
 
24 Feb 2021 

 
To: Canmore Town Council 
 
RE: Submission for Council Meeting March 9th: Bylaws 2021-05 and 2021-06. 
 
I write to share my reasons for why town council must vote no on TSMV. As a 15 year resident of 
Canmore, I am deeply concerned about the impact of TSMV on the values we say we share as a Town. 
If TSMV is approved we will be hypocrites, unable to bravely stand up and defend our community. 
 
When I first moved to Canmore, I participated in the Mining the Future visioning work. That long 
consultation process produced a wonderful document (and I encourage councillors to return to the final 
report) that showed Canmorites cared about their community first and were willing to sacrifice wealth 
generation in order to maintain a vibrant and creative community culture. Those wishes will be ignored 
if the council passes TSMV. I ask councillors not to be seduced by the fantasy of future profit: it is both 
counter to our aims to enhance diversity, conservation and creativity but it is also a fantasy since TSMV 
is unlikely to generate the revenue it suggests.  
 
There are countless reasons for voting against the motion but here are the top three evidence-based 
reasons for my decision: 

1. Conservation: Wildlife biologists have produced incontrovertible scientific studies 
demonstrating the problem in the Bow Valley of the shrinking wildlife corridor. I live in Peaks of 
Grassi and had we known in 1998 what we know now, we should never have built the 
neighbour. But now we know and we cannot un-know. Given that, how can we in good 
conscience ignore that knowledge and make it even more difficult for wolves and bears to 
survive?  The loss of wildlife populations will be on us if you vote in favour of it and I, for one, do 
not want that blood on my hands. 

2. Diversity: I am not against expanding the population to increase the economic, racial and 
ethnic diversity of the town. Social science and humanities research demonstrates that the more 
diverse and mixed a community is, the stronger and more creative it becomes and that a strong 
and creative community leads to economic growth. While TSMV includes the requisite amount 
of affordable housing, the real estate development will only attract more of the same. The result 
will be that our town will become whiter at a historical moment when we need to think seriously 
about the legacy of white privilege and how power is reproduced. I was thrilled to see the racial 
and ethnic diversity at Quarry Lake this summer. Yes: it was over-run with Calgarians but let's 
find a way of attracting a more diverse Calgarian to move to Canmore. Expensive recreational 
developments like TSMV won't do it.  

3. Climate Change, Financial Liability and Risk: Our culture has become so short-term that our 
long term survival is in jeopardy. Who will pay for the cost of climate change? It won't be TSMV 
developers. The world incentivizes us to make decisions that seem profitable in one election 
cycle or one investment portfolio statement. But the serious consequences of TSMV as a 
financial liability to the town for generations to come (in addition to the non-financial devastation 
to the land and to the social make-up) are too high to pay. As a cultural historian with a PhD in 
eighteenth-century British culture, I can see all-too well the lessons history is teaching us; if we 
vote yes on TSMV, we'll have to willfully refuse these lessons. The developers will abscond with 
the profits while tax-payers will foot the bill for the costs of future undermining, for the increased 



need for residential services, and for the increased funding for more Conservation officers to 
manage human-wildlife conflicts. 

 
Given how long the discussion and proposals for TSMV have been circulating, I can understand that 
councillors might feel worn down and succumb to what economists call the "sunk cost fallacy": we've 
spent so much time and money on this, shouldn't we approve it or else all that time and money will be 
wasted? It's called a "fallacy" for a reason and it leads to bad decisions. I call on all councillors to 
approach the vote in the present, with all the scientific and humanist evidence in front of them, and with 
the spirit of a post-COVID and post-BLM world and ask themselves: "what would be best for the future 
of the town?" If you do so, you cannot not vote against TSMV. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to contribute, 
 
Katherine Binhammer 
1108 Wilson Way 


