
March 3, 2021 

Hugh & Jan Tafel 
1604 11 Ave 
Canmore AB 
 
To Mayor and Council, 

Re:  Opposition to Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06 

Please record our opposition to TSMV development.  These proposals are arrogant, tone deaf to wildlife 

corridor and undermining.  It is absurd that with the history of multiple bankruptcies of TSMV 

ownerships, the company would be  liable for issues arising, such as undermining, for only 10 years & 2 

years under the current liability limits. You must surely recall the 2004  Three Sisters roadway  sinkhole 

and 2010 Dyrgas Gate pathway. Canmore’s citizens certainly do and we don’t appreciate that we paid 

for that. 

In the very real and likely event that undermining occurs, the town would end being liable; (for having 

approved the development), which really means we as citizens of Canmore and thus its taxpayers, will 

end up footing the bill and resultant rise in rates. So much for keeping housing affordable….. 

There is also a significant MDP & ASP conflict as the Thunderstone Quarry is outside of our town’s 

boundary. How and why is that even in this agreement? 

The wildlife corridor should be upheld as per the original NRCB, and not moved to steep slopes. Leave 

designation Wildlife Conservation for wildlife reserve as it feeds into another underpass.  It should never 

be developed, only reclaimed.  We are an important corridor Y2Y. 

Council should demand that a percentage of commercial be completed before any new subdivision 

housing  approval, unless administration and this council are determined to see residential rates rise 

through roofs. It’s obvious to anyone paying attention, that the developer will promise the moon, but 

then never deliver on its commercial development. 20 years of broken promises is all the evidence one 

needs to know what their actions will be on this. We don’t need another 20. Enough housing with no 

supporting infrastructure to our municipal taxes. 

We highly recommend you say NO to fencing. As we have seen with Banff National Park, the cost to 

replace and maintain fencing is massive. We as residents, certainly do not want that burden. If you can 

limit legally to be handled by the residents of TSMV – maybe – but we really don’t see how you could do 

that even politically.  So, if fenced, developer must 1st give a deposit or bond to replace 100%.  It is too 

high maintenance cost!!  Who will be responsible to fund animal mitigation when outside the fencing? 

Please cite Mining the Future 2005-6 as the community defined:  connected, belonging, we have your 

back, back to basics.  Approval of this certainly does not mirror that document.  

Buyer beware is ludicrous. In this day and age of litigation, even if the Developer had insurance for 50 

years, we know exactly who will end fitting the bill.  

Lastly, this should be a no-brainer -  No to developing the undeveloped golf course….ever.  



In conclusion, it is a wonder that you as council members, do not decide to put this to a vote to all 

residents of Canmore – particularly those paying the taxes. Why burden yourself with a decision that is 

bound to be highly controversial? 

If you vote yes, it will definitely appear that you and likely key admin staff are receiving some kind of 

inducement from the developer. Why else would you vote against safeguarding wildlife corridors? 

If you vote no, then it will appear you only cater to the environmental lobby and/or perhaps the existing 

large developers and land-owners whose property values are practically guaranteed to go up if new 

development is curtailed.  

So you are damned if you and damned if you don’t.  

Our citizens are quite well-versed, intelligent and educated. Time to modernize democracy with a direct 

vote from those who will be affected, on such a huge decision.  

Sincerely, 

Jan & Hugh Tafel 

 

 


