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From: Stig Keskinen <69stigmata69@gmail.com>  
Sent: Friday, September 24, 2021 3:44 PM 
To: Caylee Simmons <csimmons@salmonarm.ca> 
Cc: Kevin Pearson <kpearson@salmonarm.ca>; newsroom@saobserver.net 
Subject: Development Variance VP-535 (Park Hill Road) 
 
I wish to make my opposition to this variance known to the council of Salmon Arm.  
 
The owner/developer is only dangling a carrot in front of the donkey to save money by not having to 
upgrade the west side of Park Hill Road.  With 130+ houses being built; upgrades to all sections of this 
road will be necessary.  It is narrow and very winding. This is already a busy road used by many Canoe 
residents.  The traffic increases even more during the summer with all the beach traffic.  I take my dog 
to the off leash park at the beach regularly and half of all traffic leaving the beach area turns right up 
Park Hill Road. 
 
The extension of the multi-use trail is a mute point.  Number 1: it will only benefit the residents of the 
development.  Anyone using the Park Hill Trail System either parks at the pumphouse or hikes/bikes up 
the many trails (pump house trail; washout trail; old dump trail etc.) from the east side of Park Hill Road 
in order to reach the trails on the west side of Park Hill Road.  They can also reach the west side trails via 
the parking lot across from the park at the bottom of Park Hill Road via the east portion of the outer 
loop trail.  There is also a connecting trail to the east side trails from this parking lot.  Number 2: the 
extension of the multi-use trail from the frontage of the development to the pump house trail heads is a 
very short distance.  Probably less than 50 meters.  My understanding is that the development is 
required to put in a boulevard with a sidewalk fronting the development regardless.  This, according to a 
representative from Kevin Pearson; whom I reached out to.  The multi-use trail is therefore 
unnecessary.  No-one using these trails is going to go 200 meters up the multi-use trail (dead end) in 
front of the development.  It is a carrot. 
 
The small area west of Park Hill Road (Part 2 of the carrot) is in the ALR.  It cannot be developed at this 
time.  I know there is a legal process involved in having land removed from the ALR and this is an 
expense that the owner/developer probably does not want to incur anyway.  As well, the cost to 
develop this very small portion of land (sewer,water etc) would be costly for the one maybe two houses 
that could be built there.  Thus, promising to not  develop that portion is a red herring. 
 
Lastly,  I find it sneaky and underhanded to only deliver this notice to properties adjacent to the 
development.  What is that number? six residences?  From what I was told by the lady who returned my 
call to Kevin Pearson, (did not catch her name), this notice was not put in the newspaper.  Why is that? 
 
This development will impact all of Canoe and anyone who uses Park Hill Road.  The addition of 130+ 
houses with their legal and illegal suites will increase traffic to Canoe Village Market,  the school, and the 
Green Canoe pot store.  There would have been a much larger response to this notification had all of 
Canoe had the opportunity to be informed of this variance. 
 
Developers are always trying to cut costs.  These two small carrots are a prime example.  I hope the city 
council will see this for what it is and have the owner/developer bear the costs for improvements to the 
west side of Park Hill Road instead of the city of Salmon Arm's taxpayers. 
 
Thank-you 
Stig Keskinen 
6891 46th St. NE 
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