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Peter Salfner 
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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 writing to express my concern about Three Sisters Mountain Villageâ€™s latest development proposals. As I hope 
youâ€™re aware, they conflict with several guiding documents for our community, including the Municipal 
Development Plan, conservation wildlands zoning, and several bylaws. Collectively, these were put into place to protect 
the character of our community, the quality of life of its residents, and to meet our goal of coexisting with wildlife. I 
believe Town Council was elected to uphold foundational plans and bylaws like this, not to change them when a global 
health pandemic prevents meaningful community consultation and discussion. Please stay the course; this is not the 
time to rush through legacy-making decisions for an entire community in order to appease the interests of a single land 
speculator. 
By now, you certainly received countless emails detailing the specifics and I will spare you repeating the facts and will 
add a personal note. While I am not opposed to development and increase capacity for the Town of Canmore, but 
absolutely not in its current form, conflicting so gravely with established policies, guidelines and bylaws. I am expressing 
my concerns and disappointment with Town CounciI for advancing this ASP to the first reading. It should have been 
rejected upon arrival. TSMV purchased these lands knowing the town limits, knowing about undermining and how it 
these lands are not suitable for development. The Town of Canmore, You, have no obligation to even consider making 
concessions to TSMV and you have my support to say no. Stick to the Municipal Development Plan limits, protect 
wildlife corridors, leave undermined lands alone. You don't owe TSMV's shareholders and explanation or apology for 
doing so, TSMV does. You do however have an obligation to the current and future residents of Canmore:  

Any future residential development must be subject to PRIOR completion of commercial expansion - The last 20 years 
show very clearly that TSMV has no intention of meeting their commercial development proposals and it will cost the 
municipal taxpayers. Hold them accountable by PREVENTING residential development until certain commercial 
milestones have been met. TSMV is a business, they by definition have to maximize profits and have to answer to their 
shareholders. By that measure, they have to continue to ignore commercial development and push more profitable, 
residential development. The only measure Town has to 'incentivize' commercial development is by having the ability to 
prohibit TSMV from profiting off ignoring commercial development limits. Tie both together, conditionally! 

Sincerely, 

Peter Salfner 

-- Peter Salfner  
peter.salfner@gmail.com 


