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Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06: Opposition to TSMV ASPs

Dear Municipal Clerk, 

Thank you for your conducting this public input process I am strongly opposed to both TSMV proposals, as are almost all 
of the speakers and written submissions. 

I havenâ€™t watched all the proceedings, yet I note that any and all Iâ€™ve heard speaking in favour of the TSMV 
proposals stand to benefit directly, immediately, as builders or real estate managers, and that they, like TSMV's 
materials, donâ€™t speak to the real, substantial risks. 

Those many of us who are opposed do speak to the bigger picture, the community and wildlife impacts, the financial 
risks, the longer term. As they should, given that the TSMV proposals will leave a permanent legacy of damage done. 

Who benefits? And how many of us will be paying the price? How soon? and for how many decades to come? 

Iâ€™ve examined the case laid out in the TSMV proposals. Thatâ€™s a lot of reading. And I find it distinctly 
unconvincing. Good advertising, but unconvincing. It runs counter to science, counter to the precautionary principles of 
risk management, and counter to respect for the traditional uses of the land by first nations. The TSMV proposals are 
the worst type of urban sprawl on land through which wildlife and first nations peoples have moved for millenia. 

The proposed wildlife corridors have clearly been defined by politics, not by science. Average width of the corridor is not 
relevant. The minimum width is the constraint. Yet somehow there is a magical fence that will separate wildlife & 
residents, despite all evidence to the contrary. Wildlife-human conflict is not a joke. It is an expensive ongoing problem. 

There is a long-term financial burden these developments will impose on taxpayers. Assumptions in the financial models 
TSMV presented are â€˜best caseâ€™, ignoring very real risks. My municipal business development experience reflects 
the financial concerns expressed by others. There is a disturbing propensity for TSMV projects to fail to deliver on 
commercial development commitments and to experience bankruptcy thus throwing all risks onto the Town. 

TSMV have clearly stated that theyâ€™re not looking for any changes. â€˜take it or leave it.â€™ Fine, letâ€™s leave it. 
To accept TSMVâ€™s proposals is to destroy any possibility of sustainable balance with wildlife, in perpetuity, 
thereâ€™s no going back on that. To accept TSMVâ€™s proposals is to destroy community balance, our community 
culture, and to destroy the very resources that make it attractive To accept TSMVâ€™s proposals is to impose a direct, 
ongoing, increasingly costly tax burden and huge financial risk on the Town. Why would we do that to ourselves? 
Shooting ourselves in the foot. Take it or leave it? The answer is clear, letâ€™s leave it.  

Iâ€™ve lived and worked in many places in many countries. Iâ€™ve seen what is possible in creating dynamic, livable, 
walkable, sustainable communities in tune with their environment, not in conflict with it. The TSMV proposals are quite 
the opposite. 

I respectfully urge Canmore council to reject both of TSMVâ€™s propsoals 

Thank you for your time and the opportunity to present my views 
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Jess Harding 403 688 2064 

-- Jess Harding  
Jess.Harding.Banff@gmail.com 


