
THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY

A p r i l  14, 1967

HIS WORSHIP, THE REEVE, AND MEMBERS 
OF THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL.

Gentlemen:

REPORT OF THE ADVISORY PLANNING COMMISSION

The Commission would report as fo l low s:

(1) ANNUAL SHORT COURSE ON PLANNING

The Council received a le t te r  on A p r i l  3rd from the Department 
o f  U n iv e r s i t y  Extension, The U n iv e r s i ty  o f  B r i t i s h  Columbia, 
i n v i t in g  representation  to the Thirteenth Annual Short 
Courae in P lanning that is  to be held at Totem Park, The 
U n iv e r s i ty  o f  B r i t i s h  Columbia, between May 8th and 12, 1967.

The Council granted au th o r i ty  fo r  one o f i t s  members plus  
one from the A dv isory  P lanning Commission to attend the 
Course.

The matter cf the Commission making i t s  se le c t io n  o f the 
member to attend the Course was considered at our l a s t  ,
meet i ng.

I t  was ind icated  then that both the Chairman, Mr. C. S.
Walker, and Mr. F. A .  Armstrong could both attend, the 
l a t t e r  on the understanding that h is  p r iva te  cons idera t ions  
would permit.

We would therefore  re sp e c t fu l ly  request that Council authorize  
both o f these gentlemen to attend the Annual Short Course 
on Planning mentioned above and that they be reimbursed 
for  any expenses which they may incur as a re su lt  of 
attending the Course.

The exact r e g i s t r a t io n  cost is  not known at the moment, 
but we understand i t  w i l l  be approximately $50.00 fo r  each 
delegate. A brochure conta in ing  information respecting  
th i s  cost  and other d e t a i l s  in connection with the Course 
w i l l ,  we understand, be mailed to the Corporation  sh or t ly .

(2) "MYRTLE STREET1' AREA

The Adv isory  P lanning Commission has considered the report 
of the P lanning Department e n t i t le d  "M yrt le  Street Area 
Study".

We concur with the intent im p l ic i t  in the report that 
future  development of the area should be in d u s t r i a l ,  and would 
therefore  endorse t h i s  concept.

However, cons ide ra t ion  o f the question a s ' t o  the means by 
which t h i s  should be dono revealed that i t  may not be 
economically  fe a s ib le  to implement the proposal i f  i t  is  
le f t  to the i n i t i a t i v e  o f  p r iva te  developers.
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY 

HIS WORSHIP, THE REEVE, AND MEMBERS 
OF THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL. 

Gentlemen: 

April 14, 1967 

REPORT OF THE ADVISORY PLANNING COMMISSION 

The Commission would report as follows: 

(I) ANNUAL SHORT COURSE ON PLANNING 

The Council received a letter on April 3rd from the Department 
of University Extension, The University of British Columbia, 
inviting representation to the Thirteenth Annual Short 
Course in Planning that is to be held at Totem Park, The 
University of British Columbia, between May 8th and 12, 1967, 

The Council granted authority for one of its members plus 
one from the Advisory Planning Commission to attend the 
Course. 

The matter cf the Commission making its selection of the 
member to attend the Course was considered at our. last 
meeting. 

It was indicated then that both the Chairman, Mr. C. S. 
Walker, and Mr. F. A. Armstrong could both attend, the 
latter on the understanding that his private considerations 
would permit. 

We would thcrcfqre respectfully request that Council authorize 
both of these gentlemen to attend the Annual Short Course 
on Planning mentioned above and that they be reimbursed 
for any expenses which they may incur as a result of 
attending the Course. 

The exact registration cost is not known at the moment, 
but we understand it wil 1 be approximately $50,00 for each 
delegate. A brochure containing information respecting 
this cost and other details in connection with the Ccunse 
will, we understand, be mailed to the Corporation shortly. 

( 2) "MYRTLE STREET" AREA 

The Advisory Planning Commission has considered the report 
of the Planning Department entitled "Myrtle Street Arca 
Study". 

We concur with the intent impl iclt in the report that 
future development of the area should be industrial, and would 
therefore endorse this concept. 

However, consideration of the question as'to the means by 
which this should be dona revealed that it may not be 
economical Jy· feasible to implement the proposal if it is 
left to the initiative of private developers, 
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We would po in t out that:

(a) the expected co st  o f  land acquisit ion  to  assemble 
s i t e s  o f  the s iz e  deemed d e s i r a b le  by the Planning  
Department

(b) the cost  o f  s e r v ic in g  these s i t e s

would-be o f  such an order that the co st  o f  developing the 
area i n d u s t r i a l l y  would be so p r o h ib i t i v e  that i t  might not be able  

to compete with other a v a i la b le  in d u s t r ia l  s i t e s  and therefore  
l i k e l y  not a t t r a c t  persons in terested  in such development.

I t  was mentioned that the area might q u a l i f y  under the 
Nationa l Housing Act fo r  f in a n c ia l  a id  as an Urban Renewal 
Area. We understand that t h i s  l e g i s l a t i o n  permits land 
that i s  used r e s i d e n t i a l l y  to  be developed fo r  in d u s tr ia l  
purposes ( a f t e r  being rezoned,of course) i f  i t  i s  approved 
as an Urban Renewal Area.

The Commission fe e l s  tha t ,  before ac t io n  i s  taken in regard ' 
to  the p rop osa ls  conta ined in the report o f  the P lanning  
Department, the Council should f i r s t  determine whether the 
area embraced by the Study can be treated  in the manner 
ind icated  in the prev ious  paragraph.

We would the re fo re  recommend tha t ,  in the l i g h t  o f  the 
economics r e l a t in g  to the development o f  the area in d u s t r i a l l y  
(which is  that d e ta i le d  above under (a) and ( b ) ) ,  the Council 
a sce r ta in  whether the "M y r t le  S t re e t "  area can q u a l i f y  as 
an Urban Renewal Area and tha t ,  i f  p o s s ib le ,  the m u n ic ip a l i ty  
arrange to have an economic f e a s i b i l i t y  study made as part  
of the scheme or, i f  t h i s  is  not p o s s ib le ,  then one be made 
by the m u n ic ip a l i t y  i t s e l f .

R e sp e c t fu l ly  submitted,

C. S. Walker,
Chai rman,
ADVISORY PLANNING COMMISSION

EW/hm
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We would point out that: 

(a) the expected cost of land acquisition to assemble 
sites of the size deemed desirable by the Planning 
Department 

(b) the cost of servicing these sites 

would be of such an order that the cost of developing the 
area industrially would be so prohibitive that it might not be able 

to compete with other available industrial sites and therefore 
likely not attract persons interested in such development. 

It was mentioned that the area might qualify under the 
National Housing Act for financial aid as an Urban Renewal 
Area. We understand that this legislation permits land 
that is used residentially to be developed for industrial 
purposes (after being rezoned,of course} if it is approved 
as an Urban Renewal Area. 

The Commission feels that, before action is taken in regard ' 
to tHe proposals contained in the report of the Planning 
D~partment, the Council should first determine whether the 
area embraced by the Study can be treated in the manner 
indicated in the previous paragr~ph. 

We would therefore recommend that, in the light of the 
economics relating to the development of the area industrially 
(which is that detailed above under (a) and (b)), the Council 
ascertain whether the "Myrtle Street" area can qualify as 
an Urban Renewal Area and that, if possible, the municipality 
arrange to have an economic feasibility study made as part 
of the scheme or, if this is not possible, then one be made 
by the municipality itself. 

EW/hm 

Respectfully submitted, 

C. S, Wa I kc r, 
Chairman, 
ADVISORY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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