and how do we minimize
and mitigate any potential damage to the environment? From all that I have heard so far, the incremental risk to
wildlife from this proposed development is indeed negligible. Furthermore, the owners have carefully considered
ways to enhance the environment to try and offset the damages that even their minimal proposed development
will cause. This is an attitude and approach that should be strongly encouraged by Council, not simply rejected
out of hand.
I recognize that not everything in this (or any) proposal at this stage meets all the terms and conditions that
Council has to consider in making a decision, but I am sure that negotiation with the owners could resolve the
outstanding issues. However, even if I were not at all involved with the Palliative Care Society, I would still
strongly support this proposal and hope that Council will see fit to do the same.
Sincerely

Martin Tweeddale
Canmore

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Glenn Vincent
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 19, 2022 7:47:31 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
[Insert your name here]
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Glenda Waddingham
Shared.MunicipalClerk
fd@pcsbv.ca
Hospice - letter of support
May 14, 2022 7:54:35 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
May 15, 2022
Mayor Krausert,
Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Mah, Marra , Hilstad, McCallum
Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Ave.) at the Public
Hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low density
development which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley.
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCBSV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surroundings and accessible location.
Without a hospice, those requiring hospice care must leave their community and their families must
travel long distances to be near their loved ones. The hospice will also provide respite care for those
patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will also operate from the
facility.
To alter the urban growth boundary, one parameter is that the proposal provide exceptional
community benefit. This proposal clearly fulfils this requirement. The benefits extend to the whole
Bow Valley.
As well as the compassionate care provided at the hospice, this project has low impact on the
environment and curtails further development on this land. New jobs will be created and thanks to
a very generous donation by the land owners, a fully serviced site connected to the town’s existing
utility system will be provided.
I urge to the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed facility.
Thank you for your attention.
Yours truly,
Glenda Waddingham
Canmore

May 17,2022

Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Re: Letter of Support for Canmore Hospice and 800 3rd Ave Land Application

Dear Mayor Krausert and Councillors,
This is a letter of support for 800 3rd Ave Canmore land application and its support of the
proposed Palliative Care Hospice development.
The generous donation of property for the new facility is a wonderful bonus to the community of
Canmore. A gift of this magnitude is an exceptional act of philanthropy and will enable the
development of the Hospice to proceed.
We understand that the impact to the environment is limited and the buildings will be a small
footprint on the land which is currently zoned for future development. This proposal, with the
limited number of houses and the Palliative Care Hospice, will create a nice environment for the
wildlife that move through that area.
The location of this parcel of land provides a perfect setting for a hospice, as it is quiet and has
expansive views. I live in Canmore to enjoy the mountains and quality of life and am inspired by
the opportunity to end my days in a such a beautiful location.
We recognize that this application will require a slight expansion of the urban growth boundary,
but under the town’s own rules written in Section 2.1.5 of the Municipal Development Plan 2016,
there is provision for such expansion. I see that the 800-3rd application does fulfill the four
requirements for the extension of the urban growth boundary. Therefore, I fully support the
Council utilizing its authority to grant this rare exception.
As the Bow Valley grows and the population ages, the need for a hospice grows. I feel this
opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the whole community, and equally important
includes the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley.
We encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility and
approve the 800- 3rd Ave application.
The Bow Valley community has developed excellent resources supporting needs for palliative
care patients. There are some limitations for provision of diverse care needs and believe it is
timely the PCSBV is situated to proceed in the process of expanding & building a Hospice Care
House in Canmore.
I endorse and request the full support of the Town of Canmore to accept and approve the 8003rd Ave application.
Sincerely,
Linda Walsh

May 19, 2022
Mayor Krausert, Councillors Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, McCallum
Re: Letter of Support for Canmore Hospice and 800 3rd Ave Land Application (Bylaw
Amendments 2022-9 and 2022-10)
I am writing in support of this land application and specifically in support of the establishment of
a residential hospice facility on this parcel of land in Canmore.
While I am not a Canmore or Bow Valley resident, I grew up in Calgary and had the good
fortune to spend almost every weekend in my childhood and youth in the 60’s and 70’s at my
family’s primitive cabin at Lac des Arcs. Each Sunday we travelled either to Canmore or
Exshaw for Sunday church service and other activities in town. I continue to have a strong
affinity for Canmore and have visited many times over the years. I currently live in Foothills
County, just north of Okotoks.
I have been a specialist palliative care physician for the past 25 years, after an initial 10 years
as a rural family physician. Most of my clinical palliative care work has been to care for people
in their homes and in hospices. I had the privilege of leading a volunteer community
organization in the visioning, funding, construction and commissioning of the Foothills Country
Hospice, serving as a Founding Board member, Board Chair and President for a number of
years, and its initial Medical Director. This unique rural residential hospice near Okotoks, AB
opened its doors in 2008 and continues to provide a critically important service.
I wish to make several points in this support letter, and will expand on some of them in my oral
presentation during the May 24, 2022 Public Hearing.
1. Having been intimately involved in the experience of many patients and families undergoing a
life-limiting illness or near the end of life I have learned about the care gaps that people fall into
as progressive illness creates potential crises. As patients and families do their best to cope
with the uncertainties of progressive and devastating illness, daily life can become a fragile
experience. An encompassing, wrap-around service that helps with social needs,
medical/nursing support, addresses urgent symptom issues, anticipates challenges and offers
bereavement support is required to enable people to live as well as they can while facing the
end of their life. Those services also help prevent or mitigate symptom and care crises that crop
up, so that people don’t land in emergency departments, or hospital or have to travel to distant
locations for specialized care.
2. A community serves this population ideally when palliative care expertise and services exist
in the four pillar settings of home care, hospice, long term care and acute care hospital. Those
options help us to meet all patient and family’s needs best, and provide choice of location for
both the living journey and as death approaches. There are many symptom management and
family issues that arise as disease complexity creates havoc with peoples’ bodies, their
functioning and sometimes their relationships. Often those issues need to be addressed by
experienced experts from many disciplines, coalesced into a service location that focuses on
the unique needs of this patient and family population. Hospice provides that. This set of care
options should be available in your community – and not only for residents of large cities.
3. The Calgary Zone of Alberta Health Services is recognized as having an outstanding crosssectoral palliative care and end of life program, including perhaps the highest proportion of

residential hospice beds per 100,000 population in the country. These hospices all work
together to benefit patients and their families, despite some of them being governed
independently. They are nationally accredited and all provide excellent care. It is my
understanding that the PCSBV is philosophically aligned with the notion of being part of this
group, in service of excellence and high-quality standards. Community members, leaders,
funders, and government should expect no less. Alberta Health Services’ Palliative and End of
Life Care administrative team will undoubtedly require this contractually. I can only say how
fortunate for Canmore and nearby communities to have such strong, experienced partners.
4. In the development of the Foothills Country Hospice, we learned that there is a preferred
sequence for advocacy, approvals, development and operational funding commitments. The
PCSBV have already done a remarkable job engaging the community, understanding the
needs, and developing early community outreach programs to assist citizens. Being offered this
generous land donation is a key step that will obviously reduce the amount of donor funds
required to bring the hospice to fruition. Importantly, it also signals to other donors, to civic
leaders, and to AHS and government, that this is tangible, rather than simply a nice concept.
But the window for all these things to successfully come together is narrow. The offer of this
land donation is the critical step that needs to be successfully navigated now in order for all the
next required pieces to fall into place, including potential operational funding from AHS. I
cannot imagine that such an offer of land comes along frequently. While there is currently
heightened government interest in supporting enhanced palliative end of life care in this
province (and nationally), any community that has so much in place needs to act quickly.
Decisions regarding the deployment of limited funding envelopes are difficult amongst many
competing priorities. Not dissimilar to the concept of government providing grants for the
construction of “shovel-ready” projects, I would suggest that the PCSBV’s work and now this
donation of land put Canmore in an advantageous position to be a preferred recipient when
operational funding becomes available. I urge Canmore Municipal Council to not allow this
opportunity to pass it by.
5. Residential hospices and the programming that emanates from the facility become part of
the community in many ways. I will emphasize one - Strong volunteer programs help the people
we serve, but also bring many community members into the circle of care and support. So too
can connections with local service organizations, faith-based groups, and schools. What an
opportunity for youth and adults to better understand frailty, vulnerability, and the enrichment of
witnessing people actually flourishing in important ways as they approach the time of their death
– all this helps push away fears and myths around illness and dying. I want that for my
community and my family. I hope you do as well.

Kind regards,
Eric Wasylenko MD CCFP (PC) MSc (bioethics)
Clinical Associate Professor, Division of Palliative Medicine, Department of Oncology, Cumming
School of Medicine, University of Calgary
Associate Clinical Professor, John Dossetor Health Ethics Centre, University of Alberta

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brad Watson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 18, 2022 8:32:58 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Brad Watson

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Merrill Wattie
Sean Krausert; Council
Project 800
May 16, 2022 6:05:54 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Council
Please register my opposition to the above project, outside the urban boundary and in a
critical wildlife area.
Thank you
Merrill Wattie
Canmore

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore proposal
May 17, 2022 7:03:38 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councillors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
We are not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal.
The major two items that stick out like a sore thumb to us on this proposal are
1. That we are removing land from the Habitat Patch that will never be regained for the
existing wildlife and;
2. That the land needs to be raised (filled) in almost 2 metres as it is the lowest spot in
Canmore for the 100 year flood plain. (land should not be developed at all….ever)
These are major items to change for only 6 large homes and a hospice that seems to be
‘thrown in’ to placate the public.

The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far
outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat
Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches and
wildlife corridors is concerning.
We also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to
accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not
what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an
already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community benefit”
that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be
incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and the
environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic
plan.
Sincerely,
Colin Weldon & Elizabeth Turnbull
Soon to be year around residents in Spring Creek (Arnica)

May 16, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

This is a letter of support for the 800 – 3rd Ave land application.

The application has shown that there is limited environmental impact to both the land and the wildlife.
It has a small footprint, and it will limit any future development of this parcel of land.
The donation of land to the Palliative Care Society for the building of a hospice will provide Canmore
with exceptional benefits to the community. It will allow families to stay close to home, during one’s
end-of-life journey, which is a huge benefit. Also, the location close to the Canmore’s downtown area, is
important from a transportation perspective.
I understand there will need to be changes to the urban growth boundary and the land will need to be
subdivided, but the generosity of the land donation and the related benefit to the palliative care society
and their dream to build a hospice for everyone’s use, far outweigh these regulatory changes.

I have spent ten years volunteering at a hospice and have seen firsthand the support and love provided
for a person’s end of life journey. A hospice provides a place of comfort and safety for all the family
members during a very difficult time.

I support the application and request your support as well.

Best regards,

Jennifer Whelan

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Graeme Williams
Shared.MunicipalClerk
No to 800 Canmore Proposal
May 17, 2022 2:39:40 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councillors,
I question the point anymore of writing in favour or opposition to these kinds
of developments. When the appellant, unsatisfied with the democratic
decision, can just run to a friendly, politically appointed and motivated
appeal panel and have the decision overturned. This is what these
developers want though, the less public opposition and scrutiny of their
plans the quicker they can turn a profit at the expense of democracy and
even more sadly the precious environment.
So thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed
bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing

so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Graeme

May 9, 2022
Michael & Tanis Williams
Canmore, Alberta

Municipal Clerk
Town of Canmore
Delivered Via Email: municipal.clerk@canmore.ca

Re:

800 3rd Avenue - Public Hearing Submission May 24th, 2022

To Whom It May Concern:
We are writing as residents of 3rd Avenue in South Canmore with respect to the
proposed Municipal Development Plan amendments noted above.
As long-term Canmore residents that will be directly affected by these proposed
amendments and possible future developments on these lands, we do have
several concerns, apart from multi-year construction activity.
One significant concern would be the impact on the environment, wildlife and
ecosystem. The Bow Corridor Ecosystem Advisory Group has designated this
area a Local Habitat Patch for a reason. As homeowners in South Canmore for
over 10 years, we are certain there will be a significant negative impact on the
wildlife who, year after year, use these lands for food, rest and water.
Another area of concern is the increase in traffic flow throughout our community
where many young families reside. The modest proposed residential community
of six homes is not of notable concern but, a business such as the proposed
palliative care centre and possible staff accommodation would obviously increase
our local traffic significantly. In this regard, I would like to see a traffic study
completed to get a better idea on how our neighbourhood will be impacted.
Further, we have also heard suggestions that 3rd Avenue may act as a transition
zone to Spring Creek Mountain Village should an access road and bridge be built
for access to the two proposed residential properties across Spring Creek. This
only adds to our concern over the increase in traffic flow.
We cannot currently support the approval of the proposed Municipal Development
Plan amendments without the Town/land owners providing further information and
studies on the possible impact this proposed development could have on our
residential community and local wildlife.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Briony Williamson
Shared.MunicipalClerk
800 Canmore Proposal
May 16, 2022 11:20:22 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits
of what is likely to be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the
costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch.
According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects
of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the
overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth
Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore
Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis,
a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken
our stance in the ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn’t their Smith
Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban
Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley’s efforts
to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is
clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn’t meet the MDP test of “community
benefit” that’s required for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing
so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect,
and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your
recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Briony Williamson

WM Wilson ~

~ Canmore, AB

20 May 2022

Dear Mayor and Councilors,
I am writing with regard to the 800 Canmore development proposal. I do not support the 800
Canmore development proposal for two reasons.
First, the development is in the S. Canmore Habitat Patch. Second, the development would
mostly outside of our Urban Growth Boundary. Neither compromising more of Canmore’s
wildlife habitat and going outside of our growth boundary make any sense. I recall the debates
concerning aspects of 3 sister’s proposed development turned on these very same points. Why
would we change our tune here?
I am sympathetic to the need for a hospice and appreciate the developer’s offer of a piece of land
for such, but this seems a small benefit given the potential losses to the town.
Given these issues and your demonstrated commitment to sustainable, environmentally sensitive
growth, I urge you to reject the 800 Canmore development proposal. Thank you for your
consideration.
Thank you,

Warren M. Wilson

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cidnee Wind
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Palliative Care Proposal for a Hospice in Canmore
May 15, 2022 11:32:41 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
To the Mayor and Council:
The Palliative Care Society has been working for a number of years to bring palliative support to Canmore
residents. They now have a strong plan for a hospice which will be a huge benefit to the citizens of Canmore.
Having recently lost my mother, who died in her senior’s facility and not in a hospice, I can give personal testimony
to the difference between her last day days and those of my friend who died in a hospice. Their experiences, even
with the kind care of the staff at her residence, were the difference between night and day. I cannot understand how
you would turn down this proposal that has been well thought out and managed and will benefit the citizens of
Canmore, without you having to do that work. It has been done for you.
We add our names to the many other Canmore citizens who are petitioning you regarding this proposal.
Cidnee and Henk Wind
Residents since 1995
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erin Winter-Krohe
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 12:50:40 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Erin Winter-Krohe

May 16, 2022

To: Mayor Krausert, Councillors: Foubert, Graham, Hilstad, Mah, Marra, and McCallum

Please accept and consider this letter of support for the land application (800 3rd Avenue) at the public
hearing on May 24, 2022. The application is for an environmentally sustainable, low-density
development, which includes a parcel of land to be donated to the Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley (PCSBV).
The generous donation of a parcel of land to the PCSBV will facilitate the building and operation of a
hospice in Canmore. This land parcel is ideally suited to a hospice with preservation of the natural
environment, a beautiful setting, peaceful surroundings and accessible location.
Without the hospice, the families of patients who require hospice care will face difficult hours of driving
to be near their loved ones as the life journey comes to an end. The hospice will also provide respite
care for those palliative patients at home, and their caregivers. Palliative care day programs will be run
out of the facility.
I understand changes to several Town’s planning documents will need to be made to accommodate this
development including an expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary. One such requirement is that the
proposal provides exceptional community benefits.
I believe that the hospice will provide great community benefits to the people of Canmore and the other
residents of the Bow Valley, including our neighbors the Stoney Nakoda First Nations Morley. In addition
to the compassionate care provided by a local hospice, this proposal has:
1. a low impact on the environment,
2. curtails future growth on this land,
3. creates new jobs,
4. and thanks to a very generous donation, will provide the Palliative Care Society a fully serviced
lot that connects into the existing town utilities; and
5. there will also be a significant opportunity for the town to become a leader in the delivery of
palliative care to Canmore’s growing and aging population.
I feel this opportunity provides an exceptional benefit to the community.
I encourage the Town of Canmore to fully support this much needed community facility.

Yours truly,

Kristy Wolfe

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Wood
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 16, 2022 11:20:51 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to be a private 6-bed
hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to
your own biological consultant (MSES), the cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed
network of habitat patches and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal. Most of it (90%) is
about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate homes in the South Canmore Wildlife
Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed
wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the ongoing legal attacks
from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the same reason (outside our Urban Growth
Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are
laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required for us to move our
Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger values our MDP is meant to protect, and
the environmental leadership you confirmed as a Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Jeff Wood
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Young
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Julie Hamilton
Moving growth boundary for development of palliative care treatment centre
May 18, 2022 11:45:44 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Attention: Mayor Krausert and Councillors McCallum,Mah,Graham,Marra and Foubert
Dear Mr. Mayor and Councillors
The development proposal by the landowner of 20 acres down stream from the Spring Creek development is unique
and unparallelled in the evolution of Canmore. 90% of the land will remain in its natural state. A portion of the land
will be donated for the establishment of a palliative care centre for the benefit of all residents of the Bow Valley.
This green space is something to be treasured as is a public palliative care centre funded entirely by private
donations. This proposal is not about making money. It’s about making our community better.
The usual development considerations of density, affordability and others should not apply here as most of the land
will remain untouched.
Outside of Edmonton and Calgary there is essentially no place for terminally Ill patients other than in a hospital.
Support for loved ones is limited. This is a once in a lifetime opportunity for Canmore to be recognized as a
compassionate community for its leadership in palliative care.
We all deserve the dignity of leaving this world from the place we chose to live. Please give us this chance.
Regards
Eric Young QC
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Iris Zhou
Shared.MunicipalClerk
Opposition to 800 Canmore (Bylaws 2022-9 and 2022-10)
May 17, 2022 3:15:27 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and Councilors,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above proposed bylaws.
I am not in support of the 800 Canmore proposal. The community benefits of what is likely to
be a private 6-bed hospice are far outweighed by the costs of the entire development to the
South Canmore Habitat Patch. According to your own biological consultant (MSES), the
cumulative effects of this proposed development on our stressed network of habitat patches
and wildlife corridors is concerning.
I also urge you to consider that the hospice is only a small part (10%) of the overall proposal.
Most of it (90%) is about moving our Urban Growth Boundary to accommodate 6 large estate
homes in the South Canmore Wildlife Patch. This is not what a community in an affordable
housing crisis, a climate emergency, and an already stressed wildlife coexistence needs.
I am also concerned that accommodating such a development will weaken our stance in the
ongoing legal attacks from TSMV. Wasn't their Smith Creek proposal rejected for much the
same reason (outside our Urban Growth Boundary)? The Palliative Care Society of the Bow
Valley's efforts to bring a hospice to our community are laudable, but 800 Canmore is clearly
the wrong partner in the wrong location.
The 800 Canmore proposal doesn't meet the MDP test of "community benefit" that's required
for us to move our Urban Growth Boundary. Doing so would be incongruent with the larger
values our MDP is meant to protect, and the environmental leadership you confirmed as a
Council during your recent strategic plan.
Sincerely,
Iris Zhou

