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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 concern regarding the TSMV development proposals. I have been a resident of Canmore since 
2005, and a homeowner here since 2006. I am locally employed as a ski guide and as an ecologist with Parks Canada 
(Banff National Park) and it is my desire to stay here indefinitely. 

My concerns around the TSMV project pertain to (1) financial feasibility (2) undermining concerns and the associated 
financial liability and (3) environmental concerns. The development proposals conflict with 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 co-existing with wildlife.  

Financial feasibility - I am concerned that there are no provisions or performance measures to hold the developer 
accountable for the types of development. Tax rates have increased substantially during the time I have been a 
homeowner here, and promises of financial stability and input from development has not come to fruition.  

As an environmental scientist (I hold a doctorate degree in Geoscience) I am especially concerned about the financial 
implications and liability to the Town of Canmore from building on undermined lands. I do not see that current 
mitigation practices will remove this risk and there is considerable evidence that slumping and sinkholes will be an on-
going issue (as they are at Dyrgas Gate). It is likely that the insurance policies of the engineers and developers will not 
cover these expenses, especially with the accountability timelines in the current documents. 

I am also concerned about the impact of this type of growth on town services, such as hospital capacity, policing, fire 
fighting and recreational facilities. I feel that any proposals for growth on this scale should address the financial costs of 
expanding the town services concurrently with the growth. 

Finally, these lands are essential for wildlife. Rezoning Conservation Wildlands (as present in the request) is 
inappropriate and studies have indicated the importance of this wildlife corridor where development is currently 
proposed. TSMV has misrepresented 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. 

I hope that Town Council should be asking why we should approve this development. As a scientist, I take the 
perspective that you should always try to 'disprove' your hypothesis. If Town Council's working hypothesis is that this 
development is good for the future of Canmore, they should be looking for every angle to disprove this hypothesis. If 
these measures are taken, and the TSMV proposal still seems like a sound idea, then Council has done their due 
diligence. If they do not undertake this process then Town Council can be considered negligent, at best. Please take the 
time to allow sufficient time and consultation for this process. 

Sincerely, 
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Jaime Lynn Hood PhD Geoscience ACMG Ski and Hiking Guide, CAA Professional Member 

-- Jaime Hood  
wayupthereblue@gmail.com 


