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

Cole Legree 
Sun 2021-03-07 7:47 PM
To:  John Borrowman <John.Borrowman@canmore.ca>; Robert Seeley <rob.seeley@canmore.ca>; Jeffrey Hilstad
<Jeff.Hilstad@canmore.ca>; Esme Comfort <Esme.Comfort@canmore.ca>; Karen Marra <karen.marra@canmore.ca>; Joanna
McCallum <joanna.mccallum@canmore.ca>; Vi Sandford <vi.sandford@canmore.ca>; Council <council@canmore.ca>;
bowvalleyengage@gmail.com <bowvalleyengage@gmail.com>; Shared.MunicipalClerk <shared.MunicipalClerk@canmore.ca>

Dear Mayor and Council Members,

This past summer, after months of deliberation with friends and family, my partner and I left Canmore.
This decision centred largely around the frustration with affordability. Granted, we have worked in
locally grown food systems and community museums, so neither of us are exceptionally high earners.
But we felt as though our contributions to the community, professional and otherwise, justified feeling
welcome to call Canmore home. Unfortunately, the town's history as a bastion of the working class is
sharply contrasted by its present state as a weekend getaway for the wealthy who earn and spend
their money elsewhere. We loved Canmore, and miss it dearly, but how could we stay when it is clear
some of our neighbours prioritize property values over their community?

I understand the economic realities of development, but evidently, most of the wealth generated by
TSMV will not benefit Canmore residents who could use the boost now more than ever. People who
don't have access to Canmore aren't realtors, developers, and current home owners (the direct and
likely only beneficiaries to TSMV). I fail to see how frontline workers, young people, and anyone else
currently unable to sustainably live in Canmore will be better-off via the development. Anyone who
has been in town more than a few hours can understand why committing a measly ~10% of TSMV to
affordable housing is laughably inadequate. The only justification for such a compromised venture
would be a 100% accountably affordable community. The young families, closely-knit community, and
amazing success of the Larch Park units are darkly contrasted by the vacant mansions and suburban
eerieness of the Stewart Creek. It is no mystery why.

Though we have ventured elsewhere in search of better opportunities, I will be a Canmoron
(Canmoreite?) for life. On some level, it will always be my home. For this reason, I am profoundly
concerned with the intent of TSMV. Canmore, and indeed the rest of the world, is at a critical
crossroads of environmental awareness, wealth inequality, and social strife. I urge you to make choices
for the good of the town and its residents over a select wealthy few. Anything except cancelling TSMV
or drastically overhauling the agreement to better serve the town and its wildlife is a disservice to
Canmore and a betrayal of what it means to be an elected official.

From elsewhere, Cole LeGree & Brooke Williams

-- Cole Legree   


