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Ken Fierheller 
February 27, 2021 11:39 AM
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, 

II believe it is a great privilege to call Canmore home and I am particularly most grateful for how fortunate we are to be 
so close to nature and co-exist with the wildlife that lives here. 

I writing today to plead with the very few who represent the voice of our community and have so much influence on our 
future to please stop the two TSMV proposals that are so grossly out of touch with our townâ€™s values, character and 
integrity. Please say no to these two proposals.  

There is overwhelming evidence that the two TSMF proposals do not meet the current standards, bi-laws and needs of 
our community and would forever negatively change our future if passed. 

I am very proud of our townâ€™s leadership for declaring a climate emergency and I ask you now, does this 
development meet the standards to that commitment? I donâ€™t believe it does and from what I can tell it would 
greatly impact on our wildlife and environment in a negative way. 

Canmore has specific urban development boundaries and this development does not meet those standards either. 

Canmore has by-laws that are being asked to be re-zoned. (33 ha of Conservation Wildlands to urban development, also 
in the sensitive mouth of the Wind Valley (1998 Land Use Bylaw). TSMVâ€™s misrepresentation of the bylaw for a 300-
450m-wide open space setback adjacent to an otherwise too narrow wildlife corridor above the unfinished golf course 
(Sections 14.16.4.1(b) & (c) Canmore Land Use Bylaw)). This came about due to the 2002 Golder Report, which was a 
jointly commissioned study by the Town of Canmore and TSMV. This does not meet our community objectives of 
protecting wildlife diversity. 

Doubling of the number of remaining residential units allowed to be built on TSMV lands as per Bylaw 1-98, Section 
14.9.2.4. The bylaw states up to 3447 more units can be built however TSMVâ€™s plans call for 6750 more units (and 
this doesnâ€™t even include a possible 3100 additional secondary suites and 420 PAH units). 

TSMVâ€™s request to expand our Urban Growth Boundary which is meant to limit our footprint and to ensure a balance 
between nature & development, especially in a sensitive area like the mouth of the Wind Valley (1998 Municipal 
Development Plan). 

Former Mayor Ron Casey make the powerful statement recently, â€œTown Council, absolutely has the power to shut 
these proposals downâ€  and for that reason, I have faith that you can represent our townâ€™s future and vote against 
both proposals. This is not a decision that we can ever reverse and so it essential for us to shut this down and tell this 
developer to go back to the drawing board. 

I am not against development, but I am against destroying a beautiful community with the grandiosity of the scale of 
this development. 

Sincerely, 
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Ken Fierheller 

-- Ken Fierheller  
kenrobert93@hotmail.com 


