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Q1  How did you learn about the proposal? Please select your main source of information.

I am a business owner in Penticton, but my business is not nearby I am a resident of Penticton, but I do not live nearby

I own a business near South Beach Drive I live/own a property near South Beach Drive

Comparing by: 
Which best describes your interest in providing feedback?

10 205 15 25 30

Reviewed the two-page
Information sheet

Reviewed additional
materials at

shapeyourcit...

Reviewed additional
materials at the City

Hal...

Read articles by local
news media

Contacted City staff

Attended in-person drop
in at the end of Sout...

Attended the online
information session

(Octo...

Other (please describe)

Other

7

3

3

6

2

1

18

17

10

2

1

10

Optional question (80 response(s), 1 skipped)
Question type: Radio Button Question
Comparing by: Which best describes your interest in providing feedback?
For answers: I live/own a property near South Beach Drive,I own a business near South Beach Drive,I am a resident of Penticton, but I do not
live nearby,I am a business owner in Penticton, but my business is not nearby

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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Q2  Do you agree with the City's proposal as described?

I am a business owner in Penticton, but my business is not nearby I am a resident of Penticton, but I do not live nearby

I own a business near South Beach Drive I live/own a property near South Beach Drive

Comparing by: 
Which best describes your interest in providing feedback?

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

Yes

No

Yes, with conditions
(please describe)

Option 3

11

6

4

133

19

6

Optional question (80 response(s), 1 skipped)
Question type: Radio Button Question
Comparing by: Which best describes your interest in providing feedback?
For answers: I live/own a property near South Beach Drive,I own a business near South Beach Drive,I am a resident of Penticton, but I do not
live nearby,I am a business owner in Penticton, but my business is not nearby

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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9/23/2021 06:18 PM

I think it should be public beach. Zone it as high density and
convince a Hotel to buy the land. They can build a nice hotel and
the beach can be public so the east and west are connected.

9/24/2021 05:26 PM

This proposal actually makes sense...one of the first from the City
Planning dept for many years

9/25/2021 06:59 AM

The current access is WELL USED by the public. Has the city done
a pedestrian count at different times of the year for this bypass?
The sidewalk along Skaha Lake Road is so narrow that you can't
safely walk two abreast without fear of being sideswiped by trucks
with extended mirrors..........really!

9/27/2021 05:24 PM

owners reluctant to sell. not many other options.

10/04/2021 09:58 PM

The lakefront is precious The city didn’t act and prices went up but
the plan was right, is right and should be undertaken Do like
normal business does, offer up the homes for sale, remove by
purchaser to recoup considerable cost and prevent demolition
costs

10/07/2021 02:03 PM

It is a waste of money to hold the properties there and that money
could be better used to improve our parks. That is the only place
the funds generated should be used

10/08/2021 10:16 AM

I agree that the price of lakeshore property is rather high.

10/08/2021 04:50 PM

Mr. Coburn specifically requested that the land be used for
parkland, not development. It was a very generous gift and the city
should honour his intentions. He shouldn’t be forced to move out.
The property should not be sold while he still lives there.

10/13/2021 02:47 PM

I would like staff and council to seriously consider separating 298
South Beach from 300 Sudbury, and selling only 300 Sudbury. 300
Sudbury is the more valuable parcel, and already has a house on
it. Selling it would bring the most money to the city, and be least
noticeable to users of city parks. The money could well be used to
improve parks elsewhere in the city. However, 298 South Beach is
a small lot, and has at least 4 very mature trees on it (couple of
conifers and a couple of deciduous), along with quite a few others

Q3  Please feel free to explain your response to Question 2.

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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along the driveway fence. It is hard to imagine how a house +/- an
additional unit could squeeze in there without cutting down the
large trees. They will not be easily replaced. Already a large tree
was removed on the east side of the park to accommodate the new
parking lot footprint. As it stands now, the pathway connecting
Skaha Park to Sudbury Ave and Sudbury/Hulley beaches is well
used. Although the previous dreams of purchasing waterfront
properties and expanding the park there seem hopeless, the
pathway still provides continuity between the two sections that
people enjoy. I live on Sudbury Ave and use it myself, and I see
people passing through all the time—dog walkers, cyclists,
couples, elderly with assistive devices, families. The entrance from
Skaha is inviting, shaded and protected from wind, and it is an
urban forest experience. It is one of my favourite parts of the walk.
If 298 South Beach is developed, this would significantly change
the path from a park extension into an urban corridor, despite the
trees which would remain on the west side of the pathway. This
would be a great loss. Because 298 South Beach is currently just
grass and trees, it would take very little investment from the city to
formally incorporate it into the park. In fact, if the grass were simply
trimmed, it would fit well as is with the rest of the Skaha urban
forest. We know how important the parks are, especially with
recent experience with COVID and ongoing climate change, and
removing land that is already essentially functioning as park is
distressing. It is possible to preserve what we have. It is also
possible that the purchaser of 300 Sudbury would actually prefer to
have a green buffer to the north, instead of another building, and
that might increase the value of the site in the city’s favour. Of
note, the neighbouring parcel at 292 South Beach was developed
intensely over the recent years with large orange structures, and it
seems very possible that developing both 298 South Beach and
300 Sudbury could result in a similar overbuild. So, I think my
suggestion is a great compromise. 1. It allows the city to sell 300
Sudbury for top price, creating funds to enhance parks. 2. It
preserves mature trees and urban forest, and creates a buffer for
the 300 Sudbury property. 3. It preserves the park environment for
the connecting corridor between Skaha and Sudbury beach, at
minimal cost to the city, and maintains much pleasure for park
users. Don’t destroy existing parks to save the parks. Please
include this concept in the council deliberations. Thanks.

10/13/2021 06:38 PM

Really like the area to remain single family rsidential. Add I like
ythe idea of using the funds from the sale of Coburn's propety to
further Park use

10/13/2021 06:40 PM

Please to learn it is to remain zoned for single family!

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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10/15/2021 11:18 AM

Yes, it’s the only option that makes sense. No one waterfront
property is going to sell to the city, including our two waterfront
properties.

10/15/2021 10:38 PM

This park land is need with or without the other lots - the access
could be dedicated to a number of different water front activities.

10/16/2021 08:16 AM

If I recall, the Coburn Family had ?donated? ?sold at a reduced
price?, this property to be used by the residents of Penticton for
enjoyment. Yes, the lakeshore property has escalated in price, but
that is not an excuse to 'dispose' of this piece of property. Once the
lakeshore is gone, it is gone. This action is no different then what
went on with Trio Marine. I STRONGLY DISAGREE WITH THIS
DECISION. Please leave it as it is already designated.

10/16/2021 04:29 PM

Keep the space green and possibly opening it up by enhancing the
walkway

10/16/2021 09:33 PM

We live on Sudbury Avenue and hope to see these two properties
become single family residential use. We certainly do NOT want to
see multi-housing units.

10/17/2021 10:09 AM

Proceeds from sale will be better used on other parkland

9/21/2021 08:14 AM

The city should continue on with a long term property purchase
plan and Not approve any further development or improvements of
the existing private properties.

9/23/2021 07:00 AM

Please leave things as is.

9/23/2021 05:19 PM

Though I tentatively agree with city’s staffs recommendations, I am
slightly confused about beach access. Why are these properties
allowed to block beach access ? I was under the impression that all
beach access in BC was to be open to the public.

9/23/2021 09:36 PM

We frequently use the above walkway and would like it to continue
to be unimpeded.

9/24/2021 05:40 PM

This resolves a bunch of dumb decisions in the past with a path
and funding to move forward on more parks in under-served areas
of the City. At least, I am asking Council to make that aspect the
priority.

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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9/24/2021 06:09 PM

Given the amount of current beach property, the cost of real estate,
and that this section is somewhat removed from the rest of the
park, it seems practical to keep it as residential.

9/24/2021 06:56 PM

I don't feel strongly about this, and might actually be persuaded
otherwise. But, in general, I'm not in favour of selling city property
so that it can be developed esp if it can be used as park or
recreational space. I'm newish to Penticton and don't know that
property well (I've cycled by it a few times, but never paid attention
to it) so the property may be difficult to be used as park/recreation
area. Also, I'm concerned that whatever is built there might be
some humongous mansion. Quite honestly, I'm frustrated that so
much development is aimed at people earning more than
$60,000/yr. My wife and I earn somewhat less than that and am
finding housing costs challenging to say the least.

9/24/2021 07:01 PM

We really didn’t have much choice what with the other properties
not selling. At least we will have some additional funds coming in.

9/24/2021 08:44 PM

It makes sense to sell the two properties rather than hold on to
them Indefinitely

9/24/2021 09:24 PM

develop parkland with the land we own and hope future
landowners in the area will be of a different mind set than current
owners

9/24/2021 10:15 PM

I think the money made from selling the properties would be better
used to refurbish the existing beach and park than the exorbitant
amount of money it would take to purchase the further lots. There's
already a housing shortage, we should deprive and tear down
existing housing.

9/24/2021 11:45 PM

No response as I am not yet sure

9/25/2021 12:00 AM

298 South Beach Drive and 300 Sudbury Ave - since the city has
bought this land it should be used as a passage way between
South Beach Drive and Sudbury Ave for public use and as part of
the Skaha Lake park system

9/25/2021 09:42 AM

While it would be wonderful to have this area as parkland,
purchasing these properties will always be prohibitively expensive
due to their waterfront location, so we will never be able to afford
this option. It makes much more sense to sell the 2 city properties
there and use the funds to purchase parkland in areas of the city
that don't have enough or any parks.

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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9/25/2021 10:37 AM

Agree it is best to move on. Penticton needs to invest in its existing
parks and develop new ones. Sell now and get on with committing
the funds to parks only.

9/25/2021 11:31 AM

Appears to make sense

9/25/2021 12:28 PM

They should not sell those 2 lots, we would be unable to ever get
them back

9/25/2021 12:32 PM

none!

9/26/2021 10:34 AM

I think what the City has purchased should be changed into a small
park.

9/26/2021 11:19 AM

It is a good financial decision.

9/26/2021 01:54 PM

Not much hope of owners selling

9/27/2021 11:15 AM

Stay the course. Acquire the properties as they come available.
There is no other way to add to the South Beach Park. Mother
Nature isn't creating any new waterfront!

9/27/2021 11:34 AM

Selling lakeshore property is very short sighted. Penticton is one of
the few cities that has been able to keep most of it's beach front for
public use and the city should stand firm on this. Beach front will
always go up in value and so unfortunately, because the city did
not expropriate years ago, the cost is now higher. However, if land
is always zoned as park, it will never be exploited by large
companies or excessively wealthy individuals. And in the long run,
when the existing homes are sold, the city will gradually
accumulate the park land it originally planned for. Slow and steady
wins the race.

9/30/2021 07:10 PM

I agree price of lakeside property makes buy back prohibitive.

10/01/2021 07:09 PM

I feel the south end of the city should have a Southern Corridor
plan similar to the Northern corridor plan. I don't think that coucel
should arbitrarily go in and change zoning or make policy changes
without a long term vision.

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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10/05/2021 02:23 PM

We have been promised these properties would be converted back
to public beach. The city needs to keep it's promises.

10/07/2021 05:07 PM

1. Proposal is long on pragamatics and short on vision, by not
presenting a long term view of the public interest, specifically
linking two shoreline park components already in place. Value of a
continuous beachfront park is evidenced by the successful linear
walkway at Okanagan Lake. Vancouver acquired private lands
along English Bay over decades, including acquisition of entire
apartment buildings. This bold move has served Vancouver's
enduring livability and tourism interests. 2. Financial constraints are
well understood; however the strategic significance of pursuing a
continuous lakeshore park as a future economic and social asset
should't be dismissed. 3. The prospect of future benefactors
shouldn't be ruled out (as in the saving of Sickle Point). Property
purchases w lifetime tenancy could work. 4. This proposal should
be re-examined. 5. A full review of the title status of 270-278
addresses should be conducted to ascertain which components of
the present beach are under private title and which are Crown
Provincial and thus available to the public under prescribed
conditions. 6.Further, the status of the concrete block wall along
east flank of 270 Sudbury should be reviewed: it currently blocks
access to the foreshore lands between 270 and 298. These
properties are a key natural asset to the economic and social
future of Penticton.

10/13/2021 07:41 AM

See response to Q2

10/13/2021 06:39 PM

We need more beach frontage. Street is very busy. it is a great
vision of a beach promenade.

10/14/2021 03:54 PM

The proposal is extremely short-sighted. The municipality is an
entity that will be here long after we're not. The original plan was a
vision declaration to eventually have the entire beachfront. The
Colburns (298 South Beach Drive) sold their property to the City
with that vision in mind on the understanding that they could
continue renting that property until the City was ready to move
ahead with their plan. I would suggest that the property acquisition
costs would provide a benefit forever whereas other capital assets
have very limited lifespans in comparison.

10/15/2021 03:38 PM

I think the city should stick to the original plan and not divert
because of inflating real estate costs and resistance from current
property owners. I think if the property is zoned for parks then that
is what it should ultimately be used for so that all of the residents

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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and visitors to Penticton can enjoy that land.

10/15/2021 04:16 PM

I don’t understand why this still can’t be a small park?

10/15/2021 06:14 PM

Any city needs more beach front or park land adjacent to beaches.

10/16/2021 07:01 AM

It makes common sense.

10/16/2021 02:06 PM

We are far below the amount of parkland per capita for a city our
size. We must be taking every opportunity to increase the amount
of open space and parkland. Let's not give up on our original vision.

10/17/2021 02:08 PM

Skaha Park is beautiful and needs to be preserved.

Optional question (53 response(s), 28 skipped)

Question type: Essay Question

Comparing by: Which best describes your interest in providing feedback?

For answers: I live/own a property near South Beach Drive,I own a business near South Beach Drive,I am a resident

of Penticton, but I do not live nearby,I am a business owner in Penticton, but my business is not nearby

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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Q4  Which best describes your interest in providing feedback?

I am a business owner in Penticton, but my business is not nearby I am a resident of Penticton, but I do not live nearby

I own a business near South Beach Drive I live/own a property near South Beach Drive

Comparing by: 
Which best describes your interest in providing feedback?

10 20 30 40 50 60 70

I live/own a property near
South Beach Drive

I own a business near
South Beach Drive

I am a resident of
Penticton, but I do not li...

I am a business owner in
Penticton, but my bu...

Other (please describe)

21

1

59

Optional question (81 response(s), 0 skipped)
Question type: Radio Button Question
Comparing by: Which best describes your interest in providing feedback?
For answers: I live/own a property near South Beach Drive,I own a business near South Beach Drive,I am a resident of Penticton, but I do not
live nearby,I am a business owner in Penticton, but my business is not nearby
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9/21/2021 09:32 PM

It must stay single family and not to be used for multi family homes
or apartments

9/24/2021 05:26 PM

How are you going to sell the Coburn property? don't they have a
life tenancy? Secondly, will the path access to Sudbury from South
Beach drive still be maintained?

9/27/2021 05:24 PM

none at this time

10/04/2021 09:58 PM

Be proactive and get it done

10/07/2021 02:03 PM

Very smart idea to get this old proposal off the books

10/08/2021 04:50 PM

I wish the zoning all be either parkland or single family housing. It
is difficult to trust the city as they have tried to sell off land before. If
the city can’t be trusted, how will other future donors ever trust the
city with their valuable assets. The promise to Mr. Coburn should
be clearly identified and honoured. Thank you.

10/13/2021 02:47 PM

I had a good discussion about the above ideas at the October 7
event, and the staff seemed receptive to the concept of separating
the two parcels. I do NOT support selling both properties, but do
support selling the waterfront for the purposes of park
improvement. Selling the 298 South Beach parcel would NOT
improve the current park and might significantly degrade it.

10/15/2021 10:38 PM

There should be zero option for this council to sell off any park land
without a public referendum not just a consult

10/16/2021 08:16 AM

Please do not sell this property for profit. Kelowna is busy buying
up lakeshore for their residents while we are selling it off. It would
be a wonderful legacy to the Coburn family to have it enjoyed by
everyone who knew/know them. They have been well known long
time residents of this town and deserve recognition.

10/16/2021 04:29 PM

Skaha Lake Park is the jewel of Penticton. We do not need
additional development at it's doorstep. Keep as much space as
possible open for all to enjoy.

Q5  Do you have any other comments or concerns?

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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10/16/2021 09:33 PM

again, do not want to see multi-unit housing. Agree that the City
should sell these two properties for single residential use. I
understand from the drop-in session that the walkway along these
properties will stay; I hope that is not even up for discussion and
will remain.

10/17/2021 10:09 AM

Fully supportive of this

9/21/2021 08:14 AM

Buy the Entire beach area!

9/23/2021 07:00 AM

Leave well enough alone.

9/24/2021 07:01 PM

I just hope we can all agree with what is happening. Thank you for
getting Skaha Lake dealt with.

9/25/2021 09:42 AM

In my opinion, this is the right thing to do.

9/25/2021 10:37 AM

Move quickly to capitalize on the current hot real estate market.

9/25/2021 12:28 PM

Need to wait and accumulate more waterfront properties

9/25/2021 12:32 PM

none!

9/26/2021 10:34 AM

I understand that the house the City owns is currently rented. Once
those tenants leave, demolish the house and turn the lot into
parkland.

9/26/2021 01:54 PM

No

9/27/2021 11:15 AM

Beaches are of prime importance to Penticton. It costs nothing to
wait until a property becomes available.

10/01/2021 07:09 PM

Please put together a Souther Corridor plan so that a vision is
created and will be followed through. The South end is becoming a

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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miss mash re planning.

10/07/2021 05:07 PM

I have an interest in 1. enhancing the long term capabilities of the
park and 2. providing for growing recreational demand.

10/14/2021 03:54 PM

Look at the history of acquisitions over the past 40+ years. Be
creative with acquisitions. For example the Donoghue (Elm Ave)
property was acquired with the condition the owner and daughter
be entitled to occupy the home during their lifetime.

10/15/2021 03:34 PM

This would be a great purchase for Penticton

10/15/2021 04:16 PM

I believe the lakefront in Penticton that is currently a public asset
should remain as a public asset. The vision for this that existed in
the past shouldn’t be tossed away because the full objective didn’t
come to fruition. It is still a valid objective to keep the lakefront
public whenever possible. A small access with benches is still
possible. In many countries you see this. A place to sit quietly away
from the busy parks. Etc. Just another option. Once it’s gone you ‘ll
likely never get it back.

10/15/2021 06:14 PM

Keep beaches accessable to city dewellers and tourists alike.

10/16/2021 07:01 AM

As I said before, it makes sense to sell the property. We have lots
of beach front. Love Skaha park!, and like walking through to
Sudbury through the path way to see the board sailing on windy
days.

10/16/2021 10:06 AM

Apperciate the opportunity to respond on the current issues using
this format.

10/16/2021 02:06 PM

Both the City and Regional District have done a poor job of
creating open space in and around Penticton. Let's see a plan to
redress that issue, not one to sell off city assets.

Optional question (31 response(s), 50 skipped)

Question type: Essay Question

Comparing by: Which best describes your interest in providing feedback?

For answers: I live/own a property near South Beach Drive,I own a business near South Beach Drive,I am a resident

of Penticton, but I do not live nearby,I am a business owner in Penticton, but my business is not nearby

Feedback Form : Survey Report for 09 May 2016 to 17 October 2021
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City of Penticton – Schedule ‘A’

Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw No. 2021-42

Date: _________________ Corporate Officer:  _____________________________

Map 1: Future Land Use of Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 2019-08

Amend the future land use designation for the following properties from ‘Parks’ to ‘Detached Residential’:
270 South Beach Drive, 274 South Beach Drive, 278 South Beach Drive, 280 South Beach Drive, 286 South 

Beach Drive, 292 South Beach Drive, 298 South Beach Drive, and 300 Sudbury Avenue
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City of Penticton – Schedule ‘A’

Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2021-43

Date: _________________ Corporate Officer:  _______________________________

Rezone
298 South Beach Drive & 300 Sudbury Avenue

From the P2 (Parks and Recreation) to the R1 (Large 
Lot Residential

-27- 



-28- 



RE:  ZONING AMENDMENT BYLAW 2021-43 
 
Denis O’Gorman: December 7, 2021 Public Hearing Submission. 
 
The land market has clearly demonstrated the appeal of scarce lakefront properties. Substantial 
investments have and continue to be made in buildings on such sites. This, combined with 
scarcity of these sites, has contributed to dramatically rising real estate prices. 
 
Price escalation in waterfront lands has outstripped Penticton’s municipal financial capacity to 
easily fund purchase of these lands. 
 
This reflects another facet of amenity migration. In recent years, property owners in major 
metropolitan markets have benefited from steady and significant increases in land value.  Upon 
selling, such owners realize significant capital gains which enable them to out-compete owners 
and other parties in smaller centres in local land markets. Local governments fundamentally 
can’t compete in local land markets against investors who have benefitted from capital 
appreciation. 
 
Use of such new wealth to purchase amenity land sites in Penticton and elsewhere effectively 
distorts local land markets.  Under this scenario, outside investors can also out-compete a 
municipality so its land use objectives such as parkland acquisition can’t be met, even though 
parkland is effectively a local strategic asset, as witnessed here in Penticton. 
 
What then are the possible options? 
 

1. Abandon the long term acquisition of acquiring key waterfront sites in Skaha Lake Park, 
and commence divestment of City-owned land at 298 South Beach Drive and 200 
Sudbury Avenue; and amend future land use designation on privately owned lots on 
South Beach Drive (presumably for residential purposes). 
 
This option seems to foreclose any beneficial long term solution. 
 
 

2. Seek BC Government financial assistance for ongoing incremental acquisition of existing 
private properties on South Beach (with or without lifetime tenancy clauses) as desired 
by landowners.  
 
The case for this option is in maintaining and enhancing Skaha Lake Park as a major 
municipal asset of Provincial and Regional tourism significance.  Simply put, Skaha 
Lake’s sandy beach in an Interior, warm water lake is a fundamental Provincial tourism 
attraction, as well as being of benefit to Penticton and this region. 
 

3. In conjunction with the Province, explore establishing a “Skaha Lake Parkland Trust” as 
an account to enable long term land acquisition of suitable and available beach front 
lands.  Opportunities to potentially work in cooperation with various existing Land Trusts 
could also be sought.  This could entail establishing a Penticton Land Trust to work with 
such established trusts elsewhere. 
 
 

Summary of comments: 
 

-29- 



The City of Penticton should not rush to precipitously act on selling already purchased and 
donated properties.  No disposition of properties which facilitate or enhance pedestrian 
connection between Sudbury Beach and Skaha Park beach should be divested without proper 
assessment. 
 
More dialogue and analysis of potential options is required.  The staff recommendations are for 
an apparent quick fix rather than supporting and enhancing a strategic economic (tourism 
destination) and local recreation resource for Penticton. 
 
That is not to discount the value and necessity of a coherent system of local parks with various 
important roles in contributing to diverse aspects of nature conservation and active and passive 
recreational areas. 
 
While iconic beach-oriented parks on Skaha and Okanagan Lakes are broadly recognized, it is 
the total system of local trails and parks that will contribute to overall amenity and liveability in 
Penticton.   
 
Fortunately, our beachfront parks are easily and quickly accessible by various transportation 
modes, unlike the situation in many larger communities. For this and the above reasons, the 
enhancement of the beachfront park experience should be a considered a current priority. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Denis O’Gorman, Penticton 
Dec. 1, 2021 
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Dear Mayor Vassilaki and Members of Penticton City Council, 

 

I write to advise that I do not support the sale of 298 South Beach Drive and 300 Sudbury 

Avenue; nor do I support the proposed change of Future Land Use for the remaining subject 

properties.  

 My reasons are as follows: 

1. It appears that options other than sale of properties (and change of land use for the 

rest) were not put forward to the public and considered before the 1990’s plan by the 

City was recently proposed to be abandoned.  

 

2. The sale of two of the properties and the change of Future Land Use designation for the 

remaining properties would signal that Penticton has given up any future prospect of 

expanding Skaha Lake Park.  It is obvious that there are current financial constraints 

which hamper the original plan by the City to acquire these properties; however there 

may be options in future: 

 

 Benefactors in the near or distant future may exist in this community, or 

elsewhere. The process of preservation of Sickle Point in Kaleden by individual 

donors was failing until a single patron stepped in to save the project.  

 Could similar situations arise to acquire these remaining properties? 

 Might other families leave the legacy of their property to Penticton; if not now, in 

a future generation? 

 Potential partnerships and legacy donations can be set up to acquire parkland. 

The escalating prices for real estate here indicate that wealthy citizens are 

relocating to Penticton.  Can a legacy fund (with restricted use) for park 

acquisitions not be established?  A rule in fundraising is that “if you don’t ask, 

you won’t get”. 

 

3. The 2045 OCP states that parkland ideally should be within a 10 minute walk of 

residents.  A ten minute walk from Skaha Lake Park can encompass a large number of 

properties in the Skaha Lake area, many of which are becoming populated by both 

rental and strata projects. These large projects promise to house a significant number of 

residents who will be able to access the park within a ten minute walk.  Skaha Park is 

already busy in summer, and that will only increase. 

 

4. I can certainly understand why residents of the nearby properties on South Beach Drive 

would welcome the proposed Future Land Use change.  However, that land use change 

is also likely to result in requests from current or future residents for rezoning 

applications for increased density.  At the moment there is a gentle transition from the 
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Park to the easement to Sudbury Ave and the beach there. I submit that that would be 

lost if bigger, upzoned housing units were to replace existing homes there. 

 

5. The staff report statistics of 66% majority support for the sale of properties and change 

of Future Land Use appears to be contradicted by those who took the time to write 

comments. Those included numerous, rational arguments for not proceeding with these 

changes. 

 

6. This and the hearing for Lakeshore Drive seem directly related.  Both involve significant 

change in a signature, irreplaceable area of the city. 

 

Once these properties are ruled out, the possibility of expanding Skaha Lake Park will not easily 

return.   

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Loraine Stephanson, Penticton  

December 1, 2021 
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December 1, 2021 

 

Dear Mayor Vassilaki and Council members: 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to express my concerns about the rezoning and sale of the lot at 

298 South Beach Dr. 
 

My concerns are (a) future park development opportunities (b) the trail between Skaha and 

Sudbury Beach (c) the lot has a beautiful canopy of trees.   

 

As Penticton’s population and popularity grows, so does our need for green space.  The property 

at 298 South Beach Drive has not been developed and offers many opportunities to be included 

as part of the city’s long-term vision.  We don’t know at this point the hazards of climate change 

and we may need that lot with its trees for future climate mitigation.  In the meantime it’s a 

beautiful pocket park for picnics, meetings and families and should remain designated as park 

under the OCP adopted by Council in 2019. 

 

Many people walk the canopied trail on the west side of 298 South Beach Drive between the 

Skaha and Sudbury beaches.  That trail and trees on the 20 ft. easement must be protected from 

development by future owners.  The trail offers a delightful respite between two parking lots.  

The beaches and sidewalks are typically hot and sun-exposed in summer and windy in the 

winter.  The little “woodland trail” between the two beaches offers an example of how important 

trees are as “shelter from the storm”.  A great number of walkers, both residents and tourists, 

enjoy the paved pathway that is now in place.  If we lose that trail many more people will be 

walking and biking Skaha Lake Road making traffic more difficult and dangerous. 

 

Walking trails are an attractive feature for locals and tourists, particularly since the city is 

extending the sidewalk from the Marina to Skaha Beach adding to the usefulness of the parks for 

health, leisure and an outdoor experience.  We now have the new 180-unit Skaha Shores to 

accommodate making the Skaha Lake promenade even more populated.  Please ensure that the 

walkway between the two parks is well protected from developers, to accommodate more leisure 

outdoor space.   

 

With the sale of 298 South Beach Drive the city will be losing out on the functional importance 

of trees as mitigators of climate impacts.  There are three beautiful big trees, and other greenery 

that would may become unprotected.  I have been demonstrating against the cutting of trees for 

many months now, so it is on my radar to protect trees that protect our city from dramatic 

climate events.  In principle, all city trees should be catalogued and protected.  

 

There is too little green space in Penticton for our population to peacefully enjoy, and to give our 

earth a chance to regenerate.  Please preserve this piece of commons for our future public 

benefit. 

 

Sincerely, 

Lynn Walford 
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2021 11 05 

Dear Mayor Vassilaki and Members of Penticton City Council, 

Re:  Future sale of 298 South Beach Drive and 300 Sudbury Avenue; 
OCP Amendment Bylaw No.2021-42 / Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2021-43 

A Council’s term is short, but decisions to hold onto Parkland with waterfront access require a 
bold, long - term vision - one already made by a previous council in order to safeguard and 
enhance Penticton’s enviable public access to waterfront parkland.   

If this Council is not able to add, it should not deduct from this vision. 

298 South Beach Drive and 300 Sudbury Avenue are pivotal, to this long-term vision and made 
even more valuable by their location, size and contiguousness not only with each other, but 
with a section of Skaha Lake Park.  

We must respect the wishes of those who donated this land for use as Parkland, and not 
dispose of City owned Parkland purchased by a past council for this purpose without at a 
referendum. 

The proposed disposition and associated OCP / Zoning amendments are short sighted. 

Therefore, I do not support the sale of 298 South Beach Drive and 300 Sudbury Avenue or the 
proposed change of Future Land use for the remaining subject properties.  

In the shadow of undeniable climate change, I ask Council to lead this community into the 
future. 

Sincerely, 

Isabel Chen 
895 Carder Road, 
Penticton 

Public Hearing - LATE SUBMISSION - 
South Beach Drive and Sudbury Avenue


	1 - 2021-11-16 Resolutions
	2 -15.2 - 2021-11-16 RTC - 298 South Beach Dr
	3 - 15.2a - 2021-11-16 Attachment A
	4 - 2021-42 OCP Amendment
	5 - 2021-42 Schedule A (OCP 2021-42)
	Slide Number 1

	6 - 2021-43 Zoning Amendment
	7 - 2021-43 Schedule A (RZ 2021-43)
	Slide Number 1

	8 - Correspondence - Goldman
	9 - Correspondence - O'Gorman
	10 - Correspondence - Stephanson
	10 - Correspondence - Walford
	Public Hearing Late Submissions - South Beach Dr - Combined.pdf
	11 - Late Submission - Lloyd
	12 - Late Submission - Taylor
	13 - Late Submission - Chen




