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John Borrowman; Robert Seeley; Jeffrey Hilstad; Esme Comfort; Karen Marra; Joanna 
McCallum; Vi Sandford; Council; bowvalleyengage@gmail.com; Shared.MunicipalClerk 
Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06: Opposition to TSMV ASPs

Dear Municipal Clerk, I am opposed to the Three Sisters Mountain Village proposal. I see a total disconnect between 
their proposal and the character, values, initiatives, and wishes of Canmore citizens. There is also a disregard of previous 
decisions as developed, and initiated, over the years on these lands by various Town Councils and other regulatory 
bodies. It shows a total difference of philosophy if you will. It is fine for them to propose development for the purpose 
of making a profit, that is what makes the world go round, but to propose a development so at odds with the interests 
of those who will be most affected is irresponsible. Impacts on those affected will be long lasting, enduring long after 
the developer has vanished. There are many areas of concern to me, including, but in no particular order: 

1. Doubling of Canmore's population with the effect that will have on quality of life of Canmore residents, pressure
on the infrastructure, not just in Town, but throughout the Bow Valley, to name just a couple of effects..

2. Impact on an area of significant importance to the migration, and existence, of wildlife.
3. Financial impact on the Town because it is almost a given that the commercial development proposed will not

happen to any significant degree.
4. Impact on the Town's objectives related to climate change, water resources, etc.
5. Financial and other risks associated, over the long term, with building on a previously extensively, and dynamic,

undermined area. Council may be inclined to counter with amendments, but this should be approached with
caution. Even if some are accepted by both parties, the history of the developers of these lands, and the
apparent difference in opinion(philosophy) on what is best for the citizens of Canmore and what they stand for,
is that the developer will be back on a continuing basis to seek further concessions ad infinitem. Two final points
are that I believe there has been inadequate communication, in a digestible form, from Council to residents. I
also believe the process for public input for such an impactful development is inadequate. One public hearing
opportunity, during a pandemic, on Zoom, does not measure up.

Sincerely, Bob MacDonell 

-- Bob MacDonell  
macdonel@telusplanet.net 


