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From: Pat Parno 
Sent: Saturday, February 27, 2021 3:51 PM
To: Shared.MunicipalClerk
Cc: Marjory Sword; Roger Truman
Subject: Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06: Opposition to TSMV's ASPs

Dear Municipal Clerk, 

Canmore currently is a fantastic place to live. It has a small town feel, and is fortuitous in its geographical placement. 
Wildlife wandering nearby, little traffic, minutes to get to the Nordic Center, neighbours of Banff NP, we are truly lucky to 
live here. 

I have found that the TSMV proposal for development of a city (let's not call it a village, ok?) is anathema to every single 
person I have talked to in Canmore. Committing to a 30 yr project first of all is probably beyond the ken of most, and is 
difficult for us to imagine in its complexity. The world changes in 5 years, but 30? Can we really give a 'go-ahead' 
commitment to a 30 yr project? Certainly if 30 yr go by and TSMV has added their 14,000 residents, they will have 
destroyed many of the features which drew those very same sales. 

We already live in a "wildlife corridor" - the so-called Yukon2Yellowstone transit - but our streets and people density force 
the animals to go around us. Pinching the corridor where we have already forced them to go will make it even more 
difficult. Do we think there will be no consequence of this? At some point, nature cannot bounce back. 

Further, building on an undermined area has many issues; safety of course, liability, but finally - is it the right thing to do? 
Common sense says no. Would you buy a home on an undermined area? 

TSMV has a track record already, and its not a good one. Their promises of building commercial space within the current 
development never came to more than a small percentage of their ASP commitment. Why do we expect any better from 
this ASP? Fool me once, shame on you.... 

 I am passionately against this decision.  

Just a small sampling of key issues that do not align with the NRCB, MDP, nor bylaws:  

1. TSMV's plan to raze hectares of old growth forest - that was explicitly ordered preserved by the 1992 NRCB document .

2. TSMV’s request to rezone ~33 ha of Conservation Wildlands to urban development, also in the sensitive mouth of the
Wind Valley (1998 Land Use Bylaw)

3. TSMV’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)).

4. 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 TSMV’s plans call for 6750 more units (and this
doesn’t even include a possible 3100 additional secondary suites and 420 PAH units).

I respectfully ask the Town Council to take the time to study this further, and perhaps we need to wait until the public can 
more easily meet together and become informed and share ideas. We do not have to agree to TSMV's proposal nor their 
preferred timeline. There are so many issues in their ASP that we really should postpone final decision making. 

Canmore is a fantastic place to live. I plan on being here in 30 yr, and fervently hope it will still be that fantastic place. 

Sincerely, 
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Patrick Parno 
+1 (403) 609-8513 


