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Text Box
M  - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.  



1.0  FILE NUMBER: 364/48/2-NW072/321(1)

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0 TITLE

To lease an area of land for the co-location of a mobile telecommunications faciity on

the site at 321 Bracken Ridge Road, Bracken Ridge. :
30 ISSUE/PURPOSE | | @s :

To obtain approval for Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited
Council owned land at 321 Bracken Ridge Road, Bracken Ridge
a mobile telecommunications facility as depicted in the attached p

=
40 PROPONENT t %‘% /L)L
.......... <
John Orange o g [ o
Divisional Manager N N° W i(/
: City Governance Division \ o o 0 t&\\% W ng‘{
50 SUBMISSION PREPARED Y& \/
Sharon Johnston
Principal Asset Manager< ,

City Assets Ext 3558
Q~ RECEIVED

60 DATE @ ?“ -7 AUG 2000
0 ! COMMITTEE SECTION

3 AQ
7.0 @1 E&C AP[@AL OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?

Establism and Co-ordination Committee Approval

@0 IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL

IR B it D% et oD

RESOLUTION REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?
Not Applicable

ACTTION TAKEN
TR

TOWMN CLERK
e DaprcA




9.0 RECOMMENDATION
That:

(1) successive leases be granted (for the One.Tel Wireless Communications
Network) to Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited ACN 002 326 687, upon
the standard terms and conditions for such leases, generally in accordance with
the depiction of that part of the site at 321 Bracken Ridge Road, BrackenRidge,
which is shaded yellow on the attached copy of Drawings 4202C-2 /
marked “A&B”; and

(2)  the said leases be for an aggregate period of 20 years, cgfpr f two
successive periods of ten years each, the first period comme om'1 August
2000, or the date of execution, whichever is the sooner, a al rental of

redacted  (includes GST); and

(3)  Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited pay an @mcnt of redacted
. (includes GST).

UM

10.0 MANAGER &\ V fEaRIVED
?\ @ -7 AUG 2000
\C) 2 COMMITIEE SECTION
4 | Recormend Accordingly
hn ge ; / ~ _’
DIYISIONAL GER Y ' - o N,
CIry GO E DIVISION s

Q)C)




11.0  BACKGROUND

In the past, communications "Carriers" have approached Council with regard to placing
communications mobile base stations on Council land under lease agreements. Despite
the fact that carriers have considerable legislative rights with regard to sites, these
Telecommunications Carriers have all negotiated and agreed to financial terms and
conditions for leasing Council sites.

On 1 August 2000 the Council resolved that it is in the public interest that Section 46 of
the City of Brisbane Act 1924 relating to the public tendering for leasing of Council
property should not apply in relation to the leasing of sites to Telecommupfcations
Carriers. By resolution 51/2000-01 the Council has delegated its powers in rel o the
granting of leases to Telecommunications Carriers to the E & C Committe

Until recently Council's basis for determining lease rentals provid,
or financial impost on high impact over medium or low impact.
adopted by the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee on 1

provide a commercial disincentive to carriers for medit

medium impact sites.

The terms and conditions for such agreements ha Qy bee@ard for all

Council sites and apply to all carriers. %
nicdtions facility by

This particular case involves the constructio f amobile teleco

Lucent Technologies on a part of the C 321 Bra ge Road, Bracken

Ridge,which is otherwise described as n RP2 1@ 85 \fefer to he attached Bi-
1]

map. The site is currently used as a €ot ‘astewa atment Plant.
The telecommunications infras re propose o tructed is defined under the
ﬂ

entiation
guidelines
1999 seek to.
and high over

Brisbane City Town Planni chenle as a atlon" and the land concerned
lies within the Special Uses i under the Brisbane Town Plan.
The site adjoins land z Special Us the north and east and land zoned

Sport and Recreatig
Bracken Ridge Roa&

This applicatien t was QLigi lodged with Council on 17 February, 2000, for
the approva s of the statutory legislation) telecommunications
facﬂlty W 1 de Assessment to be approved by the City’s planners.

Cou:n ol Cas al Coungillor, was consulted and her opposition to the

ded artigul er iInquiry as to why the applicant had decided not to co-

on an existing Telstra facility at Bald Hills some 1 - 2 kilometres away. The

t, Lucgn{ Technologies, explained that “the Telstra Pole in Bald hills which the

C uncﬂlor ha ested could be used in lieu of this site , is already proposed as a part

ofthe over One Tel network but it covers a separate area”. Subsequently, local

posmon 0 the community in the form of a petition gave rise to a submission being

made to the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee on 23 May, 2000 which
adopted the following recommendation:-

That the petitioners be advised that:

(a) Council has not approved the application from Lucent Technologies on behalf of
One.Tel, to construct (and lease) a communications tower at 321 Bracken Ridge
Road, Bracken Ridge.

(b) Consent to lodge a Development Application has been provided and the results
of that application will affect the decision whether to grant a lease.

(c) The issues raised by the petitioners will be taken into consideration during the
© assessment of any application lodged.
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11.0

12.0

®
13.0

Q)C)

14.0

15.0

BACKGROUND (Cont)

A development application, requiring a code assessment (which could not be refused)
was required and has subsequently been lodged and approved. In notifying conditions
of the development’s approval, Council’s planning policy 19.23 “Guidelines for the
Development of Communication Structures” were applied. Among those conditions
imposed were the following:-

. the proposed facility to be relocated to the rear of the site away from the
residences across the road.
. the tower and the equipment shelter to be treated so as to reduce glare and
reflectivity.
In view of the abovementioned Establishment and Co-ordination Committee dégisién gn
23 May, 2000, the applicants statutory rights and taking in to acco e
development application has since been approved by Council, there ar s for

guidelines it is considered that an establishment fee of redacted (j ST) and a
commencing annual rental of %4 (includes GST) will m il’s policy.
The proposed facility will be comprised of the following pefrastiucture items:
. A new 25m monopole with six (6) x 1.3m fadio ffequency panel antennas
and one (1) x 0.3m diameter microw 1 ountgd op the pole.

° An outdoor equipment cabin of 3m 2.99m ki
Refer to the general site layout plans marked “A’ and $B#, attac 4

CONSULTATION Q ?“
Councillor Sharon Humphreys, C % inance Comfignipfce.
Councillor Carol Cashman, Co or Bgacken Ri Ward.

d

refusing this application for a lease. Accordingly, having regard tgsCo leasing
\%i%es

Frank Riley, Manager, City Assets

Mark Pascoe, Manager, Wat werage agement Division.

David Hains, Senior Re hW@1tficer, I ti Knowledge.

Councillor Carol C iginalls raisedh concerns in relation to the location of
the facility and % ioned t iers decision not to co-locate on a site at Bald
Hills.

None oonsu%w&&:tions.
IQZA ONSG%O OSAL
d

$Guideline Development of Communication Structures” was applied. This
application could not be refused. Council will receive an ongoing income for the site.

A dev€lopme ication subject to code assessment was required for this proposal
arl in 11 onditions of development Council’s planning policy 19.23
the

CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT
In accordance with the Corporate Plan Outcome 1.4:-

Service (output) 1.4.3.3: Property and facilities management of City Governance’s
real estate and asset portfolio.

CUSTOMER IMPACT

There is no immediate customer impact.
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16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

No environmental impact is anticipated.

POLICY IMPACT

There is no impact on existing policy.

FUNDING IMPACT

There are no funding requirements. Moreover, Council will receive an estab fee
of redacted (includes GST) plus an ongoing annual rental of ~ redacted e8 GST).
The rental revenue received will be increasing upon 1 July each y per annum

or the CPI (whichever is the greater) for the term of the lease.
HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT < %I
There is no impact. % @

URGENCY
Council will need to respond promptly 1 inalisgfion ofthe lease.

PUBLICITY / MARKETING@GY V
No publicity is required. v 2

OPTIONS \
I That: \/

(1 %essiv asgs Be granted (for the One.Tel Wireless Communications
etwor ucenit Technologies Australia Pty Limited ACN 002 326
th d

ard terms and conditions for such leases, generally in

687, u
accor with the depiction of that part of the site at 321 Bracken Ridge
Rqad, BraCken Ridge, which is shaded yellow on the attached copy of

< ’ ngs 4202C-2-002-01/2 marked “A&B”; and

(2) e said leases be for an aggregate period of 20 years, comprised of two
successive periods of ten years each, the first period commencing from 1
August, 2000 or the date of execution, whichever is the sooner, at an
annual rental of %4 (includes GST); and

(3)  Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited pay an establishment fee of
redacted - (includes GST).

2 To not resolve as in 1 above.

Option 1 is the recommended option
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FILE NUMBER: 364/48/2-XJ520/P132(2)

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0
) -

7. 0

&

TITLE
To lease an area of land for the co-location of a mobile telecommunicatio 1typ0n
the site where there is an existing Telstra facility.

ISSUE/PURPOSE

To obtain approval for Lucent Technologies Australia Pty ethto lease a portion
of Council owned land upon which stands the Sleeman S e for the co-location
of a mobile telecommunications facility as depicted in the attaéhed pLQsmarked « A
and “B”

PROPONENT %{? @ .
3 ¥ ““1‘\‘\'- - L_/ A
John Orange O | 2“ L / XW/

Divisional Manager

City Governance Division :
; -
SUBMISSION PREPARE?; 77 /
/ ¢
Sharon Johnston

Principal Asset Man HE@EMEB
City Assets Ext 558
7 kUG 2l

DATE @; commiTTEE ST

3A
Z&C A VAL OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?
Establi nt and Co-ordination Committee approval.
IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?
Not Applicable

ACTION TAKEM

Q,. ‘f::' I
N B

T{'}ﬁ!ﬁ CLERK 4
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9.0 RECOMMENDATION

That:
(1)

2)

3)

> 28

Successive leases be granted (for the One.Tel Wireless Communications
Network) to Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited ACN 002 326 687,
upon the standard terms and conditions for such leases, over an area of land
being generally in accordance with that part of the Sleeman Sports/Centre site
shaded yellow on the attached copy of Drawing 4213G-2-002-01 d “A”&
"B”: and

the said leases be for an aggregate period of 20 yeats, 15ed of two
successive periods of ten years each, the first period enging from the 1%

September 2000 or the date of execution, whichever sogher, at an annual
rental rate of  "®%°d  (includes GST); and Q

Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited p n establishment fee of
redacted  (includes GST).

&\ V RECEIVED
?\ Q& ~7 AUG 2000

N &
Q 4(0?‘

| Fiscommend Arctrdinghy

b3

_ f MO
C ,DIVISIO ANAGER \f\/\’\kc/bkﬂwmi
CITY

ANCE DIVISION %1/( SCHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER.
.\ ’ __/—
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11.0

BACKGROUND

In the past, communications "Carriers" have approached Council with regard to placing
communications mobile base stations on Council land under lease agreements. Despite
the fact that carriers have considerable legislative rights with regard to sites, these
Telecommunications Carriers have all negotiated and agreed to financial terms and
conditions for leasing Council sites.

On 1 August 2000 the Council resolved that it is in the public interest that S
the City of Brisbane Act 1924 relating to the public tendering for leasin
property should not apply in relation to the leasing of sites to Tele

Carriers. By resolution 51/2000-01 the Council has delegated its powgf® i
granting of leases to Telecommunications Carriers to the E & C

Until recently Council’s basis for determining lease rentals o differentiation
or financial impost on high impact over medium or low #fadt. The new guidelines
1
1

adopted by the Establishment and Co-ordination Committ@e on ctobgr 1999 seek to
provide a commercial disincentive to carriers for % < l@high over
This particular case involves an exten 10}

medium impact sites.
@andard for all
a larger pole structure to facilitate a

lease area involves a part of the il fapd pres ied by the Sleeman Sports
Centre. The site is located at Qld CleWgland Roafl, er and is otherwise described
as being part of Lot 2 on RP refer t aghed Bi-map.

The terms and conditions for such agreements have generally
Council sites and apply to all carriers.

The telecommunicati®

Brisbane City To ning Sch 1 “Utility Installation” and the land concerned
lies within the nd Convention Centre) zone under the Brisbane
Town Plan. @ Reanést resid oned properties lie within approximately 110
metres of the § @ facj

The proposedNowf impact4gl unications facility will be comprised of the following

mfra re glems:- !
o Three (3) X1 .3m Radio Frequency Panel Antennas,

{ ’ o (3) x 0.3m Microwave Dishes; and

equipment cabin situated at ground level.

The additions to the existing pole will result in a 22 metre high pole. Refer to the general
site layout plans marked “A” & “B” attached hereto.

The proposal is for a low-impact facility and accordingly, does not require development
approval processing by the City Planners. This is because the relevant legislation does
not rate the development as being too intrusive, nor too detrimental, to the amenity value
of the neighbourhood. Accordingly, having regard to Council’s recently adopted
guidelines it is considered that an establishment fee of "™92%d inclyding GST and a
commencing annual rental of ~ "*%ed  jncluding GST will meet Council’s policy.



12.0

13.0

|

] @

14.0

15.0
16.0
17.0

18.0

o

19.0

20.0

C @D ) IM@
re are no%ing requirements. Moreover, Council will receive an establishment

CONSULTATION

Councillor Sharon Humphreys, Chairperson, Finance Committee.
Councillor Michael Caltabiano, Chandler Ward Office.

Pauline Peel, Divisional Manager, Community & Economic Development.
Frank Riley, Manager, City Assets.

None of those consulted raised objections.

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL
As this proposal is for a low impact facility no development applicatio e

Integrated Planning Act is required and the carrier must co
Telecommunications Code of Practice 1997. These low impac

responsibility of the Commonwealth under the Telecommunicati
will receive an ongoing income for the site. %

In accordance with the Corporate Plan:- @

Service (output) 1.4.3.3:  Property and fagj ageme ty Governance’s
real estate an folio
CUSTOMER IMPACT Q

im

There is no immediate custon?p . @V
ENVIRONMENTAL I@ ;

No environmenta@s antici
POLICY ;
Thergsk impact on e&'stl olicy.

are the
. Council

CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

So

fee of redacted (includes GST) plus an ongoing annual rental of 94 (includes

GST). The rental revenue received will be increasing upon 1 July each year at 5% per
annum or the CPI (whichever is the greater) for the term of the lease.

HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT

There is no impact.

URGENCY

Council will need to respond promptly to enable finalisation of the lease.

10



21.0

22.0

PUBLICITY / MARKETING STRATEGY

No publicity is required.

OPTIONS

1 That:

(1) Successive leases be granted (for the One.Tel Wireless Co cagions
Network) to Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited ACN 687,
upon the standard terms and conditions for such leases, ov of land

@

3)

Option 1 is the recmmEn)vg
Y
¥

being generally in accordance with that part of the Sleem entre site
shaded yellow on the attached copy of Drawing 4213G- 01 Tarked “A”;
and

the said leases be for an aggregate period o s, comprised of two
successive periods of ten years each, the first fierioddc8mm ing from the 1
i S

e
September 2000 or the date of execution, whi the sgfnep, at an annual
rental rate of ~ redacted  (inclydes GST);
LucertLtd Technologies Australia Pt ited pay an“€staPlishment fee of
redaced  (includes GST).

To not resolve as in 1 ab \O &

11



1.0 FILE NUMBER:

202/11-QE165/870

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0 TITLE

redacted

3.0 PURPOSE/ISSUE

Recommendation on an offer on compensation.

4.0 PROPONENT

Barry Ball, A/Divisional Manager, Urban M.

A
Rejection of a claim for compensation - 870 Boundary Road, Coopers Plai @ \

$’~
5.0 SUBMISSION PREPARED BY O @

Kim A. Shields, Asset Officer @oorm@

Asset Support (x36959) RECEIVED
-7 AUG ZUu0
6.0 DATE
COMMITTEE SECTION
20 July 2000
70 FO QROX&COMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?

IF FOR REC

pan
(P

%_MENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION

REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

No.



RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that:

The claim for compensation received from redacted in the amount of
redacted  plus reasonable professional expenses arising from the resumption by Council
of a strip of land for road purposes, described as Lot 450 on Survey Plan 105
of Yeerongpilly, containing an area of 93 square metres, be rejected as excesSit,
Council authorises the payment of fair and reasonable legal, valuati @ssional

fees incurred by the claimant and arising from the resumptiongas gppreved by the

claimant’s acceptance of that amount as being in full satisfactiofl of all rights or interests
to which the Claimant is now or may be entitled affsi of or Wiith#fespect to the

interest which he had in or with respect to the taking by the' Coungifsf 1d land and
the Claimant enters into a Deed of Indemnity T a form satisfaet®ry Jto the Manager

Brisbane City Legal Practice; and

Manager Waterways; and
Council authorises the payment of compensation in the @ redacted gyjhject to the
i

In the event that the claimant fails to c@uncil’s utlihed in (3) above then if
the claimant fails to refer his claygfl fofNgompensatign to and Court within six (6)
months from the date of Council®s offer then Coyfici ises the Manager Waterways
to refer the matter to the Lan uhder sec 5 Acquisition of Land Act 1967.

e

DIVISIO
)
/ // };?/ V

™~ 5% A A% s
A Recommend Accordingly

N —— i
o7 EXECUTIVE OFFICER L
2

o

WCBACNW2\GROUPS\UM\UMASPINAOPC7\LETTERS\JOHNSON.E&C.DOC
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11.0 BACKGROUND

By Notification of Resumption published in the Queensland Government Gazette dated
1 May, 1998, Council resumed from redacted a strip of land at 870
Boundary Road, Coopers Plain, described as Lot 450 on Survey Plan 105270 Parish of
Yeerongpilly, containing an area of 93 square metres as shown shaded yellow on the
attached plan. (Refer Attachment A).

The parent property, which is zoned Future Industry, is situated near the in
Boundary Road and Rosedale Street, Coopers Plains. The parent prghe
area of 937 square metres prior to resumption and 844 square méfrespo
The site has a near flat topography and is developed with a lowAset\d#elling used for
business purposes. All structural improvements are clear remain physically
unaffected by, the resumption and its associated works.

The claimant initially submitted a claim for compe@ated 2Ju p redacted
plus professional costs. Following negotiationg,the claigfant ha
revised claim for compensation dated 20 Jupe 20Q0 in the amo

and reasonable professional costs incurred cil’s valyati ultant (John Wood
& Assoc) has assessed compensatio ad§ plus reasonable costs.
However, John Wood advises i ith a nil compensation
assessment it is not unusual to p
amicable settlement. (Refer yaluati

Council’s compensatiogfaSsess§ment is 1 @ alt basis that as the property is zoned
Future Industry the @es’t and bestQuse could only be achieved by lodging a
Development Appl& * Deve ent Assessment Team South advises that an
approval to dev the” subject erty could support a condition of development
requiring the and to ted as road free of cost to Council. However, it is

c%nsii%lere Spropriate tgfoffer\@ higher than usual nominal compensation amount of
refecaas iduteme hepClaimant to accept Council’s offer as full and final
i ma’

se s actio ave Council the expense of any future litigation and the
poSsibility of a higher cOmpensation award being determined by the Land Court whereby

C}Lan Court @Jer will decide any doubts in favour of the dispossessed owner.
ternativN ¢ claimant fails to accept Council’s offer of "9 a5 fisll and final

settlement then when / if the matter is referred to the Land Court then Council’s brief will
be on the basis of nil compensation payable. To prevent future potentially sizeable claims
against Council from accruing additional and excessive interest charges it is proposed that
Council authorise the Manager Waterways to refer this matter to the Land Court if the
claimant has not already done so within six (6) months of Council's offer.

WCBACNW2AGROUPS\UM\UMASPNAOPC7\LETTERS\JOHNSON.E&C.DOC

14
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12.06 CONSULTATION

Councillor Maureen Hayes, Chairperson Transport and Major Projects Committee; and

Councillor Mark Bailey, Councillor for Moorooka;
have been advised of the recommendation.

Tim Poole, Transport and Trafﬁc, Boundary Road Project Manager, supports the
recommendation.

13.0 IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSALS

A claim for compensation will be processed. @

14.0 CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

The recommendation is in accordance with the Corporate Rlan -200 Outcome 7.2
Transport Infrastructure Improvement; Strategy 7. - ver u d transpoit
infrastructure through a coordinated 5 year rolling pro y

15.0 CUSTOMER IMPACT

The Urban Management Division’ s progmr@l;v in a cost effective
manner. & V
160 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPA?~ @
Not applicable. Q Q‘
17.0 POLICY IMPA Q~
In accord ouncilgpoli
18.0 FU *@

000-2001 major works program,

urn
G MANR&\ CE IMPACT

Administration only.

tZ0.0 URGENCY

Normal course of business.

21.0 POLICY/MARKETING STRATEGY

Not applicable.

WCBACNWZ\GROUPS\UMWUMASPRAOPC7ALETTERSWUOHNSON.E&C.DOC
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22.0 OPTIONS

1. Reject the claim for compensation and make a counter offer.

2. Accept the claim for compensation.
3. Refer the matter directly to the Land Court for determination

Itis recommended that Option 1 be approved.

\\CBACNW?.\GROUPS\UM\UMASPJ\AOPC’/’\LE’ITERS\JOI—H‘JSON E&C.DOC
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.0 FILE NUMBER: 202/11-HN865/854

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

Q)

C)Q: UTI

TITLE

Claim for Compensation, Resumption of Land for Road Purposes

redacted (Leasehold Interest - Gap Cycle Shopp ’%f
854 Waterworks Road, The Gap =

ISSUE/PURPOSE et

Rejection of a claim for compensation and recommendation
compensation.

PROPONENT

Barry Ball
Acting Divisional Manager, Urban M Divisio
SUBMISSION PREPARED B %

Ian Hawley, Asset Officer Plvt rdina l@yd%%

DATE

0

24 July 2000

FORE & AL (0] MMENDATION TO COUNCIL?

For approval

QUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

OR %E: $ENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL

RECEIVED
ACTION TAKEN -7 AUG Zuw
J;}—f fi‘:: b -
. I COMIMITTEE SECTION
TOWN CLERK
= L &
~ o ekl /:: e ;
7 ~ L Vg:‘FC & 3
6.((.»" __;?.. ;.p‘:,_
fx_ﬁ_{;,../u‘{éié:
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RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that:

1

The claim for compensation from redacted Lessee of The Gap Cycle
Shop in the amount of redacted  (which is comprised of business goodwill

redacted  octimated value stock on hand at closure of business redacted
written down value of fit out and plant and equipment redacted  disturbance

items including advertising fees for closing down sale redacted  alffation
foos of ™%ctd  lega] fees of P! and loss of profit re
s

redacted  gricing from the resumption of the leasehold interest inl
been acquired for Road Purposes and Purposes Incidental to Roa which

is situated at 854 Waterworks Road, The Gap, described 1 ahd 3 on
Survey Plan 127389 and which contains an area of @ metres, be

rejected as excessive, and
The claimants be paid an advance against C @n in ount of
redacted 15 disturbance fees of redacted

“

% %\g Y ;’“t . i N
\vi\/\j’)‘ ..... ‘ Pt V\“""f X

o
ACT}?GG CH\EF EXECUTIVE OFFICER j)
/

% \ s
N \v} /“’x




11.0

O

BACKGROUND

By Notification of Resumption published in the Queensland Government Gazette
dated 30 June 2000, Council resumed land for road purposes and for purposes
incidental to road, property situated at 854 Waterworks Road, The Gap and described
as Lots 1 and 3 on Survey Plan 127389. This area comprised 77 square metres for
road purposes and 208 square metres for purposes incidental to road (shaded g€llow

on the attached plan - attachment A.)

The land was resumed in connection with the Waterworks Road Tr oject
which, by altering the alignment of Waterworks Road provides itNLanes that
improve public transport operations in the region. The subject g0 improved

with an older timber retail building which is leased by the ers (Asgard

redacted

Pty Ltd) tc (lessee Gap Cycle Shop,

The new rtoad alignment that results from the (es wn sevefs ghe existing
improvements (retail shop) by 1.75 metres at its wi nt (nopthew mmer) and
1.5 metres at the narrowest point (north-east corfigr). During init%ussions, with

redact -«@dp Cycle Shop),

the property owner (Asgard Pty Ltd) and the
e retg bullding away from the
resumption boundary. This was to all curren t ¥Gap Cycle Shop) to
remain in occupation and the o elxontinue rec a rental income for the
d

Council offered to investigate reloca
premises. The option was inveSti y Copficil, was found not to be cost

effective Y

Negotiations were entefed in ith the ee Gap Cycle Shop) in relation to the

available options for\ smen ompéhsation. In this case, compensation may

be assessed, on efther theWalue of@ehold interest on the basis of acquisition of
( t%f the cost to relocate the business, whichever is

oX has been received for each basis. The issue of

erest in the land on behalf of the property owner,
th under a separate submission.

aluation consmiants, Stanton Hillier Parker were engaged by Council to determine
thg market Va the business as a going concern. This amount has been

: dacted .
ermmedN acted  slus a profit rental of  *%#*? and disturbance fees.

In addition to this, the lessee is entitled to claim compensation for losses on the sale of
stock, where the stock is sold at an amount below the cost price. The information
provided in the claim is only an estimate of these losses and an exact assessment has
not vet been provided. For the purpose of this exercise the claimed amount of

redacted 1. heen used. It is however anticipated that this amount will be further
reduced as a result of the continuation of a closing down sale. The attached valuation
report details the relevant valuation methodology. (Annexure B)
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. d . . :
The claimants have lodged a claim for redacted comprised of, business goodwill

redacted  ootimated value of stock on hand at closure of business "®9aed  written
down value of fit out and plant and equipment redacted  disturbance items including
advertising fees for closing down sale 93 valuation fees of redacted  Jooa]
fees of ™93ed and Joss of profit rental value %®*  Interest is also claimed on

the compensation.

The claimant has also provided an alternative assessment as to the cost to
business in the amount of "*®*®  which is summarised un owing
headings: (refer to attached claim form for detailed breakdown of

Advertising feiED
Reprinting Obsolete Stationery

Removal and packaging of shop

Phone diversion and reconnection

Permanent loss of good will

Trading losses closing down period one month
Trading losses over six months

Profit rental losses over remaining te

Professional fees @

TOTAL CLAIMED RELOCA@

Some of the above relogatiopcosts ar S d excessive and not able to be
claimed. As a result of this¢gC®uncil ha en an estimate of what would be

considered reasonab

Council’s esti reaso ocation costs is as follows:

) . redacted
Advert sin ocati g sale as provided by claimant
bsolete ta
: costs (m insurance, packing & unpacking)

Phone diversiog
Connection oerv1ces
redacted
Lgss of pro& al assessed at balance term

egal fees on mew lease documentation

Total

Reasonable professional fees (legal, valuation)

In addition to this the lessee could potentially be entitled to compensation for trading
losses as a result of the relocation of the business to a different trading area. However
at this stage we have not been able to quantify this and Council has not yet recognised

this heading of compensation.
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Following negotiations Council has been unable to come to agreement with the
Claimant as to what is considered a reasonable claim under either scenario. The
options have been assessed and compared in order to determine the most reasonable
compensation. Based on this it is recommended to reject the claim and pay an
advance against compensation in accordance with the provisions of Section 23 of the
Acquisition of Land Act Qld 1967. The advance should be the lower of the cos
going concern/liquidation value of the business or the cost to relocate, whic S

the lesser.

Summary of Compensation Alternatives for Business Resumpti
redacted ot

Note: In addition to the assessed compensation, the
professional fees incurred in formulating the claim is a CO\G both alternatives.
al

Alternative 1 Going Concern / Liquidation Value (re% ter@
Business value as a going concern as assessed\by Council’s %}n consultant
Stanton Hillier Parker (Qld) Pty Ltd and the v} ' edacted  plus

disturbance fees %% Tota] ~redagied additiopfto thiS, the lessee may be
entitled to claim for losses on the sal where icg¥achieved is less than

the cost to the lessee. The claim of "™ Tequirgs substapfiation.

Alternative 2 Relocation of B? @

Compensation based Wpon cation cinstatement not including business
disturbance: distu ce s of redacted  Tqta] redacted In

addition to this thg lessc® may b to compensation for trading losses as a
result of the rel@®gt1

120 CON TIO%E
Der@@m roject &r, ransport and Traffic Infrastructure Delivery.
Ha

hairperson Transport and Major Projects Committee.

redacte

e
Counciilor Maurgen Hayes,
@cillor Geraapp , Councillor for The Gap Ward
0 have been%sed of the recommendation and are in agreeance.

13.0 IMPLICATION OF PROPOSAL

If the recommendation is adopted a claim for compensation will be processed. The
rejection of the claim and the payment of an advance against compensation equal to
Council’s assessment of compensation will follow Council’s due process and will

result in the claimant being paid some compensation.
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14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

The recommendation is in accordance with 2000/2001 Corporate Plan
Transport and Traffic outcome for transport infrastructure improvement and
key initiatives “extend and upgrade major roads” and Expand the number of
bus lanes

CUSTOMER IMPACT @
Urban Management Division’s acquisition program will be me cost

effective manner.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT @

Not Applicable &

POLICY IMPACT % @

In accordance with Council Policy % %
O «¥

FUNDING IMPACT \

Funds of %@t ar@ble und@w
HUMAN RESO CWACQ~
AdministrativNC)

UR 2
¥

ZIQ’OLICY/M TING STRATEGY

< ’ 22.0 OPTI

o .

(1) Accept the claim for compensation
(2) Renegotiate the Claim for compensation.
(3) Refer the matter to the Land Court for determination.

4) Reject the claim and pay an advance in accordance with Councils
Valuation.

Option 4 is preferred.

G:\UMASPJ\ASCO3\WATERWORKS ROAD RESUMPTIONS\DARWIN GAP CYCLE SHOP 854 WW RD\Page 6
SUBMISSION.DOC
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FILE NUMBER

202/11-NV650/330(A1)

sUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT & CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

5 2.0 TITLE
Claims for compensation arising from the resumption of two parcels of r road
purposes at 330 Roghan Road, Taigum:

redacted
" 30 PURPOSE/ISSUE ol

l a“‘

P ¥ Recommendation on two claims for compensatio
an encroachment issue. E

4,0 PROPONENT O
Barry Ball, Acting Divisional Man@n NLQW

. 50 SUBMISSION PREPAR@Q Q~

: Bob Fennelly \

' Asset Support O?‘ WJect Co-ordiination (x35243) RECEIVED

60 DATE 0 @ -7 AUG 2000

) 26 Jul@o. 4 COMMITTEES SECTION
| 7.0 FCJ&C AP L OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

®

or E & C approval.

IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

Ne £CTION TAKEN

g5 1o
e S

TOWN CLERR -
- e ?

t?:’g.,f ~3 C

N,

%

-
s e s

.“,'; p;' s
M%M Lt

Hi\wp5 NWORKING\EL CS\AGENDA\000807\ 3k doc
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9.0

10.0

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that:

The claim for compensation received from redacted arising from
the resumption of land for road purposes situated at 330 Roghan Road Taigum,
described as Lot 102 RP 84126, Parish of Kedron, containing 1140 square metres, in
the amount of "% comprising "e%td for loss of land, ***! for loss of
improvements, redacted  for injurious affection, edated for professional cpsts plus

redacted a5 interest be rejected as excessive; and

In respect of the rejected claim in (1), that an advance against compe joh under
Section 23 Land Acquisition Act 1967 in the amount of "% g [redacted
for the loss of land, ™% for loss of improvements, "edacted us affection,

er, Waterways
y the Land Court
nt of the advance be

plus fair and reasonable professional costs as approved by th
plus interest on compensation at the appropriate rate as i

for the period from the date of resumption to the date gf pa
paid to the claimant; and

The claim for compensation from re%
resumption of land for road purposes, situated
described as Lot 1 SP 102995, Parish of

metres, in the amount of "dcted : ﬁ r

approved by the Manager Waterwa ) ppropriate rate as advised
by the Land Court for the period @ ae date ofyesu n to the date of payment

i€ing from the
oad Taigum,

of the advance, be accepted in fu ts or interests to which the
Claimants are now or may b itl or with respect to the interest

which they had in or with tothet b Council of the said land, subject
to the Claimants enterifg in Deed mnity in a form satisfactory to the

Manager Brisbane Cit\ ractiQ

DIVISIONA
AECEWVED

_ 7 KUG 2000

E1EL R
COMMITIEE qEr TGN

ivisional Manager | Hesommend Accorcingly

Urban Management Division i\fv\_}\i’\ g \

AN
-..,.,.:?A.;zi}-i,“;.-:-.; ------ “_”_.._‘__E_;ﬁ’__‘x —4"‘\
ACHNG CRIEF EXECUTIVE GFFICER “3
8 j
H:\wpS 1'WORKING\E&CS\AGENDA\000B07\3k doc
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11.0

BACKGROUND

By Notifications of Resumption published in the Government Gazette on 24 July
1992 and 23 October 1998 the Council resumed from JEGEEED

land for road purposes. The land is situated at 330 Roghan Rd, Taigum, and
described as Lot 102 Plan 84126 and Lot 1 SP 102995 Parish of Kedron containing
areas of 1140 square metres and 124 square metres respectively, shaded yellow on

the plans at Attachment A and B.

The initial resumption was based on the need to build a roundabout to improv traffic
control. The project requirements were changed by Council to the sign@m‘

the Roghan/Handford Road intersection with provision of a slip lane.
including the construction of a retaining wall and replacement ofgihe
fencing to the subject property, was completed in 1999/2000. %

K,
dary

The areas of the resumption consist of two parcels of land al western and

northern boundary of the rural residential home site. seeond parcel was
required mainly for alignment purposes. < l

A claim for compensation for the original resum%f S recei in, 1993 but
agreement was not reached and the claimants gid n low upg"Wi aim for an
advance against settlement. Following notj of the se esumption the
matter of compensation was raised again_aQ r claim pensation were

99.

lodged for both parcels of land on 28 Noyembe

It should be noted that constru ks and4the r@sffmption process on this
property have been ongoing since 1992@ iafions have been protracted

without reaching an amicable a nt.

Claim of compensati @ 02, RP%’Resumption date 24 July 1992)
Council's consult Qhas ca%&the value of this parcel on a “Before and
After” basis (3% ent Cw arison of the claim and valuation is shown

below.

! unt Claimed Council Valuation
redacted redacted

To be determined
Disturbance Costs To be agreed

It is recommended that an advance against compensation in the amount of ~ redacted

comprising "°%®¢ for land (claimed amount), % for loss of improvements
(claimed amount), redacted ¢ iniurious affection (Council valuation) plus fair and
reasonable professional fees as approved by the Manager Waterways plus interest
on compensation at the appropriate rate as advised by the Land Court for the period
from the date of resumption to the date of payment of the advance be paid to the

claimant.

Hiwp51\W ORKING\E&CS\AGENDA\000807 3k doc
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12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

Claim of compensation for Lot 1, SP No.102995 (Resumption date 23
Octoberi 998)

ltem Claim Council Valuation
Lan d redacted redacted
Interest To be determined
Disturbance Costs To be agreed
redacted
After negotiation it has been agreed subject to delegate approval that be paid

plus fair and reasonable professional fees as approved by the Manager Watgrways
plus interest on compensation at the appropriate rate as advised by the Lafid £ourt

for the period from the date of resumption to the date of settlement.
Other Issues
I'Q

The Claimants have raised a number of issues during and foll ompletion of

construction works related to the retaining wall along the@ rn boundary of their
all

property. From a survey, encroachment of the retaining tructed adjacent to
dacted

the property boundary has occurred. redacted

redacted Valuation carried out by the C% valuer lued the
encroachment as minimal and recommended g e Claj ve claimed
an amount of "% to resolve the encroac f the wall.
This matter will continue to be negotiate @

CONSULTATION &\

David Stewart — Principal Traffi truct e
Victoria Newton — Councillor tor,3eagon
Both have been advise e fecommendatipns.

IMPLICATION @y)SAL 2
@pensati ' cessed and a request for an advance against
fio | be ;a{

@)RATE@APACT

The recommendation is in accordance with the Corporate Plan 2000/2001 Outcome
.2 Transport Infrastructure Improvement Strategy 7.2 1 “Deliver upgraded transport
infrastructure through a coordinated five year rolling program”.

CUSTOMER IMPACT

Urban Management Division's acquisition program will be met in a cost-effective
manner.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Nil.
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20.0 URGENCY '
T .
d Normal course of business

210 PUBLICITY/MARKETING STRATEGOs @Q '
" 'Q N/
22.0 OPTIONS IN RELATIOV@?C?H m@&

17.0 POLICY IMPACT

In accordance with Council Policy.

18.0 FUNDING IMPACT

Funds are available in the 2000/2001 Major Roads Program.

19.0 HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT @@

Administrative only %

Decision 1 \
Option 1 Wclaim compensation for lot 102 RP 84126 and pay an
e agaipst nsation based on Council’s valuation.

Option Qjec’t thelcl r fot 102 RP 84126 and refer the matter to the Land
ourt f ermination.

@7 3 Acgepiithe claim for compensation for lot 102 RP 84126.
Optiofi 1

for this degision is recommended.

@

ecision 2
Option 1. Accept the claim for compensation for Lot 1 SP 102995.

Option 2. Reject the claim for compensation for lot 1 SP 102995, make a counter
offer, which if rejected may be referred to the Land Court for

settlernent.

Option 1 for this decision is recommended.

HiwpS IWORKINGEE CAGENDAYI00807T 3k doe
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0 FILE NUMBER:
202/11-PO020/127/3(A1)

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

20 TITLE @
, . | \

Claim for compensation arising from the resumption of land for road p
redacted

3 /127 Abbotsford Road, Bowen Hills —
as Chris’s Snack Bar Pty Ltd (joint claim).

3.0 PURPOSE/ISSUE

Recommendation on a claim for compensation.

40 PROPONENT \JR /7 705
i/ | ; rd = 5/
Barry Ball, Acting Divisional M QManage@wsmn d ""lﬂ%‘- P
o
5.0 SUBMISSION PREPARE @
g ” ' D
Jon Skelton, Asset - P Ject Coordinadgion. AECEW
Asset Support (X 8
-7 AUG 2000

6.

o)

DA<TE;?ZQ @ COMMITTER SECTION
24 E

E&C @'AL OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?

QQ For E & C approval.

8.0 IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

No. ACTION TAKEH

;;

¢ '1 ..s.'.

J;’r =
[=
TOWN LCLERK

i AR
i R P e
H\WP51\WORKING\E&CS\PAPERS\K YRATZ~1.DOC
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9.0
I
2.
fbf i
é &y
10.0

O

RECOMMENDATION

Tt is recommended that:

the joint Claim for Compensation received from dacted redacted odactod

trading as Chris’s Snack Bar Pty Ltd in the amount of comprising for
loss of real estate and business ™Y  for disturbance costs, arising the
resumption of land for road purposes being property situated at 3 / 127 Abbots oad

Bowen Hills, described as Lot 3 on Building Unit Plan No.4967, County ey,
Parish of North Brisbane, having an area 52 square metres, be rejecte sStve and
the claimants be paid an advance against compensation in the amaufit edacted
and,

redacted trading as Chris’s Snack Bar Pty Ltd be allewed$%g remain in occupancy

of the property as monthly tenants if required at a refital td) be detgimined to the
satisfaction of the Manager Waterways.

DIVISIONAL MANAGER O ?‘
//;-4’ 7/\/// \
/ ;//I , V

=
¥
/ /x/ ’ Yy ?
/" 5 /'/
B /“/-/Z/é:{\_/ RS
arry Ball LAY
Acting Divisional m ) )";\ki;\./ ,,,,,, e
URBAN MAN*"% T DIV ACTHG OWER EXECUTIVE OFFIGER \q

5 =
N

i
N} ///

e s ST
| Q RaGE Jey
i N RAETS MW
i ;oaalis AU
1
& o Y 5?‘_}5’:}"5%&

HAWPS1I\WORKING\E&CS\PAPERS\KYRATZ~1.DOC
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11.0 BACKGROUND

o

! n component);
- JRemov g redacted oy clusive of GST);
O ™ Bank charg redacted

On 10 November 1998, the Council approved the Inner City Bypass Scheme. The subject
property is located in stage two of the Scheme. By Notification of Resumption published
in the Queensland Government Gazette dated 31 March 2000, Council resumed from“igjc
redacted land for road purposes being property situated at 3/ 127 Abbotsford Road,
Bowen Hills, described as Lot 3 on Building Units Plan 4967, Parish of North Brisbane,
having an area of 52 square metres as shown shaded yellow on the attac lans
(Attachments A & B).

The subject property forms part of the ‘Mayne Plaza’ Group Title ¢
30 office/warehouse/showroom/shop units constructed of clay bric
erected approximately 25 years ago. The subject unit is located at

direct road frontage and exposure to Abbotsford Road. The
the purposes of customer service, sale and preparation Of@a .

the use of the property as a snack bar.
The property is owned by redacted and Ocﬁby % trading
t be

oor level with
en developed for
g areas to facilitate

as Chris’s Snack Bar Pty Ltd. There is no fo e agree n the property

owners and the related business.
- . ’ Q ed redacted
A joint claim for compensation h ged by and

redacted

trading as Chris’s Sn@y Ltd j W to the real estate and the
business and by letter dated 12July, 20Q0, a req@ advance against compensation
S

equal to Council’s estimate o nsatio odged pursuant to Section 23 of
the Acquisition of LandfAct.

.. ted , 7. . dacted
The claim 1s for the to%nount 0 ° being real estate and business e and
disturbance co, 922y comprisife:
0

redacte
aip Dufy and feds 1 in the purchase of a replacement property to similar
s e ive' of GST);

and penalty fees

The claimants purchased the subject property for the sum of redacted in June 1994 as

a going concem on a walk in walk out basis (land and business including plant and
equipment but exclusive of stock on hand). The purchase price was apportioned by the
claimants based upon advice’s at that time as real estate redacted  and business value

Additional costs such as stamp duty, professional costs etc were also expended
to facilitate the original purchase of the property and business.

H:\WPS1\WORKING\E&CS\PAPERS\KYRATZ~1.DOC
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Valuation consultants, Realty Valuation Services, were engaged to provide an
independent market valuation of the real estate for Council. They have assessed the
current market value of the unit at %9 Refer extract of valuation report attached
(Attachment C). This market value has been based on an adopted rack rental, which
reflects the current leasing market for properties utilised as snack bars where gross rental
is determined as a percentage of turnover. This adopted rack rental "% has been
capitalised at an appropriate rate (10.5%) which was derived from available gnarket
evidence to determine the "****® market value. It should be noted that the the
capitalisation rate the lower the capitalised value and vice versa.

Council’s business valuation consultants PricewaterhouseCoopers wepé engaled to assess

the fair market value of the business. Refer attached report (Attac

PricewaterhouseCoopers have assessed the total value of t \s Snack Bar business
as ranging from between rf:ggﬁ:d with net businessfssets employed in the

business having a book value of (plant and e d sto hand). This
advice has formed the basis of negotiations in relatiorn™® t ess.
As the business was originally purchased ners i

transaction for considerably more than Cg
value and given that all doubts are favour

decisions it is recommended that the’hi . geb
value of the business. & w
Based upon an adopted v, ew busi %ted and net business assets of
redacted  the implied goodivill e busines 4 If Council acquires the business
on a walk in walk out\ the s basis%t was purchased by the claimants) then
compensation will ist af the ass%e of the business with Council retaining the

ns
plant and equ%wmck 0% t t(ljlist satage however it is recommended that the
redacte
1

ssment of the present
imant in Land Court

claimants b impliedrgo
The clas siness di being loss of profits redacted s considered excessive
bas n the eviden ailable at this time. It is considered that this head of claim

oul addreQas;aﬁ of further without prejudice negotiations.
e

bance costs have been reviewed and based upon the information

alance
Qavailable at this tithe it is considered that the following costs (totalling ~ fedacted ;e

reasonable and are normally recognised by the Land Court as being compensable for
resumption of an owner occupied property and business.

o Stamp Duty and fees incurred in the purchase of a replacement property and business
to similar value of Council’s assessment ~ °*®*? " exclusive of GST);
o Professional fees (legal, accounting, property and business valuer) incurred in
- : . . redacted
negotiations and formulating a claim for compensation no GST component
supply has occurred);
. Removal expenses *%**? exclusive of GST);

HAWPS1\WORKING\E&CS\PAPERS\KYRATZ~1.DOC
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14.0

L 150

@.o

17.0

It is therefore recommended that the claim be rejected as excessive and that redacted

redacted redacted trading as Chris’s Snack Bar Pty Ltd be paid an advance of
being real estate "°%°*®  and business goodwill of redacted and agreed
disturbance costs  "°%8®¢  wyith further without prejudice negotiations to continue in

relation to the claim.

CONSULTATION

Gregg Buyers, Senior Program Officer, Infrastructure Planning, Urban @
sed

Division has been consulted and supports the recommendation and
settlement.

Cr Maureen Hayes, Chairperson Transport and Major ProjectC 1ftee has been
advised of the recommendation. Q

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSALS

If the recommendation is adopted, a claim for co ensation will%cessed. The
rejection of the claim and the payment of an ad n will follow

the due processes of Council. Further withg
which may result in finalisation of the

for determination. &
CORPORATE PLAN IMPA?\

The recommendation ig iaccofdance with thg Corporate Plan theme 7 Transport and
Traffic, Strategy 7.1.1 egrate bane’§ transport planning with land use,
environment an W lanning, ategy 7.2.1 — Deliver upgraded transport
infrastructure oordina% r rolling program.

CUST R ACT!@

The cBmant’s have lodged%a claim for compensation. The rejection of the claim and the

ayment of an e against compensation equivalent to Council’s assessment of
compensationwil w the due processes of Council and result in the claimant’s being
1d some comp@gsation monies.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Not applicable.
POLICY IMPACT

In accordance with Council policy.

HAWP51\WORKING\E&CS\PAPERS\KYRATZ~1.DOC
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18.0
19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

o

- 1. Reject the claim and pay a&ce again Wtion.
2. Reject the claim WithouWn of an a €.

FUNDING IMPACT

Funds of redacted . available under the 2000/01 Major Roads Sub-Program.
HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT

Administration only. @

URGENCY

Urgent. The claimant’s have been exp eriencing financial difficulties which
they claim is a result of the resumption of their property and busines ayment of
an advance will alleviate some of these concerns and enab er Megotiations to

continue.
POLICY/MARKETING STRATEGY 6

Not applicable.

O 28

3 Refer the matter to L

It is recommended that Qbe aj ouﬂvtf;..@.
K
N

PN

HAWP51\WORKING\E&CS\PAPERS\KYRATZ~1 .boC
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g7/708-1¢t
' OFFICE OF THE LORD MAYOR AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE
(OFFICE OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE)
10 FILENUMBER: (4)12/51/1(P3/Al)

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0 TITLE

Monthly Report - Delegation of Authority to Travel -
June 2000 { . '

3.0 ISSUE/PURPOSE

Provision of relevant monthly travel report.

4.0 PROPONENT

Michael Kerry
A/CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER O

5.0 SUBMISSION PREPARED B &\

& RECEWED
Jaylene Farrell i? % g
Travel Co-ordinator, Office of @ Execu’u@ 52 ~7 AUG 2000

COMMITTEE SECTION

6.0 DATE

31 July, 2000 3
7.0 FORQ‘ COMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?
.

For mfonn npurposes

8.0 I NDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
QUI DER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?
No.

@0 RECOMMENDATION

Thatl the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee note the information submitted on
approved travel for June 2000.

\/\/\/ ACTION TAKEN
Y| & o
10.0 ichdel Kerry TOWN CLERY
‘A/CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER =z i
) J—— Ol veces
S /
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110 BACKGROUND

in pursuance of the request for information on a monthly basis of travel approved under
delegation, reports are enclosed for June 2000, for each Unit of Administration (showing travel
actually undertaken during that month).

Attachment “A” shows details associated with travel undertaken in June which is &%

the Travel Policy (being essentially travel by job applicants to attend intervie

[n suminary, the position is as follows: Q
L;\ . ] n
Neon-Commercial Operations @

| év a) Intemational Travel %
| 1 Number of Bookings 1
(i) Airfares O v $845.00
b) Domestic Travel . &\ @

v/
(i)  Number of Booki@? Q& .
(i1)  Airfares \ $14,826.90
¢) Accomodat@wance& $14,868.10
d) Registra@ or Cl% $7,658.40

g t e) Othe sts e.g. hire car ' _ $2,106.80
$40,305.20 |
mercial Operations '
f . Intémational Travel
(i) 7Numl‘::er of Bookings 0
(iy  Airfares | $0.00
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i Other Costs e.g. hire car & $0.00 .
g o TOTAL < ) $0.00.

K

) Domestic Travel

(i) Number of Bookings 0

(ii)  Aurfares ‘ $0.
h) Accommodation and Allowances Costs ,
0

i) Registration Fees for Conferences

12.0 CONSULTATION

k) Cost of air-fares, accommodation and taxis %
as detailed in Attachment “A* s % ,385.30

Liaison with Officers undertaking travel 1 ional chrs
13.0 IMPLICATIONS OF P Q~
Nil \

o coons <
s @Rl

Nil

( 6.0 ’ ENVIRONM%TAL IMPACT
Q le
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7.0 POLICY IMPACT

In line with Council policy.

18.0 FUNDING IMPACT ,

Expenses incurred through Divisional Travel Votes. @

19.0 HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT @\&

Nol applicable. % /
O

20.0 URGENCY

In the normal course of business. %
21.0 PUBLICITY/MARKETING STRATEG\% v

Al the discretion of the Lord Mayor. -

22.0  OPTIONS

(1)  That E&C note the mfoggubmme@% Travel for June 2000,
(2) Not approve the recoN

Option (1) is t% opt%q
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5.0

6.0

7.0

FILE NUMBER:  364/6/10(1/P3) 67708 -1 N

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

TITLE

Categorisation of Brisbane’s sport, recreation and community land.

ISSUE/PURPOSE

To consider and approve the categorisation of 9 sites within Brisb
> 5 sites in the West Region of Brisbane in Pullenvale Wargpa

.'.
o
Y
.

Development (ext 34719)

SUBMISSION PREPARED BY Q v
Ms Julie Booth, Program Officer Asset \ Dlv%%lmunity & Economic

RECEWVED
DATE Q~
— 7 AUG 2000
2 August 2000 TREa L
COMMITTEE SECTION
FOR E&C APPR ATION TO COUNCIL?
For Establishmen —0rd1 1ttee consideration and approval.
IF FOR ENDﬁ% COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION REQUIRED
UNDFR A ACT ORORDINANCE?
ACTION TAKEN
g
C)OMMENDATION Iid 12

TOWN_CLERK

Pt Rp

t It is recommended that the Establishment and Co- or?atlon Committee consider and approve the

10.0  Helen Wallace

final categories to be allocated to 9 sites in Brisbane as outlined in Attachment 1 and accompanying

maps. Q@ Lxmﬂ}\l 'i?a

M

=ML

Pauline Peel
A/Manager temrarmsen gl AT T T e e 5 Divisional Manager

Community & Lifesistc Community & Economic Development
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BACKGROUND

In 1994 Council adopted the process of categorising land to ensure that the future development of tand
for sport, recreation and community purposes is planned and co-ordinated and to enable Council to
control the impact which the use of a site has on surrounding residential areas.

Categorisation defines ‘upfront’ the limits of development and/or usage permissible on each parcel
of land. It is important to note that the land is being categorised, not the facilities, activities or tenants.
Counci! land which is available for use by community groups, can be categorised as f0llgws:

Category A

. capable of sustaining substantial infrastructure development (cg. Suildy clubhouses,
artificial playing surfaces);

. must be serviced by an appropriate road network;

) needs to be surrounded by compatible land uses so th elopment will not cause
unreasonable impact on residential amenity;

) restriction of full public access to certain areas of the JeasSy eptablé]

. longer term leases would be offered to allow for de nt; and

liquor licences and gaming machines would usually b sider&% te.

Category B ?

. infrastructure development allowed but @ restrictiofis 1 sed to minimise impact on
adjoining residential areas;
must be serviced by adequate 1o GM(S;

public access to playing areas could Bg restrict dwganised sessions;

medium to long term tenure ¢ offered;

liquor licences and gami aghines ma @
may be imposed.
Category C \
° only basic inffas e devel?' permitted (eg. toilet block);
; s
eXoep

ted, but restrictions on operation hours

organised d only would be permitted;

i t during organised activity;
year would be offered; and

ces and gaming machines.

e s 00
@ 1
o a
& g
7]
o =
o
<
o .
3 )

10 able for liquo

Thefcategerisation of lan ongoing process to guide the future development of sport, recreation
unity acNaﬂ. June 1996 the Establishment and Coordination Committee approved
@st round of categdrisation which categorised approximately 500 sites throughout Brisbane.
taff in Community Development Services and Community and Lifestyle have recently undertaken
a workshop to categorise a total of 9 sites in the west and east regions which are newly acquired sites,
as well as those sites which were not categorised during the initial round. This process involved:

e placing an advertisement in the local papers inviting community input into the process -
comment forms were available from Ward offices and the Community Development Teams;
o a workshop which was conducted on a Ward by Ward basis. Those invited to participate in

the workshop were Ward Councillors, Town Planmers, Traffic & Transport Officers,
Community Development Team members, Local Asset Services representatives, Open Space
Planning and Environment representatives and Community and Lifestyle representatives; and
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|20 CONSULTATION @
Councillor David Hinchliffe, Chairperson, Community Policy Committee @

e ' 4
. " {he allocation of draft categories to 9 sites which had not previously been categorised.

All of the sites within the Pullenvale Ward have been categorised pending their transfer from Ipswich
City Council into the Brisbane City Council boundary. Itis expected that the formal transfer of these
sites will be undertaken within the next eighteen months. :

Councillors from Pullenvale and Wishart Wards attended the part of the workshop where the sites
within their respective Wards were categorised. Both of these Ward Councillors supported the draft
categories that were allocated to the sites within their ward.

Councillor Margaret de Wit, Councillor for Pullenvale Ward
Councillor Jolm Campbell, Councillor for Doboy Ward

Councillor Graham Quirk, Councillor for Wishart Ward

Councillor Michael Caltabiano, Councillor for Chandler Ward

Civic Cabinet ( )

Sue Fisher, Senior Program Officer Sport Policy %

Graham Phegan, Principal Program Officer Biodiversi eri"Space Pldnni Environment

Michael Potter, Senior Program Officer Infrastruc
Meaghan Rowe, Sport and Recreation Officer E! it

Anthony Ross, Parks Planning Officer West Reg
Peter Simpson, Open Space Co-ordinator e
Chris Hunt, Sport and Recreation Offic t R

ion
Jeremy Townsend, Parks Planning O r East Regio V
John Nuikkanen, Open Space C@ orEast @

&

Peter Pearce, Facilitator

Worshop participants support tidraft re dations (indicated in column A).

Following this wo @\ draft gec ations were reviewed by Civic Cabinet and changes
were recommende are indfcated W column B of the attached schedule.

13.0 IMPLICQ%T PR&
Nil Q |

140 fco TE I;L'thPACT

@fheme 6 Land Use and Built Environment
Objective 6.1 Land use planming — Comprehensive and integrated land use plans and
infrastructure investment to accommodate residential, commercial and
industrial growth.

150 CUSTOMER IMPACT
The benefits of this process are:

® occupiers and potential occupiers of Council controlled land are aware ‘upfront’ of the
maxinum levels of development permissible on each of the sites;

.-'5. 40
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residents who wish to purchase land adjoining leased or licensed facilities can obtain

.
information in advance of purchase of the proposed levels of development permissible on that
site;

. residents that currently live adjacent to these sites are aware of the proposed levels of
development permissible on that site;

. reduced processing times for renewing leases; and

° it provides Council with an indication of the suitability of existing land resources to meet the

" requirements of the community by the identification of the development potel@all sites.

160 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

of development
wotkshop process the
ed into future tenure

The process of categorisation provides lessees with information on

permissible on their particular sites. It also gives Council staff throu
ability to determine what environmental conditions they wish to segincetpo

documents.
170 POLICY IMPACT %C) @
Current policy will not be altered. : %
180 FUNDING IMPACT v
Nil | \O @
19.0 HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT & @V
Nil Qv Q~
200 URGENCY \
In normal course V Y
21.0  PUBLICITYMM TI EGY '
At the diQon of the Establisfgment and Co-ordination Committee.

oGy \O
@an 1. To %e preferred category for each site.

Option2. | To not approve the recommended categories as outlined in Attachment 1.

[S%)
joS)
)

Option 3. To vary the recommended categories as outlined in Attachment 1.

Option 1 is recommended.



E&C RESULTS — 14 AUGUST 2000

SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV TITLE Y-N
HOLD
: Proposed sale of Council owned land to
_ 364/150/2-NL365/P155 Gity Queensland Housing Commission — 155 Hal
14/ 0&51F Govemance | Syt Petrie Terrace . Hele YES
: Lease Agreementwith AAPT COMA Py Lid -
) 364/48/2-SM785/31(2) Gity Collocation of a mobile telecommuni
14/08gF Governance facility — 31 Redfern Street, Morninggigéons YES
oy Aol T et L moeTs |
- - ralia — Coliocation o
14/08-3F 364/48/2-SC180/P48(1) Governance telecom mur){ications facility — Kurgbr;(‘?N] YES
A Eesewglr, Karawatha Forest
. ease Agreement with Lucent Techn
364/48/2-PW296/P35(A1) | Cit ' Australia Pty Ltd — Establi
14/08-4F | 364/48/2-PW20BPIR(AY) | Governance | teiana Y L Eetablshmen YES
M Road, Fitzgibbon
1 4/08-?5 (0)456/85(16) 8g¥fernance Renewal of Lease - Moor YES
; Lease Agreement with Brisbane Pty Ltd ~
14/08 EF (2)364/48/2-SV210/P9(1) 8g¥fernance ﬁagg)egr%adcast Siation Yacility — Queer?s Road, YES
s _— i
14/08-1) | (0)460/42/93(0/A2/P1) | CCSD Bromaor O e v T Defin | HELD
1 4!08-& J | 314/6-9/05(402/A2) CCSD YES
Urban YES
1 4/0§ &K {0)364/63-NL010/P59(P4) Manageme
attach : . .
14/08-1L 240/7-99/2000 OLMCE e Professional Services — YES
A
~ anager, Assurance and Audit
14/08 :5'( 1/139(A2) LM es 10 ISACA Board YES
otores I:'ipard Report — Submissions for E&CT
14/08-3L | 243/77-M(46) LMCEO rovar YES
A ggg;’i?(’:g\g(%) Supply of Telecommunications
Stores Board Report — Submission Tfor Council
14/08-4L | K44/99/0 approval: ' YES
: K44/99/00  Supply of Compressed Natural G
R A and CNG Refushing Equipment e as
City Business | City Business Strategic Direction YES

14/08-1M

o

S

M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this
document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed
through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane
Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.
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Text Box
M  - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.  



14/08-2F
1.0 FILE NUMBER: 364/48/2-SM78 5/31(2)
SU BMISSION TQ THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0 TITLE
To enter into a léase agreement with AAPT CDMA Pty Lid for an area of land located
at 31Redfern Street, Momingside.

50 ISSUE/PURPOSE

To obtain approval for AAPT CDMA Pty Limited to lease a portion of the 1

Redfern Street, Morningside for the co-location of 2 mobile telecommunicasion y
as depicted in the attached site location plan and photomontage. ;

40 PROPONENT

John Orange
Divisional Managetr
City Governance Division

50 SUBMISSION PREPARED BY

Sharon Johnston &\

Principal Asset Manager

CITY ASSETS - Ext 35588 ?\

6.0 DATE

14 August 2000 V
. 70 FOR E&(@gAL
For E@hment and
8.0 REC ATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
UIRED ER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE? ‘

o

CEMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?

dindtion Committee Approval

¥
No

FLR

/2L e

TOWH aQ‘%J_ER?’; s
;@éfﬁﬁ“ﬂ




ey oSS R

9.0

10.0 DIVISIONAL MANAGER

RECOMMENDATION
That
(1)  Successive leases be granted to AAPT CDMA Pty Ltd, upon the standard terms

@

3)

and conditions for such leases, over an area of land being generally in
accordance with that part of 31 Redfern Street, Morningside, shaded yellgw on
the attached copy of Drawing AQL0097A-01 marked “A”; and

the said leases be for an aggregate period of 20 years, compris
successive periods of ten years each, the first period co

September 2000 or the date of execution, whichever is the s annual
rental rate of %% (inclusive of GST); and %

Taucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited pay ishment fee of

redacted (mchlSlve of GST)
; @

................................................

o B0g meﬂaf wbv\rf*w oly
114 John Oran e %

DIVISIONAL MANAG

CITY“GOYERNAN 1A% N

AT "\i C*‘i k%: EXECUTIVE OFFICER 3

Q.

&
QL

44



11.0

BACKGROUND

In the past, communications "carriers" have approached Council with regard to placing
communications mobile base stations on Council land under lease agreements. Despite
the fact that these carriers have considerable legislative rights with regard to sites,
Telecommunications carriers have negotiated and agreed to financial terms and

conditions for leasing Council sites. Lucent Technologies is a licenced carrier as defined
under the Act.

On 1 August 2000 the Council resolved that it is in the public interest that Section 46 of
the City of Brisbane Act 1924 relating to the public tendering for leasing of Cogfincil
property should not apply in relation to the leasing of sites to Telecommun ifhs

Carriers. By resolution 51/2000-01 the Council has delegated its powers in rela
granting of leases to Telecommunications Carriers to the E & C Commi
ntiation

Until recently Council’s basis for determining lease rentals provided@o difi

of financial impost on high impact over medium or low impact. ey guidelines
adopted by the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee on er 1999 seek to
provide a commercial disincentive to carriers for mediu ow and high over
medium impact sites. a ’

The terms and conditions for such agreements have@lly bee arg for all
Council sites and apply to all carriers.

This particular case involves the co-location ile tele ations facility
by AAPT CDMA Pty Ltd with the existing Fodafone and Opttis ne.Tel installations
on a part of the Council land presently ogcupied by the Bri City Council Depot. The
site 1s located at 31 Redfern Street o 1se descriied #8 Lot 1 on RP 868001,

(refer to the attached plans) V
&
a

The telecommunication infras propos nstructed is defined under the
Brisbane City Town Plannjme Sclftme as a lation” and the land concerned
lies with the Special Uses{(Utility Installation)@o der the Brisbane Town Plan. The
nearest residentially z erties ligywithiyapproximately 20 metres of the
proposed facility.

The proposed y{eleco icAtions facility will be comprised of the following
infrastruetuf@d :

e wide i'an eadframe attached to the existing 30 metre monopole

height of 1 es

° X (6) p % tenna of 1.977m in height and 0.265m wide to be positioned on
the headframerwith two antennas per sector at a height of 15metres

e One (1) 300mm transmission dish to be attached to the monopole at a height of
20m;

o One (1) GPS antenna at a height of 10metres;

. A 3 metre high equipment shelter (which accommodtees associated electronic

equipment) of 2.5 m x 3 m in area. The shelter is of prefabricated construction
with custom froof cladding to be colour matched tothe existing shelters on the
site.

° An elevated cable tray connecting the shelter to the monopole.
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(1.0 BACKGROUND Cont’d

14.0

15.0

16.0

o)

18.0

The proposed infrastructure on this site is considered to be of low-impact in accordance
with the provisions of the Low-impact Facility Determination 1997.

As this proposed infrastructure is considered to constitute a low-impact facility, no
Development Application under the Integrated Planning Act is required and the carrier
must comply with the Telecommunications Code of Practice 1997. Low- impact facilities
are the responsibility of the Commonwealth under the Telecommunications Act 1997.

CONSULTATION

Councillor Sharon Humphreys, Chairperson Finance Committee. @
si
e

(Councillor Moringside Ward).
Frank Riley, Manager City Assets Branch, City Governance Dj
David Hains, Senior Research Officer, Information and Kno

Councillor Sharon Humphreys (the local Councillor) supports
None of the others consulted raised objections. < ’
IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL % %@

elopmen ieation under the
&, carriermusy’” cOmply with the
hese lgfv gmpact facilities are the

elecomm atilbns Act 1997. Council

Integrated Planning Act is required
Telecommunications Code of Practic

responsibility of the Commonwealth

will receive an ongoing income fo& V

CORPORATE PLAN IMPA?\ @

In accordance with the Cc@ lan:- Q~

Service (output) 1.4.3 \ropeﬂy ? @ cilities management of City Governance’s real
state and agSet portfolio.

%
CUSTOMER CT E
TherQJ 1 ediat@km impact.

@RONM&@IMPACT
O here will be no ehvironmental impact anticipated.

POLICY IMPACT

There is no impact on existing policy.

FUNDING IMPACT

There are no funding requirements. Moreover, Council will receive an establishment fee
of 'edacted  ,1us an ongoing annual rental of %9 The rental revenue received
will increase with effect from 1 July each year at 5% p.a. or the CPI (whichever is the
greater) for the term of the lease. All rental and establishment fees are inclusive of GST.
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19.0

20.0

o

O

HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT

There is no impact.

URGENCY

Council will need to respond promptly to enable finalisation of the lease.

PUBLICITY / MARKETING STRATEGY @
No publicity is required. @
OPTIONS @

I. That

(1) Successwe leases be granted to AAPT P

and
(2) the said leases be }eg

2. s abo @
OpQ is the recoﬁ&de option.

47

years, comprised of two
st period commencing from

ate
successive perigds oft years i
1 September 2 e date 0 n whichever is the sooner, at
an annual T ok
3) Luc%ntt g1esQil1a ’ty Limited pay an establishment fee of
I ac



1*;@%”35
|0 FILE NUMBER: 364/48/2-SCI80/P48(1)

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0 TITLE
To lease an area of land for the co-location of a mobile telecommunications facilif o

4 site where there is an existing Optus lattice tower forming a mobile base sﬁt@

30 ISSUE/PURPOSE

To obtain approval for Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited to Jéase portion of
Council owned land upon which stands the Kuraby Water Re. irnKarawatha Forest,

se
for the co-location of a mobile telecommunications facility af depigt®d in the attached

plans marked “A”. %

40 PROPONENT

John Orange
Divisional Manager
City Governance Division

50" SUBMISSION PREPARED B

Sharon Johnston

Principal Asset Manage

City Assets Ext 355%
6.0 DATE @

14 Augps 0 !

7.0 E& APP OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?
stablishmedt and Co-ordination Committee Approval.

@ IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, 18 A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

Not Applicable e

1.4 A6 T80

et ta
. .,ﬁv";a.q Sir t
{;’ k\ {.: ;"{:\? 5 ‘ ‘?.‘a.‘%:. E’; 5;,1 é :ﬂgg?ﬁ“jﬂ

G E | Qe
TOWN CLER e
Futn A2

48




RECOMMENDATION

That:

(1) Subject to the necessary planning approval being obtained, successive leases be
granted (for the One.Tel Wireless Communications Network) to Lucent
Technologies Australia Pty Limited ACN 002 326 687, upon the standard terms
and conditions for such leases, generally in accordance with that part of the
Karawatha Forest shaded yellow on the attached copy of Drawing 4140C#2-002-

01 marked “A”; and

) the said leases be for an aggregate period of 20 years, co of two
successive periods of ten years each, the first period comfhenc rom 1
September 2000 or the date of execution, whichever is the , @ an annual
rental rate of  ™®93%d  (inclusive of GST); and

(3)  Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited pa@ blishment fee of

redacted  rinclusive of GST). E @
100 MANAGER %

49



! 11.0 BACKGROUND

In the past, communications "Carriers" have approached Council with regard to placing
communications mobile base stations on Council land under lease agreements. Despite
the fact that carriers have considerable legislative rights with regard to sites, these
Telecommunications Carriers have all negotiated and agreed to financial terms and
conditions for leasing Council sites.

On 1 August 2000 the Council resolved that it is in the public interest that Secti
the City of Brisbane Act 1924 relating to the public tendering for leasing

property should not apply in relation to the leasing of sites to Telecomm
Carriers. By resolution 51/2000-01 the Council has delegated its powers i
granting of leases to Telecommunications Carriers to the E & C Compfiitte

Until recently Council’s basis for determining lease rentals provi ferentiation
or financial impost on high impact over medium or low impa new guidelines
adopted by the Establishment and Co-ordination Committe 1'Qctober 1999 seek to
provide a commercial disincentive to carriers for medidin ovgr low amd high over
medium impact sites. %

The terms and conditions for such agreements fave rally bEe ard for all

Council sites and apply to all carriers.

This particular case involves the construg : obileg€lepifne base station on an
existing Optus lattice tower to facilitat wobilgbase sta e.Tel. The lease area
involves a part of the Council land pfes@gtl¥6ccupied by raby Water Reservoir.
The site is located on Compton Réaghy Kuraby an '%ISG described as being part

of Lot 1 on RP 897147, refer e attaghed Bi«fa
The telecommunications pifrastficture pra @  to We constructed is defined under the
Brisbane City Town Planfling Sghieme as a "B lity Installation™ and the site is contained

within the Special Us atjon) zOne under the Brisbane Town Plan. The

nearest residenti zon®g prope g, within approximately 500 metres of the
proposed facili

The propos impact abf mg\Tnications facility will be comprised of the
following 1 e itcufs:-

adio Frequency Panel Antennas,

WO {2! al.
Tyig (2) x 03m Microwave Dishes; and
C) ° Q) x 0.6m Microwave Dishes;

C) ° %quipment cabin situated at ground level.

@ The proposed infrastructure on this site is not considered a Low-Impact site in accordance
with the provisions of the Determination as the site is deemed an Area of Environmental
Significance by virtue of it being listed on the register of the National Estate. This

proposal requires a Development Application under the Integrated Planning Act 1997,

and is subject to Code Assessment. In notifying conditions of development Council’s

planning policy 19.23 “Guidelines for the Development of Telecommunications

Structures” will be applied. This application cannot be refused.

It is considered that an Establishment fee of "*%“®? will reflect the medium impact of
the proposed facility. However, it is further considered that the development, due to it
being a co-location requiring only a Code Assessment, on an ongoing basis will merely
be of low impact status. Accordingly, having regard to Council’s leasing guidelines it is
considered that an establishment fee of "%€d  and a commencing annual rental of

redacted ]l meet Council’s policy.
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CONSULTATION

Councillor Sharon Humphreys, Chairperson, Finance Committee.
; Councillor Gail McPherson, Runcorn Ward Office.

Barry Ball, Manager, Urban Management.

| Frank Riley, Manager, City Assets Branch.

No objections have been received.

13.0 IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

A Development Application subject to Code Assessment is required for this p
in notifying conditions of development, Council’s planning policy 19.23 “Gu
the Development of Communication Structures” are being applied. If a
will receive an ongoing income for the site.

140 CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

real estate and asset
150 CUSTOMER IMPACT ?\
There 1s no immediate customer impa\O @
16.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMP & @V
No environmental 1 1mpa tigipated. Q~
170 POLICY IMPA

There is no @n existi %
18.0 Q Q

e requlrements Moreover, Council will receive an establishment fee
of rodacied pl ngoing annual rental of 9%  The rental revenue received
wi

C) e

In accordance with the Corporate Plan:-
1 Service (output) 1.4.3.3.: Property and facilities m ent % rnance’s

be i 1ncre n 1 July each year at 5% per annum or the CPI (whichever is the
ater) for of the lease. All rental and establishment fees are inclusive of GST.

%.0 HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT

f There 1s no impact.

20.0 URGENCY

Council will need to respond promptly to enable finalisation of the lease.
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1.0 OPTIONS

T That:
() Subject to the necessary planning approval being obtained, Successive
Jeases be granted (for the One.Tel Wireless Communications Network)
to Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited ACN 002 326 637, upon
the standard terms and conditions for such leases, over an area of land

being generally in accordance with that part of the Karawatha Forest site
shaded yellow on the attached copy of Drawing 4140C-002-01/02 marked

G(A‘JB; and

(2) the said leases be for an aggregate period of 20 years, comprise 0
successive periods of ten years each, the first period commenging
September 2000 or the date of execution, whichever is tan
annual rental rate of ~ e%cted  an

d
(3)  Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited pay am esiablishinent fee of

redacted

2 To not resolve as in 1 above. 6 @

K28
N\
£
AN\ |
@\/((/?g~
QQ\\)Q4
N
Q)C)




14/08-4F

o FILE NUMBER: 364/48/2-PW296/P35(A1)
I 364/48/2-PW296/P35(A2)

qUBM[SSlON TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

20 TITLE

To enter into a lease agreement with Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited for
an area of the land located at 389 Telegraph Road, Fitzgibbon.

3.0 ISSUE/PURPOSE @
To obtain approval from the E&C Committee for Lucent Technologi€s Ausgalia Pty
{imited to lease a portion of the land at 389 Telegraph road, Ki boty, for the
cstablishment of a mobile telecommunications facility as depicted i tached site
location plan and photomontage.

bioa 40 PROPONENT . j‘“*a

: John Orange
Divisional Manager
City Governance Division

50 SUBMISSION PREPARED BY
Sharon Johnston
. Principal Asset Manager
j City Assets Branch - x355®
60 DATE \> Q~
£2 ?\

11 Augus

bl 70 FO RO% COMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?

I r E&G Appro

<-0 ’ OR REC%ENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION

QUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

A gOENMEY

CTLoN TAKEN

il 4
N o o 1
AR COMMITTER S

TOV/N CLERKE

| Tl Pan T A




RECOMMENDATION

0.0
That:
] In respect of Stage One

(1) Subject to the necessary planning approval being obtained, a m
tenancy be granted (for the One.Tel Wireless Commumcauons Ni
to Lucent Technologies Australia Pty Limited ACN 002 326
the standard terms and conditions for the telecornrnumcat le or
the area of land generally in accordance with that land
situated at 389 Telegraph Road Fitzgibbon, (known 1 Brown
Sports Field) shaded yellow on the attached copy o 4203A 2
-002-01 marked “A1”; and

(2) the said monthly tenancy to continue for noflong n twelve mgn¥hds
from its commencement and to be at a | gental r recacte
(includes GST) upon terms which woul 1sfactory nager,
Brisbane City Legal Practice; and

3) Lucent Technologies Australia whited pay t ent fee of
redacted  (incudes GST); anO @

2 In respect of Stage Two \

(1) Successive eS\be grante t Technologles Australia Pty
Limited A 26 687, standard terms and conditions for
such lea area of land erally in accordance with that part of
the paﬂd& ated Telegraph Road , Fitzgibbon, (known as the
B111 ports F1 ed yellow on the attached copy of the

rked 4 03-0 marked “A2 ”; and
d lea ggregate period of 20 years, comprised of two

Q

Q; DIVISIONAL MANAGER

c?sdlve 10 years each commencing at an annual rental of
acte

Would be sa actory to the Manager, Brfsbane City: L”egal Practice.

p s h;‘w“’??{"l"‘"‘fg pg.ng?l ‘?gsy
k’\u\,._, l _{' [P
jﬂ "é‘:;"“’““i'”\'wﬁ”"#wg p—
/j)/?-« / NG CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER \
o ?\;{_ \“‘\_\’f
v _‘__Q,.;—-"""""__w_'_.—
John Orange il
DIVISIONAL MANAGER

CITY GOVERNANCE DIVISION
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110 BACKGROUND

In the past, communications "carriers" have approached Council with regard to placing
conimunications mobile base stations on Council land under lease agreements. Despite
the fact that these carriers have considerable legislative rights with regard to sites,
Telecommunications carriers have negotiated and agreed to financial terms and
conditions for leasing Council sites. Lucent Technologies is a carrier as defined und

Act.

On 2 August 2000 the Council resolved that it is in the public interest that
the City of Brisbane Act 1924 relating to the public tendering for leasi
l property should not apply in relation to the leasing of sites to Tele€o
Carriers. By resolution 51/2000-01 the Council has delegated its pow
granting of leases to Telecommunications Carriers to the E & C €o

f Until recently Council’s basis for determining lease rentals ovidedho differentiation
: of financial impost on high impact over medium or lo ct ideli
i? adopted by the Establishment and Co-ordination Comm1 1T Octobe

{ provide a commercial disincentive to carriers fo me 1 ver 1
medium impact sites.
The terms and conditions for such agree ¢ gener; tandard for all
Council sites and apply to all carriers.

This particular application has evolv earher lodge during February, 2000,

by Lucent Tecnologies for the co-locau with Op t s of a low impact famhty
on Council land at 411 Rogh 1tzg1bb rgviously, on 15 April, 1996,

Council granted successive ng 2 S ptus Networks Pty Ltd for the
establishment of a telecomiuni ns hub the land at 411 Roghgan Road.

Whislt Lucent’s ap hc recewed no opposition from the land’s
custodian {CED) it er ob ectegd o 2 Carol Cashman, the local Councillor for
the Bracken Ri

_ desgided to shift its application from 411 Roghan Road
: ilLBrown S ield. This change of site entailed the erection of a new
Lo anl b i act c1111:y, a development application involving an impact

assesstigfit by Council’s planners was necessary. City Assets did not support this

, ication for a pact facility as there was the potential for the applicant to co-
gh Voltage Transmission line which traverses the same site.

’ ocategon the ER
| meeting was conVened by City Assets between representatives of Lucent Tecnologies
d Energex to facilitate a co-location agreement between them. Since that meeting the

matter has progressed. However, due to the time required by Energex to resolve the range
of engineering, technological and leasing matters Lucent has sought a compromise
(involving an interim pole) to enable it to meet its network roll out obligations and at the
same time meet Council’s request, that it co-locate with Energex.

Accordingly, this application is for a two staged development. Stage One is for an interim
period (with a sunset clause of 12 months) during which time a temporary pole would be
constructed to accommodate the facility pending the long term co-location on the nearby
_ Energex High Voltage Tower (HVT) which would be Stage Two. On the relocation of
‘ the temporary facility to the Energex tower the temporary pole will then be removed
together with all ancilliary equipment and the land restored to its original condition.
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11.

o BACKGROUND Cont’d

In Respect of Stage One

The first stage involves Lucent Technologies erecting a temporary monopole and
equipment shelter, situated toward the front of the Bill Brown Sports Fields,
approximately 30 metres to the south of the HVT tower. The site is described as Lot 1 on
RP 177978. (refer to the attached plans marked “ A1 ™)

The infrastructure proposed for stage one will consist of the following:-

o Six (6) radio frequency 1.3m panel antennas and one microwave dish moufted
on a temporary pole at a height of 24 metres.

o An outdoor unit (cabinet) approximately 1.55m x 0.66m x 1.47m hi
power/battery unit 0.77m x 0.66m x 1.47m high mounted at groungi¢

General arrangement plans and infrastructure plans are attached and ar 2003A-

2-002-01 Rev A; and 4203A-2-002-02 Rev A. The proposed tempo tructure 1s

considered high-impact in accordance with the provisions of ¢he tion and the

establishment of a new monopole requires the submission of pment Application

for Council assessment.

The Telecommunication infrastructure proposed is defi er the Bris Cigy Town

Planning Scheme as a “Utility Installation”. The degelop ite 1s i ithin the

Special Development Zone under the Brisbane To Plan. In accorddficd with section
1.4 of the Telecommunications (Low-impact Fa etermirfg the principal

designated use of the area is Residential baget Oy pl an ses controls for
the site. The site is currently utilised fa @ unity gforge figlds and as a public
of Residentl oses lie 100m away.

recreation area. The nearest propertie :
This proposal requires a Develo @pplicati We Integrated Planning Act
froposal does not satisfy planning

1997, and is subject to Impact sment. If tlg

policy 19.23 “Guidelines fousihe elopmen gbmmunications Structures” then

the development application w be recofupérded for refusal. Appeal rights against
blefo appligants ag submitters and such appeals would be

Council’s decision are

determined by the la& and En ent Court unless resolved through “without
prejudice” discus '(w diation. MPlication is currently being advertised. The
Council planng @ . Rt vill recommend approval of the temporary pole

subject to apgro 3 conditigns tetuding a sunset date of 1 August 2001.
Inresp @e Two

StageM#vo is a low impdet proposal and involves the long term relocation of the
pora facili@o-locating it upon and within the confines of the Energex HVT

Towegr.

ore particul%it involves the following infrastructure:-

° 3 radio frequency 1.3 panel antennas and 1 microwave dish mounted on
the HVT tower at a height of approximately 30 metres
e an equipment cabin approximately 3m x 2.5m X 2.99m high at ground

level beneath the tower
Refer to the general site layout plans marked “A2” and “B2” attached hereto.

The proposal is for a low-impact facility and accordingly, does not require development
approval processing by the City planners. This is because the relevant legislation does not
rate the development as being too intrusive, nor too detrimental, to the amenity value of
the neighbourhood. Accordingly, having regard to Council’s recently adopted guidelines
itis considered that a commencing annual rental of edacted  will meet Council’s policy.
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12.0

13.0

{ 14.0

15.0

16.0

o

18.0

CONSULTATION

Councillor Sharon Humphreys, Chairperson Finance Committee.
Councillor Carol Cashman, Councillor Bracken Ridge Ward.

Pauline Peel, Divisional Manager, Community & Economic Development.
Frank Riley, Manager, City Assets.

David Hains, Senior Research Officer, Information and Knowledge.

Councillor Carol Cashman (the local Councillor) was consulted on 13/4/2000 with regard
to the original proposal to place a new facility to the rear of the sports field and gvas
opposed to it. The Councillor supported the co-location of facilities. Councillor C

was again consulted on 24/7/2000 regarding this new proposal and to da 0
responded.

No objections to the new proposal have been received. @

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

A Development Application subject to Impact Assess ' i the Stage 1
of this proposal and in notifying conditions of developghe i ng policy
19.23 “Guidelines for the Development of Commu i e being
applied. Stage 2 is for a low impact development agd in il’s policy
of encouraging the use of “Quarantine” land & teleco purposes.If

approved, Council will receive an ongoinG from thg si

CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT Q \/
In accordance with the Corpor: an Qutcome €.4;
Service (output) 1.4.3.3: roperty and anagement of City Governance’s

\ redl estate and a8get portfolio.
CUSTOMER %W 2

%~

Nil.

l@POLICY IMPACT

Nil

FUNDING IMPACT

There are no funding requirements. Moreover, Council will receive an establishment fee
of redacted (includes GST) plus:-

Stage One  an annual rental rate of ®%®*? (incudes GST)
Stage Two  an annual rental rate of *®***® (includes GST)

The rental revenue received will increase with effect from 1 July each year at 5% p.a. or
CPI (whichever is the greater) for the term of the lease.
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HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT

There is no impact.

0.0 URGENCY

Council will need to respond promptly to enable finalisation of the lease.

710 PUBLICITY /MARKETING STRATEGY
No publicity is required. @

22.0 OPTIONS

&
s

A In respect of Stage One

(1) Subject to the necessary plannin roval med, a

monthly tenancy is to be gRanted (for the .Tel Wireless

i ent Tec ustralia Pty

Limited ACN 002 ¢ 8/, upo esfandard terms and

conditions for the telg unicati esWfor the area of land

generally in accerdan® h that parfQf M€ land situated at 389

Telegraph Fitzgibbon, wn he Bill Brown Sports

Field) shaded yeMgw on thgfattached’copy of Drawing 4203A-
2 -002-01 d “Al”; a

(2)  the gaid thly ten ntinue for no longer than twelve

to begat an Agnual rental rate of ™% (includes
GSH), upon te hich would be satisfactory to the Manager,

\@ e City ctice; and
ucent Fechhelogles Australia Pty Limited pay an establishment
fee of{"®9#°% (incudes GST); and
Q In res ec$&age Two
< ’ G\Accessive leases be granted to Lucent Technologies Australia

1)
\ ty Limited ACN 002 326 687, upon the standard terms and
conditions for such leases, for the area of land generally in

@O accordance with that part of the parkland situated at 389

Telegraph Road , Fitzgibbon, (known as the Bill Brown Sports
Field) shaded yellow on the attached copy of the drawing marked
4203F-2-003-0 marked “A2 ”; and

2) the said leases be for an aggregate period of 20 years, comprised
of two succesive neriods of 10 years each commencing at an
annual rental of "*%*** (includes GST) for the first year of the
term, upon terms which would be satisfactory to the Manager,
Brisbane City Legal Practice.

2. Not resolve as above.

Option 1 is the recommended option.
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£1LE NUMBER: (0) 456/85(16) 14/708-5F

1.0

5UBMISS|ON TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

20 TITLE

Renewal of Lease for the existing Moorooka Ward Office. @
50 ISSUE/PURPOSE @g

4.0 PROPONENT
John Orange,

Divisional Manager, YR
City Governance. (DMGRF Ext. 345 N‘j\_ [0

50 SUBMISSION PREPARED B W4
Sharon Johnston Q :
Principal Asset Ma agerx BECEIVED
City Assets. (PA S@ 558?

14 AUG 2000

6.0 DATE !@ COMMITTEE SECTION
7 AungJOO.

7. F &C APF%/AL OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?

@ For Establishment and Co-ordination Committee approval.

8.0 IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

No.
ATV TARED
TV LLERY <

G HREA
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9.0

10.0

RECOMMENDATION

That authority be granted for the Manager, City Assets, to negotiate a new lease
agreement with the owners of premises at Shops 2 & 3, 207 Beaudesert Road,
Moorooka for the Moorooka Ward Office on the basis of a four (4) year lease at
arentalof %% per annum (inclusive of GST) with a four (4) year option
term, subject to annual CPI increases and on terms and conditions satisfactory
to the Manager, Brisbane City Legal Practice.

DIVISIONAL MANAGER

)

}
4 "
~

_A_/‘\J w”"%“ .

-
John Orange
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
CITY GOVERNANCE DIVISION.
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11.

0 BACKGROUND

At its meeting held on 29 April 1994 the E. & C. Committee granted authority to
negotiate a three- (3) year lease with a three- (3) year option for accommodation
for the Moorooka Ward Office at Shops 2 & 3, 207 Beaudesert Road Moorooka.

The lease term commenced on 1 July 1994 and the three- (3) year option
expired on 30 June 2000.

Following negotiations by letter dated 2 August 2000 Kafrouni, Lawye
as agent for the owners advised as follows: -

Gross Rent:

Rent Reviews:

Area:
Lease Term:

Option(s):

redac

The terms and conditions of the lease are proposed to be: - @

redacted redacted

p.c.m. lusive of GST).

CPI Annually. To market at ¢ ment ion then
CPI annually.

78 square metres

4 years from 1 l @E
4 years. & V

perannu

The above offer i

The rental paid for the %to @%OO redacted -

0n3| red to d reasonable and represents the CPI
increase at 3@ of 2% on the previous rental plus GST.

12.0 CON

Counciflor Shar

&

iley, Councillor for Moorooka Ward.
r, City Assets

%mph eys, Chairperson, Finance Committee

en Smith, AssetManager, City Assets

o

13.0

ougcillor Mar|
Oa Riley,N

Allyson Reid, Co-ordinator, Councillor and Customer Support

No objection was raised to the proposal.

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

Will continue to provide an efficient service to ratepayers in the Moorooka

Ward.
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) 140 CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

The proposal is in accordance with the Corporate Plan: -
Strategy 1.4.3: Improve the management and performance of Council’s
physical asset portfolio.

15.0 CUSTOMER IMPACT

Will provide an adequate service to ratepayers in the Moorooka Wa§@

16.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

j Nil. Q\@
| 17.0 POLICY IMPACT Q @
1R Nil. % %

| 18.0 FUNDING IMPACT § >
f Provision for increase in rental @nade in@mm budget.

r 19.0 HUMAN RESOURCE IMP : @
Nil. \< ’ Q

20.0 URGENCY \/
Inthen@@eof S ss.

( 21.0 PUQITYIMARKE STRATEGY

@ublicity@ed.

OPTIONS

g Approve the recommendation for E. & C. Committee to grant authority
for the Manager, City Assets, to negotiate a new lease agreement with
the owners of premises at Shops 2 & 3, 207 Beaudesert Road,
Moorooka for the Moorooka Ward Office on the basis of a four (4) year
lease at a rental of " perannum (inclusive of GST) with a (4)
year option term, subject to CPI increases.

2, Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1 is preferred.

62



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

e

9.0

10.0

e
S

Fo8-1L

FILE NUMBER: 240/7-89/2000

sUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

TITLE

Contracts to Provide Professional Services - Report for May 2000

ISSUE / PURPOSE @ :
The purpose of this submission is to seek E&C approval for ancies
commissioned in May 2000

PROPONENT

Michael Kerry
Acting Chief Executive Officer

SUBMISSION PREPARED BY

Lana Paznikov, PAMCEO .
Extension 36486 & & :
Office of the Chief Executive (fcer PN S
% . fé‘ig?‘/t/—- -t
DATE ' ‘
\ RECEWED
August 2, 2000 V
@ 1 4 AUG 2000
FORE&CA AL COMNMENDATION TO COUNCIL?
SOMMITTE
For Qpp val. .. ]

= SECT N

RED

@DR REL@DATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
ul
QNo. -

R AN ACT OR ORDINANGCE?

RECOMMENDATION

That E&C note the report for the consultancies commissioned during the month of May
2000 as attached.

STEEY RT TN R T
ATULION TAR «.T.S.H

. | 4 o
{i
‘3 /3\,‘2} FOWN CLERK
MicHae Kerry 7 ?w‘f SO PP
?-L{Tm% CHIEE EXECUTIVE OFFICER

e
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11.0

12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

. 19.0

21.0

22,0

BACKGROUND

Council Resolution 1,564/1990/91 requires that a report listing consultancies be
submitted to the Establishment & Co-ordination Commitiee at least quarterly. Reports
detailing consultancy commitments of $1,290,947.45 during the month of May 2000,
are attached.

CONSULTATION
N/A @

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

o \2{0

CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

Consultants are employed to assist Divisions attain reley, Qnder emes
contained'in the Corporate Plan.
CUSTOMER IMPACT %

As addressed by Divisions. O @E
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT &\

Vv

Compliance with repo 'ng%est.

FUNDING IMP t@
Expenses inClrred through i idnaglConsultancy Accounts.
HUMANQOURCE IMPAC '

O 2O

20.0®ENCY

Normal course of business.

PUBLICITY / MARKETING STRATEGY

N/A

OPTIONS

N/A
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1.0

2.0

3.0 .

4.0

5.0

Q

7.0

3.0

.‘,3-. v g*i
sUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND @O—ORDI\VA.'EIQNEQOI\’IMIT PE

{ o G0 ?L % " :
e . o
S A L;%
FILE NUMBER: g d‘:a ot 1
PR LA u ¥ i
‘}j Lot h\}% 1%\& 5}

.
TITLE | W ! VVZ/ ",
1ces, to the
jatiep(ISACA).

Appointment of Andrew MacLeod, Manager, Assurance and- Audit
Standards Board of the Information Systems Audit and Control Asso

ISSUE/PURPOSE < ) |
The purpose of this submission is to seek E&C approvahfef: @
)

1. The appointment of Andrew MacLeod, Assur: it Services,
to the Standards Board of the (@ ion S}%@ and Control

Association; and

2. The Manager, Assurance andﬁ‘s ices, W to three meetings of the
Information Systems Aud%ﬁ trol AS@I tandards Board in the next
year.

PROPONENT \Q 2

< z~ F
Michael Kerry Y i RCENED
Acting Chief ffic ?N ,_-
D . T aan
i o HE S s

PA
John Tunstall
&C Clerk Q LCTH 4t TAKEN

SUBM

6.(9ATE \ AP A
TOWH CLERKAL

09 August 2000 ?Vé ZCié s

FOR E&C APPROVAL OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

For E&C approval.

IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

No.
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90 RECOMMENDATION

That B&C grant appro§a1 for:

1. The appointment of Andrew MacLeod, Manager, Assurance and Audit Services
to the Standards Board of the Information Systems Audit and Coifirg
Association; and

The Manager, Assurance and Audit Services, to attend up to three niee fthe
T
0

o

Information Systems Audit and Control Association Standard sually
held in Chicago, USA, at various times until August 2001, at o Couneil.

: 10.0 DIVISIONAL MANAGER < | ,
K 9 é(/
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/1.0 BACKGROUND

With more than 20,000 members in more than 100 countries, the Information Systems
Audit and Control Association (ISACA) is recognised as the global leader in IT
gOVernarce, control and assurance. Founded in 1969, ISACA sponsors international
conferences, administers the globally respected CISA® (Certified Information Sy,
Auditor) designation held by more than 12,000 professionals worldwide, and
globally-applicable Information Systems (IS) Auditing and Control Staadar

affiliated Foundation undertakes leading-edge research in support of thggrofesSian.
The ISACA Standards Board defines, develops and promulgates IS atidifigg standards

and their associated interpretations and guidelines. Also, the St BBard maintains
sure
c

a liaison with the certification program (CISA exam) to it continues to

incorporate and reflect the most current standards and gui ally ighed, and
maintains a dialogue with other standards bodies.

dit.Services, ha een%inted to the
mber board m to three times
as needed,p Chicago meetings are
9

Andrew Macl eod, the Manager Assurance and A

ayand [SACA fu ds these meetings.
% 1996 9 000, and Chair of this

A\Q‘ﬂ make/maintain and by access to
ments, With Council implementing many

opriate controls are in place. Assurance

- ' ill be N Council for this attendance but travelling time on a Friday and
onday will be reqhired as these meetings are held on Saturday and Sunday.

@ Tt is considered that Andrew MacLeod’s membership of the ISACA Standards Board is
worthwhile and is supported by Council.

12.0 CONSULTATION

Bob Davis, Manager Chief Executive’s Office, is in agreement with the recommendation.
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e bt NSRRI

13.0

4.0

16.0
17.0
18.0
19.0
20.0

@Q

22.0

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

Membership of the ISACA Standards Board will allow Andrew access to leading edge

<</

1S Audit research and developments.
CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT
Nil.

CUSTOMER IMPACT

Andrew’s membership of the ISACA Standards Board sho lead to a hi

IS Audit coverage in Council.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Nil.

POLICY IMPACT &

Nil. v
FUNDING IMPACT < ’

No cost to Counm %

HUMAN C;

Nll

GE Y

e norma se of business.
PUBLICITY/MARKETING STRATEGY
Nil.
OPTIONS

(1) Approve the recommendation.

(2) Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1 is the preferred option.
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FILE NUMBER: 243/?7—IVI(46) 14708~-31

1.0

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE
"_.—._-__.—’.—-_-—_7 -

2.0 TITLE

stores Board Report - Submissions for approval by the Establishment and
Co-ordination Committee.

i 30 ISSUE/PURPOSE

To seek E&C approval of the most advantageous tenders for carryi of
work or the supply of goods and services.

40 PROPONENT

"""

e T LT e

Michael Kerry

‘ Acting Chief Executive Officer
£>
| (¥ 50 SUBMISSION PREPARED BY

Michae! Byrne, Manager, Contracts an

271

f City Governance Division. RECEIVED
g 60 DATE
- 14 AUG 2000
9th August 2000
‘ COMMITTEE SECTION
. 70 FORE&C APPROV\ COMME TION TO COUNCIL
"‘ For E & C appr
| 8.0 |IF FORRE %ﬂ COUNCIL IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
: REQUIR ORDINANCE?
W ACTION TAKEH
: o

3.0 @MME TOWN CLERK.
"i\ Bl D
hat the Estabiishment and Co-ordination Committee grant approval for the
attached scheduled submissions.

63

10.0 )
f// l'/,
i ' B
Michael Byﬁe ichael Kerry \
Manager, ACTING CHIEF EXECUTIVE

§ Contrasts and Risk Management OFFICER
! FICER

CITY GOVERNANCE DIVISION

FrCS(‘m
CPIy 69
003/R31230408 [GAPRCURMNT\STORESBOV34 \ERC1 WPD)




e

11.0

BACKGROUND

The following submissions have been considered by the Chief Executive
Officer and Stores Board on Sth August 2000, and the individual
recommendations are referred to the Establishment and Co-ordination
committee for acceptance as they are considered to be the most
advantageous tenders for contract:-

CONTRACT NO. CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR Sl@%

043/7-M(36) Supply of Telecommunications  Within E&C @n

12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

Services (local, STD/IDD, and
PSTN to [non-Vodafone]
mobile phones) under GITC < ’ ‘
Panel arrangements % @
CONSULTATION % %
d oiEhe City Business

Acting Chief Executive Officer an ent H

Unit responsible for individual ns, Stor oard and relevant
Divisional Officers have be onsulted w agreement with the
recommendation. @

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

Contracts will be nter\wn 0 wit ecommended tenderers.

P Cﬂ?
The ap @ ese isgions will contribute to efficient management of
the r rces{

T

ervices to meet Council approved programs.

<:2;r ERH‘E:S
C} submish\s covers the carrying out of work or supply of goods and

70
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16.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Tenderers are evaluated in line with Council's policy on the use of
environmental  friendly and recycled products and environmental
considerations have been taken into account in the evaluation of tenders
relating to these submissions, where applicable.

17.0 POLICY IMPACT

supmitted in accordance with Council's Principles, Practices and Proced%

for Contracting and Tendering.
18.0 FUNDING IMPACT | @
mission.

Funding details are included in the Divisional sub

19.0 HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT < )
Nit, % @

20.0 URGENCY %

in the normal course of business. @E
21.0 PUBLICITY/MARKETING smm&\ \/

As appropriate. O?~ Q@

22.0 OPTIONS \
Option1: A Wreco endation.
%!

Option 2:0 rove@ mmendation.
OftionQ's the p:fferre ption.

FICSCPI-7003/R3/230498 71 [G‘.\F’RCURMNT\STORESBO\341\E&C1 WPD]




A RS A

1.0
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE
0 TITLE @
City Business Strategic Direction @
3.0 ISSUE/PURPOSE @
To seek approval of several priority actions relating to the strate i%n of the
City Business Division. é
: PONENT » :
40 PRO P R @ﬂ
Noel Faulkner N @ el innensnee
Divisional Manager pera i} ot -
City Business Division y A }Js 2008 ;’I{,/ o b
50  SUBMISSION PREPARED BY &\ LN, 7 %
Greg Lodder y /
Manager, Financial Service Q~ / FECEVED
6.0  DATE V\ Q~ 15 AUG 2008
8 August 2000 @ COMMITTEE SECTION
70  FORE& @DVAL MENDATION TO COUNCIL?
For E& proval.
8.0 FOR RECO ATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
IRED U AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?
@ Not Applicable ACTION Takol
90 RECOMMENDATION /51 8 |00

FILE NUMBER:  204/126(1)

TOWN CLERK o
L;?f"gx AT EE ©

Holding Entity Advisory Board recommends that: o
oy (DASO £an

| The Divisional Manager, City Business be given approval to negotiate the sale
of Poinsettia Press as a going concern. If a sale is unable to be arranged within
three (3) months, the business should be closed and the assets sold;

92  Brisbane Certification Group be approved for divestment, with the preferred
option being a staff buy-out;



T R R

S

A e s

.

9.3  Manly Nursery be approved for closure and asset sale subject to confirmation that
alternative sources of quality product exist, confirmation that the business is not

performing and clarification of the real value of the land on which it is located;
a NTé T i S

9.4  Model Making be closed if, within two (2) months, a staff buy-out has not heen
achieved; and

9.5 The Centre for Learning and Development be closed and the fsai d
development function integrated within City Workplace Soluti

10.0 DIVISIONAL MANAGER

f Noel Faulkr_ligt,---ﬂ’“
Divisional Manager
City Business O e ;
11.0.  BACKGROUND &\ il
The City Business Division of th ne Ciy€otnci#vas formed in 1997 as part of
the broader organisational @ ing of t il

Currently, the Division ‘&ts of eigiftectl (18) separate businesses, referred to within

ration, it is timely to review the Division to ensure that

After aliost three years of 0
ncil is achievi 'mal outcomes. Several significant initiatives have occurred since
97, which in& aihe strategic direction of both Council and the Division. These
< i,c B

e technological convergence;
e the rise of e-business as a strong business driver, including Council’s e-Brisbane

initiative;

continued evolution of Council as a knowledge-based organisation;
refocussing of Council’s vision for the future through the 2010 Project;

the ongoing process of taxation reform by the Federal Government;

the move towards collaborative partnerships and alliances;

rethinking of Council’s regional presence and the opportunities which this

presents;
e the recently-adopted regional model for water distribution (South East

Queensland Water Corporation Ltd); and
e the emergence of SEQROC as a potential means to strengthen regional service

delivery.
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ate maximum value for Council.
gcnel ate redacted

/
e,
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The drivers referred to above, have created the need to reposition City Business to
redacted

ty Business
the entire City
T met on several



redacted

S

is, several potential@ptions exist

Depending upon the outcome of the core/ancill
for each current business activity. These opti

retention as-is; \

joint ventures; & V

divestment (MBO or thirdsparty),

closure; V

transfer to the purchiaser ther are 1l; or

creation of a regi\ eryice progider biisiness.
\/ Q;"d

Qased upon analysis of currently available data, several business activities are
recommended for priority action. Priority action has been recommended for these

business activities due to circumstances including market conditions, value-for-money
concerns, operating efficiencies and alignment with the business philosophy statement.
Summary business cases to support these recommendations are attached to this

submission.
The recommendations for priority action are:

° The Divisional Manager, City Business be given approval to negotiate the sale of
Poinsettia Press as a going concern. If a sale is unable to be arranged within three

‘ (3) months, the business should be closed and the assets sold;
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12.0

’o)

Brisbane Certification Group be approved for divestment, with the preferred
option being a staff buy-out;

Manly Nursery be approved for closure and asset sale subject to confirmation that
alternative sources of quality product exist, confirmation that the business is not

performing and clarification of the real value of the land on which it 1s located;

. Model Making be closed if, within two (2) months, a staff buy-out has &
achieved; and

. The Centre for Learning and Development be closed an ragning and
development function integrated within City Workplace Solu

&

\)

(TONSULTATIOIV\

Cr Jim Soorley, ayor

C'r John CampbBell¢hairpe ity Business Committee
Holdin ' visory aoa

rd

John O e, Divisignal Mamtager, City Governance Division
lul Minns, Divisanager, Human Resources and Strategic Management

ary/'ShortlandNManeger, City Design
< icter Hall, Manag® Small Businesses

alcolm Thorburn, Manager City Supply
IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL
Completion of the three phases of this project will enable Council to focus its

management and financial resources on core businesses, contributing to increased value
for ratepayers.
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15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

The recommendations support the Corporate Plan with respect to:
program 3 — Customer Service

33 Integrated Service Delivery
3.3.1 Ensure Council’s systems and processes are integrated and that

services are delivered in accordance with protocols to agreed st
Program 11 — Aligning the Organisation &

1.1  Continuous Process Improvement
11.1.1 Enhance the effectiveness and efficiency of the orgarmga ough
continuous process improvement

[1.2 Strategic Alignment

11.2.1 Enhance Council’s capacity to respond g1c challe

opportunities

11.2.2 Achieve alignment within the organis

11.2.3 Improve alignment of Counci w1th co% oals
CUSTOMER SERVICE IMPA @
The impact on customers shoul be posi ve duggfo } ed value for money from
Council businesses.

ENVIRONMENTAL

POLICY I @
Ther be®need t ew @ouncil’s exit policies and processes.

IMP

project ha\ldgeted cost of $495,000 for implementation of the priority actions,
hich should be recovered from the proceeds of sale. Overall, the recommendations

should have a positive funding impact.

HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT

Care will be taken to minimise instances of staff displacement arising from the
recommendations in this submission.

URGENCY

Normal course of business.
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920

pUBLICITY/MARKETING STRATEGY

A connmmications s
trategy has been developed, taking into a
: account the needs of
each

stakeholder group-

OPTIONS

(1)  Approve the recommendations

(2) Do not approve the recommendations < S@\
Option (1) is the preferred option. @



E&C RESULTS — 21 AUGUST 2000

SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV TITLE Y-N
HOLD
21/08-1J (0)460/42/93(0/A2/P1) CCSsD Substitution of security for Forest Lake (Delfin Held
Property — operating as lvyville Pty Ltd)
Previously distributed as 14/08-1J
21/08-1F 460/62/68(26) City Proposed purchase and on-sale of State Govt Yes
Governance owned land ﬁontmlled by Dept of Public Works
and Dept of Natural Resources) at Newste
QR
21/08-2F 460/62/68(24) City Proposed Joint Venture Agreement be Yes
Governance Council and Origin Energy (formally Bo dy
Asset Manaé;ement) in réspect of e%ol
e at Newstea
21/08-1K 436/30-LR560(8) Urban Swimming Pool Encroach 1 5McCawley Yes
R Management Street, Stafford
21/08-2K 202/11-QN542/2B Urban Resumption of lafid for Purposes ~ 2B Yes
. Q. Management Longland Street, Newstead
21/08-3K 202/11-PO020/100(A2) Urban Yes
Management
"
21/08-4K 202/10(623) Urban Yes
R\ Management,
- Urb Y
21/08-5K 202/11-VN980/1795 M;nag ¢ es
M
21/08-1L 243/85-10028/2000/2001 oL Report — Submissions for Yes
aluti y Council under Division 12 of the
of Brishane Act, 1924
Licehce Agreement for the use of RiskFocus Risk
' Management tools
21/08-2L 24/1-L/2000(8 oL Overseas Travel — Taiwan Business Mission from Yes
R 28 August to 2 September 2000 (Lord Mayor)
21/08-3L 24/1-L 8) L 0 Overseas Travel — Taiwan Business Mission from Yes
A 28 August to 2 September 2000 (Bernie Green)
. . . . . Yes
21/08-1 M 30/10-M(21) City Business Increase to Council's Vehicle Fleet by one vehicle
- Yes
21/08- 2/55/1-98/9 CED Purchase of land from the Oxley Sailing Club

M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this

document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed
through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane
Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.
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21/08-9
1.0 FILE NUMBER:

202/11-PO020/100(A2)

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.00 TITLE @
Claim for corhpensation arising from the resumption of land for road purpose

Abbotsford Road, Bowen Hills — Carrisma Holdings Pty Itd trading as Ro uto
Rentals (Leasehold interest).

30 PURPOSE/ISSUE B 5 TH

Recommendation on a claim for compensation.

40 PROPONENT @

Barry Ball, Actlng Divisional Manager, \ age

50  SUBMISSION PREPARED Bv
Jon Skelton, Asset Officer- 1‘0] t Coordina et Support (x38601)

Q.

6.0 DATE
8 August % @E
v
7.0 L. OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?
C app

@ IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

No.

ACTION TAREN RECEWED
il ;g“ 2 1 AUG 2000
TS S F a"’ " i

Fl or ‘:’-?9 s TTEE BECTION

WCBACNW2AGROUPSITUM\UMASPIRAOPCICBROCKYS.E&C.DCC
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0.0

10.0

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that:

The Claim for Compensation received fI’OI](.;l Carrisma Holdings Pty Ltd trading as
Rocky’s Auto Rentals in the amount of redacted comprising disturbance COS@
0
ibed

arising from the resumption of their unregistered leasehold interest in land re

road purposes being property situated at 100 Abbotsford Road, Bowen Hillg, d

as Lot 1 on Registered Plan 123191, Parish of North Brisbane, having 1619
square metres, be rejected as excessive and the claimant be paid against

compensation in the amount of redacted %
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
£ - (/",f'; ,__f

[
e
/:’( u{/.f\: ’
Barry Ball 3 WP Bccordingly

Acting Divisional Manager &L
URBAN MANAGEMENT DIVISI

N/
0@ 4@?‘

WCBACNW2\GROUPS\UMNUMASPNAOPC3NCB\ROCKYS .E&C.DOC
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/1.0 BACKGROUND

o

On 10 November 1998, the Council approved the Inner City Bypass Scheme. The subject
property is located in stage two of the Scheme. By Notification of Resumption published
in the Queensland Government Gazette dated 31 March 2000, Council resumed from Ian
Simpson Holdings Pty Ltd, Hikari No 16 Pty Ltd and Rextrend Pty Ltd land for road
purposes being property situated at 100 Abbotsford Road, Bowen Hills, describedsis Lot
1 on Registered Plan 123191, Parish of North Brisbane, having an area of 161

metres as shown shaded yellow on the attached plan (Attachment A).

The claim for compensation for the freehold interest was considered afid aeccpted by the
Establishment and Co-ordination Committee at its meeting on May. This

submission deals with compensation in relation to the resumptiopfofghe unregistered
leasehold interest in the property to Carrisma Holdings Pty trading as Rocky’s Auto
Rentals.

The subject property is improved with a brick and concrgt th timber
comprises an area of about 265 square metre d awning of 46
square metres. The property is now utiliseg @ utlets with associated
reception areas, workshop, amenities Orag

The property in question was subject %@ two ase Imterests in favour of

Scotty’s Truck Hire and Rocky Rental r tenant had occupied part of
the site for in excess of 6 s Qut vacate ses as a result of the impending
bly#now no issueWp relation to the nature of Scotty’s Truck

resumption. There is prgsugna
Hire’s occupation. \
Rocky’s Auto. @ : cupied io® of the subject property under an unregistered
equitable le @ ommexCe July 1996 with two three year options which is
substantidfed byjthe prop ness. This leasehold interest has now been extinguished

esumption o frechold interest.

by VQ
claim ¥or co tion has been lodged by Carrisma Holdings Pty Ltd trading as
Rocky’s Auto& and by letter dated 3 July, 2000, a request for an advance against
Qection 23 of the Acquisition of Land Act.

pensation’equal to Council’s estimate of compensation has been lodged pursuant to

e dacted : . .
The claim is for the total amount of "~ being disturbance only and comprising:

» Loss of value of business goodwill ~ redacted
. Losds Ct]f;, value of plant and equipment (motor vehicles) due to accelerated forced sale
redacte
» Loss of Profits
»  Owners time spent seeking suitable alternative premises
«  Professional fees (business valuer, solicitor, accountant) mcurred in negotiations
and formulating a claim for compensation ~ "edacted

redacted
redacted

HAWPS1\WORKING\E&CS\PAPERS\ROCKYS~1.DOC
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redact
. Removal expenses cies

The basis of the claim is that the business Rocky’s Auto Rentals will be extinguished as
2 result of the resumption of their leasehold interest in the property situated at 100
Abbotsford Road, Bowen Hills. The owner of the business contends that a suitable
Alternative property in an appropriate location cannot be found. As Rocky’s has two
pranches (Loganholme and Bowen Hills) with approximately 55% of the business returns
sourced from the Brisbane branch, the owner contends that the closure of the Brisbane
branch will put the Loganholme branch into a loss making position that ¢ e
recovered due to the loss of the Brisbane branches trade and economies of scalefgu wfcss
synergies associated with having two branches.

Council’s position during without prejudice negotiations has been th nu$ is with
(he claimant to minimise losses and accordingly every effort shoul to locate

alternative propetty to lease or purchase. Although it is reco gnis th@¥e are a limited
amount of properties available in the area that are available f@ is contended that
e

the owner should have been able to secure a property € not hag¥e the same
features as the resumed land, (i.e. good exposure, hards% service b t is noted
that the other tenant (Scottys Truck Hire) that occupied thessi

has bgen relocate
further down Abbotsford Road into premises t ave purﬁase modified to

suit their purposes. )
Y

K&

N\

Accordingly, 14 idere only the following disturbance costs can be supported
at this tumac?
o ional fees wicss valuer, solicitor, accountant) incurred in negotiations

' 1 . redacted
Al ulatinga claim for compensation
Qmoval exp redacted
s 1&3

ocky's A ntals have been occupying the site as Council tenants from 23 May,

recommended that the compensation advance be reduced by the outstanding rent of

@CXOOO at a rental of % per month or part thereof until 21 August, 2000 it is

redacted

Tt is therefore recommended that the claim be rejected as excessive and the claimants be
paaidt an advance against compensation of °%®*® (being agreed disturbance costs of
redacted 1ess outstanding rental of redacted

H:\WP51\WORKING\E&CS\PAPERS\ROCKYS~1.DOC

83



:
y

-

13.0

14.0

o)

18.0

CONSULTATION

Cr Maureen Hayes, Chairperson Transport and MajorrProjects Committee
David Stewart, Principal, Transport Infrastructure Projects, Urban Management Division

Have been consulted and support the recommendation.

Warren Dwyer, Solicitor Property, Brisbane City Legal Practice. &

Has been consulted.
IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSALS %

[f the recommendation is adopted, a claim for compepsati 1 be pfocgssed. The
rejection of the claim and the payment of an advance %ompe tragd wild follow
the due processes of Council. Further without prejugdice négétiation ake place
which may result in finalisation of the matter wg eing refgged t Land Court
for determination. v
CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT O

A &M

The recommendation is in acc e With the at®Plan theme 7 Transport and
Traffic, Strategy 7.1.1 - Inte risb ort planning with land use,
environment and regiona iflg, and S 2.1 — Deliver upgraded transport

mfrastructure through atgo ted 5 rollpg program.

CUSTOMER IQW

ed a compensation. The rejection of the claim and the

The claimant 19 f
payme n allvance againgt pensation equivalent to Council’s assessment of
com ion will fol e dufe processes of Council and result in the claimant being

paid soMie compengsation mohies.

mf @RONM MPACT

ot applicable.
POLICY IMPACT
In accordance with Council policy.

FUNDING IMPACT

Funds of redacted  are available in the 2000/01 Major Roads Sub program.

HAWPSI'\WORKING\E&CS\PAPERS\ROCKYS~1.DOC
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HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT

Administration only.

URGENCY
Normal course of business.
POLICY/MARKETING STRATEGY @

Not applicable.
OPTIONS

L.

2.

3.

Accept the claim for compensation.

Reject the claim and pay an advance equ ouncﬂ %ent of
compensation.

Refer the matter to the Land Court Q%at%v

It is recommended that Option 2 be &

Q

O

\QVQ%@
(OV‘

'\

HAWPSI\WWORKING\E&CS\WPAPERS\ROCKYS~1.DOC
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1.0 FILE NUMBER:

202/11-VN980/1795

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0 TITLE o €3
\ % GY &
Rejection of a claim for compensation - 1795 Wynif§ o@’?i, ingalpa. : e
Lecy Holdings Pty Ltd. L5 Y B <\ N\ /r/ ,»C;/L(
------ ([~

3.0 PURPOSE/ISSUE

Recommend rejection of a claim for compensation arisin resurgption of land

for road purposes. %
40 PROPONENT %

Barry Ball, A/Divisional Manager, U\ gement Vi

50 SUBMISSION PREPARED?§ @\/
Kim A. Shieids, Asset OfficergProject Co%n. .

Asset Support (x3695\ ‘
\/ Q~ RECEIVED
000.

e A BEAIMITTER SECTION
7.0 @ E&C R AL OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?
‘ , roval.

For E&C app

:E.G IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

N ” {‘T"‘l‘r\n ~=I ?ﬁ;;%;}j
o Mo i i
Al | £ O
e A7

HAWPSI\WORKINGE&CS\AGENDAVW00821\5K - 1795 WYNNUM RD.DOC
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9.0

10.0

C)

G anag t Division.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that:

'rl;(ljlaectgdlalm for compensation received from Lecy Holdings Pty Ltd, in the amount of

arising from the resumption by Council of land comprising a corner trugcation
at the intersection of Wynnum Road and Bognor Street Tingalpa for road %

described as Lot 107 on Registered Plan 890193, Parish of Tingalpa, cont
area of 421 square metres, be rejected as excessive; and ®
¢

An advance aétza.tl%st compensation under section 23 Land Acquisi 1 $967 in the
amount of " plus interest at the appropriate rate as advis Land Court
payable for the period from the date of resumption to the date 0 t of the advance,

be paid to the claimant; and

Council authorises the payment for fair and reasonab ssional coStgaficugred by the
claimant arising from the resumption and as approved e Magfig rways; and

In the event that the claimant fails to refer i

r comp o the Land Court
within six (6) months from the date of @ m@ advance then Council
» e i

authorises the Manager Waterways to $efogthesmatter to Court under section 25
Acquisition of Land Act 1967. &

DIVISIONAL MANA@; Q&
% : Mocommend Accordingly
B N |

10nal Manager

WCBACNW2\GROUPS\UM\UMASPINMAOPCT\LETTERS\LECY .E&C.DOC
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P e e s et s

11.0

BACKGROUND

General Background: The parent property is located at 1795 Wynnum Road, Tingalpa,
and was described as Lot 7 on Registered Plan 33345. On 16 February 1995 Council
approved its rezoning from Future Urban Zone to Particular Development (Business
Premises, Child Care Centre, Medical Centre, and Shopping Centre not exceeding 750
square metres) Zone and subdivision into four lots (refer Annexure 1). This approval
required dedication of a 183 square metre corner truncation for road free ofgcost to
Council. An existing dwelling containing 155 square metres was retained and i ated
into the development under the Business Premises component of the rezoni

By Notification of Resumption dated 14 February 1997, and prior to t
being dedicated to road purposes, Council resumed Lot 107 on
Parish of Tingalpa, containing an area of 421 square metres, for rposes (Refer
annexure 2). This resumed area incorporated the aforementi 3 square metres. Lecy
Holdings was previously advised that as the proposed fesumgtion line traversed the
retained dwelling then Council was obliged to resume jive entirgsprope wever, prior

to the resumption notice’s issuance Lecy Holding d to d existing
dwelling located within the Business Premises eomponefit. Accard ouncil only
resumed the required area comprising 421 sq%res.

m@ the clai e@ause of the resumption,

the claimant lodged a second rezoninS\applie@tion for t perty. By Development
Approval dated 29 April 1997, (&f}} %
e, M

ezopihg of the land to Particular

Development (Child care Ce ical ce 0 g Centre not exceeding 832
square metres) Zone and its s%on int o} (refer Annexure 3). The Lot that

previously contained t usifess Pre ponent was incorporated into the

Shopping Centre com t wihtich in turn ha@jjts GFA increased from 750 square metres
to 832 square metres. ate the @ bved development has not yet commenced and
expressions of i t toplease are still being sought.

Valuation e clai contends it has lost a 73 square metres GFA as a result of
the resuiptionj(ie first proval Shopping Centre 755 + Business premises 155
mi cond town ing“¥pproval shopping centre 832). The claimant argues that

subséglient to the resumption the remaining Business Premises zoned Lot, comprising

@iﬂs are métreSy was not a viable economic development proposition. Prior to the

resumption that [og cgmprised an area of 1270 square metres. Lecy Holdings then elected
apply to (mil for the second rezoning approval, which was subsequently approved

in April 1997. The Claimant’s valuer (Richard Ellis Professional Services) has assessed

the loss in land value at ***** based upon an overall loss of 73 square metres GFA.

Town planning advice is that the Particular Development Business Premises Zone has no
arbitrary basis for calculating GFA. Even though the site lost land area due to the
resumption the approval for a building having a 155 square metre GFA remained in force.
In this case the developer could simply have submitted a development plan for a 155
square metre building which would have been approved if it accorded with Council’s
development requirements.

G\UMASPINAOPC7\LETTERS\LECY .E&C.DOC
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13.0

City Design has produced a site layout indicating that a development incorporating a
building having a GFA of 155 square metres and the required car parking was still a
feasible development option for the lot subsequent to the resumption. Council’s
Development Assessment Team East has indicated agreement to the site layout (Refer

Annexure 4).

Council’s valuation consultant Realty Valuation Services has assessed compensation
payable by Council at redacted  This amount is assessed as 238 square metres af’ P "
square metre. As 183 square metres was to be dedicated to road free of cost to co
it is excluded from the compensation assessment. Realty Valuation Servic
the remaining Business Premises lot was still a viable development propgéitio
the resumption. (Refer extract of valuation report - Annexure 5)

redacted

Claimant’s Expenses: Lecy Holdings has claimed disturbance items
comprising demolition of building "%“"®? legal fees rdected va.lu 18n fees %@ and
consultancy fees (Council fees, Legal, Architect, Town Pl I'O_] ec agement)
of "®*® The latter amount includes the second rezo hcat %ﬂ April
1997) and a subsequent appeal against the development app cond ot of which
the claimant contends was necessitated by the r

It is strongly arguable that the claimant ince atter y by pursuing a
personal commercial decision to rezon f0110w1 e sumptlon. Council’s
s

valuer rejects the argument that the r ises 1ot was not economically
viable. Accordingly, the developegg did nohave to Z and a second time in order
to eliminate the Business Premis urther isibn to demolish the dwelling is

considered a personal co
at the time and Councﬂ nof need to reimBurse the cost of demolition.

It is recommende e claim for compensation and advances the

amount of redacty est payable for the relevant period.

To prevent tent1a]1 S aims against Council from accruing additional and
excessi gm% osed that Council authorises the Manager Waterways
to refer matter to the Lan\Court if the claimant has not already done so within six (6)

hs 0 ymen e advance by Council.

LTATm

r Maureen Hayes, Chairperson Transport and Major Projects; and
Cr John Campbell, Councillor for Doboy,

have been advised and support the recommendation.

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSALS

A Claim for Compensation will be processed and a request for an advance against
compensation will be paid.

G\UMASPNAOPC7ALETTERS\LECY.E&C.DOC
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CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

14.0

The recommendation is in accordance with the Corporate Plan 2000-2001; Outcome 7.2
Transport Infrastructure Improvement; Strategy 7.2.1 © Deliver upgraded transport
infrastructure through a coordinated 5 year rolling program”.

15.0 CUSTOMER IMPACT
The Urban Management Division’s acquisition program will be met in a cos %

manner.

The claimant has lodged a Claim for Compensation. A number of @ rejudice
i

conferences have failed to reach a negotiated settlement. The rejection m and the
payment of an advance against compensation will result in the cl t Being paid some
compensation monies. <

(60 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT % @
Not applicable. %

7.0 POLICY IMPACT O @Q

In accordance with Council policy. \

18.0 FUNDING IMPACT Y\ @
ilable in/the M ;

redacted -
Funds of are a ajor R@ads Program.

19.0 HUMAN RESO IMPACT

Administratio v
20.0 URGQ“Q 5\@

al cburse of@ess.
2 CY/MA TING STRATEGY

@ Not applicable.

22.0 OPTIONS
\ 1. Reject the Claim for Compensation and pay an advance.

" 2. Accept the Claim for Compensation.
3. Immediately refer the matter to the Land Court for determination

Option 1 is the preferred and recommended option.

G\UMASPNAOPC7\LETTERS\LECY .E&C.DOC
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A i et 1 R bt e g 4 1

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

FILE NUMBER:

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

TITLE
Overseas Travel — Taiwan Business Mission from 28 August — 2 Septemb .
ISSUE/PURPOQSE

The purpose of this submission is to gain E&C approval for Mr Be egh, Executive
Officer to the Lord Mayor to travel with the Lord Mayor to Tai e 28 August
to 2 September 2000 together with the Business Mission.c)

PROPONENT % @
Michael Kerry : _ /‘i'%
Acting Chief Executive Officer % "
SUBMISSION PREPARED BY O @ g
Ms Judy Liu, Internaticnal Relatic&(‘;o- inator, -026
DATE v
18 August 2000 Q Q~
FOR E&C APPFM@ RECO@TION TO COUNCIL
For E&C ap /@ Y

E

IF FOR COMMEN O COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
RE DE R ORDINANCE :

C’ommab\% |

travel to Taiwan from 28 August to 02 September 2000, with the business mission, at

b
i

@t)That E&C grant approval for Mr Bernie Green, Executive Officer to the Lord Mayor to

o g

a total estimated cost of $3,700.00..

10.0 DIVISIONAL MANAGER

LA T et

3 B, Beanaoceoo?-; C5A0NI¥6IERACYA

P R CRAL [f,z_, P
Vl /

4 M -
Por : o,
P 5T ) i ol T
1y Figs BT R
{/ ol IS U EE QAT L

Acting Chief Executive Offi j&: ) d '
. e L 4
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11.0

12.0

13.0

@

15.0

BACKGROUND

Following an invitation fiom the President of Taiwan, Mr Chen Shui-bian to visit Taiwan,
the Lord Mayor will lead a business delegation to visit Taiwan. Cities to visit include
Taipei, Kaohsiung (Sister City) and Tainan.

The delegation will meet with various prominent business leaders in Taiwan to
potential areas of joint co-operation. The delegation aims 1o pur
opportunities for investment and to encourage stronger interests
Enterprises in projects in Brisbane. Specific proposals will be discussgd ifi detail with
the Lord Mayor and intefested parties in each cities.

Mr.Green will be part of the business delegation in the role of@ the Lord Mayor

on various issues including international relations. ,
CONSULTATION - % @

The Right Honourable the Lord Mayor, Council imSooriey v@

Jim Reeves, Lord Mayor’s Chief of Staff
Mr Bernard Green, Executive Officer to thayor
Mr Jim Sheu, Chairman of Brisbane- *: Sister CitieSCopimittee
Mr Benjamin Huang, Director of TajWfagese

ustrali sinesSs Association
Ms Terri Birrell, International Relations Manager :
0

All are in agreement with t commendati

business relat ueensland with the growth economies of the

IMPLICATIONS OF PR
The Lord Mayor Mnt in th ion is due to the importance he attaches to
i en Brigpan
Asia Pacific Redi _
The ime of th utivé Officer to the Lord Mayor will greatly assist the Lord
r

Mayor ifenhancing the mission participant's opportunities for high level negotiations.
he LBrd May Q@cutive Officer to the Lord MAayor’s visit to Tainan will provide
1 tra support¥or the final stages of the Tainan Wetlands project currently being
gotiated by Brisbane City Enterprises.
CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT
In line with the Corporate Plan.

CUSTOMER IMPACT

Nil.
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16.0
17.0

18.0

19,0
20.0
21.0

22.0

Q)C)

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Nil.

POLICY IMPACT

Nil,

FUNDING IMPACT

Total cost (including airfares and accommodation) for the Executive O tQ\the Lord
Mayor are not expected fo exceed $3700.00

General Sundry expenses have been budgeted for and are av%% Sister Cities

vote code: 1.01.1510.226.819.000.628.152.00

HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT O
Nil. > %

URGENCY

Urgent. To allow for travel arrangem made. @;
PUBLICITY / MARKETING STI& \/

At discretion of the Lord May?\ @
OPTIONS Q Q~

1) Approve t@mendatQ‘

2) Not a recom n.

Option {1} i jd : ?

S
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FILE NUMBER:  330/10-M(21) m

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

L@ 0¥ e?

20  TITLE P

Increase to Council’'s vehicle fleet by one vehid%" é

3.0 ISSUE/PURPOSE

The purpose of this submission is to seek E & C approy,

vehicle fleet by one vehicle for use by the Group Mana

City Design, City Business Division. ;
4.0 PROPONENT

Noel K Faulkner
Divisional Manager, City Business, ph: 3403 #4¢430.

5.0 SUBMISSION PREPARED BY

Michelle Crook (30502), BUSKN Tt Ass%' esign, City Business.
6.0  DATE @

Tuesday, 15 Augus@i
7.0 FOR E&C APPRN R R@EN ATION TO COUNCIL?

8.0 IF FOR MM ON TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION

Q UNDER A OR ORDINANCE?
GORECON@HON

That E & C grant approval to increase Council’s vehicle fleet by one vehicle.

10.0  DIVISIONAL MANAGER

NOILO3S 231 LINNOD
o byl E_.:!’*:w! % i /
TFER N e %g:[ﬁz Egn‘# 1 2
2F g A

vrevpR S T T AR EL

Ay sy Noel K Faulkner \I Pﬁemn:imeﬁd Accordingly

T =~ Divisional Manager N 0
- . i 4 7 ' 3‘
City Business /\\7“‘\-/\(/ L NN )
AQENG Ci“iEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER ‘\
N fﬁwﬂ
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11.0

12.0

13.0

14.0

&

17.0

BACKGROUND

redacted
will commence employment in the position of

Group Manager, Transport & Structures. The position is at Senior Officer Service
level and includes the private use of a Council vehicle.

redacted

The Fleet Manager, City Fleet has indicated that there are no vehicles av ithin
the establishment. It is therefore proposed to seek E & C approval t the
establishment by one vehicle for use by the Group Manager, Tra uctures,

City Design, City Business Division.

CONSULTATION

Owen Benvenuti
Operations Manager — Passenger & Light Vehicleg, Ci et, ph: 411
Alan Reed %
Fleet Manager, City Fleet, ph: 3407 0407

Ademola Bojuwoye Q

Business Services Manager, Clt&%\ ty Business, ph#3403 0422

Ross Young

Acting Manager, City DesiQWUsine @3 0423
Q&l

All consulted are in adreem@&nt with this

|MPL|CATION®)P03AQ~

Nil

coO RAJE PLAN! C

1 5.0USTO M@CT

Nil

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Nil

POLICY IMPACT

In accordance with the Guidelines for the Use of Council Vehicles.
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&

O

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

1.
2.

Q

O

FUNDING IMPACT

The total remuneration package for the Group Manager, Transport & Structures
(1.21.3101.086.000.000.676.000.75) has been included in the 2000/2001 budget.
Therefore, funds are available for the purchase and maintenance of the vehicle.

HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT

Nil @
URGENCY

redacted
Urgent — the appointee commences work on %

PUBLICITY/MARKETING STRATEGY
Nil >

OPTIONS

Approve the recommendation O E
Not approve the recommendai

Option 1 is the preferred o i& @V

RS

NO
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E&C RESULTS - 28 AUGUST 2000

SUB NO. FILE NO. Div TITLE Y-N
HOLD
28/08-1F 364/150/2- City Acceptance of Tender to purchase Council land With-
PNO70/P14(A2) Governance | marketed as Light Street South — Wickham, Ann, dralwn
Brookes and Nardoo Streets, Fortitude Valley
28/08-2F 364/150/2-RKD30/P30 City Council Land — 99 Agnew Street, Norman Park Y
M Governance °s
28/08-3F 12/51-F/09 City Overseas Travel — “Comshare User Conferen  Ye
A Governance | 2000 Conference, Phoenix, Arizona, USA S
28/08-1J (8)436/60/21 CCsD Issuing of permits and execution of the ed Held
Deeds of Indemnity to Fletcher Challeng el Pty
Ltd for purpose of maintaining existi ipalines for
the conveyance of fuels
28/08-1K | 460/2(90) Urban Introduction of Policies into the Ye
R Management s
28/08-2K 202/24-L M2706/21 Urban Drainage — 21 Dyne Streel) Y
Management es
R
28/08-1L (0)204/74/3(1) OLMCEO Business Group i ard M hip Held
28/08-2L 243/80-90116/99/2000 | OLMCEO Stores Board R —Submissi Held
- Approval: :
Provisio raffic Incident
ent Services
28/08-3L OLMCEQ employed Persons Yes
"\ ference
28/08-4L OLMCEO tural and Welfare Yes
A
28/08-1N | (9)250/65/3-16/078 CED te Athletics Facility in the Fees Yes
€
28/08-2NK 2064/6/1(447) Brisbane - Enterprise Yes
28/08-3N | 234/37/119-98 sbane Marketing Pty Ltd ~ Enterprise and Yes
[
28/08-4N, | 234/49/7 Oyverseas Travel — Gwen De Vasto Yes
28/08-5N | 264/33/M12 Delegation to Council officers of powers under Part Yes
'y 2A of the Environmental Protection Regulation 1998

M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this

document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed
through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane

Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.
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Text Box
M  - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.  



1.0

FILE NUMBER: 364/150/2-RK030/P30

sUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND '‘CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0 TITLE

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

Council land 99 Agnew Street, Norman Pafk &

ISSUE/PURPOSE

PROPONENT |
John Orange, Divisional Manager, City b nce. 0
SUBMISSION PREPARED BY &\ V

Paul Grove, Corporate Pro@s?hger. %ﬁ

6@\/ ??‘

FOR EQPPROVAL‘G&E OMMENDATION TO COUNCIL?

FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE? '

Proposed sale by public tender.

No .
) P e N I L
ROTION ek

LX) o

"’",1}.‘6"'-"| 1 T T
TedhV F IR SR LN

G:\CASSETS.WKG\2000\CORPORATE PROJECTS TEAM\PDACA\ERC\I8 AGNEW 5T, NORMAN PARK E&C.DOC  Page?
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9.0 RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that approval be granted to offer, for sale by public tender,
vacant Council land situated at 99 Agnew Street, Norman Park, described as
Lot 2710 on RP12509 subject to its amalgamation with an adjoining property.

10.0 DIVISIONAL MANAGER ‘&@
ﬁ John Orange O

: Y - Divisional Manager
CITY GOVERNANCE

Lord hicye.

IVED
Q&\ﬁ/ﬂ ?‘ g s .

; BESEET DReaBaBEIsspeGIEEr e e .

T

GACASSETS.WKG\2000\CORPORATE PROJECTS TEAM\PDACANE&C\99 AGNEW ST, NORMAN PARK E&C.DOC Page 2




11.0 BACKGROUND

council is the registered proprietor of a vacant allotment situated at 99 Agnew
Street, Norman Park, described as Lot 210 on RP 12509. This site, containing
759 square metres, was acquired for arrears of rates in June 1936. See

Attachment 2.

This site has storm water drainage discharge problems as well as vehi€ular
access problems as the site falls quite steeply away from the surroundi a
alignment.

A report undertaken by the Development Assessment Team Eagt ins1 noted
the following :-

e The site is inappropriate for park purposes dugf to e difficulties of

accessibility to the site, the steepness of th nd, Jthe logation on a
dangerous corner and difficulties with on-site Pagldgd®
o Future development difficulties associated wyith t ovisi f r supply

and sewerage services and the lawful point\gf stormwaté¥disgaharge.

From a town planning and traffic poi i , th is Wo objection to the
disposal of the subject allotmen% s amal tign with an adjoining

property. V

Councillor Sharon Humphreys cillor £ @\gside, has no objection to

this disposal. Q < %

It is proposed to offe 10 sale by public tender as it will be a

requirement for thw aser to mate Lot 210 with their adjoining
he advantage of selling by tender rather

Is that the tender option allows Council to
d conditions which would not be possible if
offere a -

property to ,@.. allot
than by auc *’ is in
dictate thehamalga atio!

indepehdent tion has been carried out by King Property Valuations in
high Ehe ma& aluation was assessed, subject to its amalgamation, at

®:60NSULTAT|ON

Councillor Sharon Humphreys, Chairperson Finance Committee, Councillor for
Morningside.

Development Assessment Team East, Development and Regulatory Services,
Customer and Community Services Division.

There are no objections to the disposal of this site.

G:\CASSETS.WKG\2000\CORPORATE PROJECTS TEAM\PDACA\E&C\99 AGNEW ST, NORMAN PARK EZC.DOC  Page 3
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13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

20.0

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

The sale of the subject site will provide a financial return to Council as well as
reducing future maintenance expenditure.

CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT @

In accordance with the Corporate Plan Qutcome 1.4 :-

Strategy 1.4.3: Improve the management and orphance of
‘ Council’s physical asset and inf iorY portfolio.

CUSTOMER IMPACT %O @

Not applicable.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT O @E
There are no environmental issu@ing@v.

POLICY IMPACT < ’ E Q‘
In line with present@a dispoQ~rp!us real property.
FUNDING |@ %E

Funds ble in the 200171 budget to manage the fees associated with

th@o of thi@.

19.@4AN RESOURCE IMPACT

None.

URGENCY

Normal course of business.

GACASSETS.WKG\2000\CORPORATE PROJECTS TEAM\PDACA\ERCY99 AGNEW ST, NORMAMN PARK E&C.DOC  Page 4
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21.0 PUBLICITY/MARKETlNG STRATEGY

No adverse publicity expected.

2.0 OPTIONS

1. Carry out action as per recommendation. @
2. Retain site in Council’s ownership. @@
Option 1 is preferred. &

GACASSETS.WKG\2000\CORPORATE PROJECTS TEAM\PDACA\E&C\S9 AGNEW ST, NORMAN PARK E&C.DOC  Page’
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

Cj& approQ
R'E}b

EILE NUMBER: 12/51-F/99

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION
COMMITTEE

TITLE

Overseas Travel - “Comshare User Conference 2000” conference,
Phoenix, Arizona, USA.

ISSUE/PURPOSE @

The purpose of this submission is to seek E&C approval for Mr &regory
Ponych to attend and make a presentation at the “Comgsh@re/User
Conference 2000” in Phoenix, Arizona, USA from 2 to 16
September 2000. C)
PROPONENT % @
John Orange, %
Divisional Manager City GovernancO @VN
SUBMISSION PREPARED BY&\

Gregory Ponych, Principal F@b Officé%(tetephone 340 36068.

DATE

23 August ZO%V v
FORQ RO\%%:OMMENDAT]ON TO COUNCIL?

MMENDATION TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL

0 F FOR
éC)RESOLUTION REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT OR ORDINANCE?

No.
RECEIVED
s e "1' F’:}i?ﬂ
R 2.2 AUG 2000
:.‘:#‘fé ;! 6":‘ 'f,‘;"" £ tar == BEOT
IR CLOLUMITTEE SECTION
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9.0 -

10.

RECOMMENDATION

That E&C grant approval for Mr Gregory Ponych, Principal Finance
Officer Budget, to attend and to make a presentation of Council's
planning and budget process to the “Comshare User Conference 2000”
to be held in Phoenix, Arizona, USA from 10 September to 16 September
2000, at a total estimated cost of $400.00.

DIVISIONAL MANAGER @

John Orange
Divisional Manager :
CITY GOVERNANCE LBsco

nimend Acgordingly

---------

£ OFFICER

104




BACKGROUND

11.0

During the [ater part of 1999 and early in the year 2000, software was
acquired from a United States based company, Comshare Inc. for
Council's new corporate budget system, as part of the overall IfBIS

project. '

During the implementation stage of the project, Comshare and the
Australian distributors BeaconlT Pty Ltd, invited Alan Warren to

. address a user conference in South Africa. Following the confere
Alan Warren reported back that an invitation had been extende
Council to present to a follow up to subsequent user conf s.

In July this year, an invitation was extended to Greg chnto attend
and present to the user conference in Phoenix, Ari€oha.NA preliminary

conference agenda is attached.

The conference presents a unigque oppoﬂunit@scuss re
developments in planning and budgeting With the disting%
Comshare user group. Other organis rticipa

the same products as Council incly@ie MasterCardfntetfdfational, - '

Pricewaterhouse Coopers, Loc rtin, Delg ouche and the

Port of San Diego. &a

IT approved, Greg will pattigipate*at the Mfollowing a brief

period of annual Iea@%a eru~ 28 to September 09.
12.0 cowsurm@

Councillo phr irperson, Finance Committee

S
Robert orm ieRExecutive Officer

greeme&vi he proposal.

Many Corb f Brisbane City Enterprises has been consulted
anrdin& arketing possibilities resulting from this exposure.

@ % IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL S
Attendance will provide an opportunity for Council to participate in a

global forum discussing advances in technology and techniques that
can act as enablers of process improvements in the key corporate
consistency of planning and budgeting.

It also presents an opportunity for Council to maintain an international
presence in the arena of strategic planning and budgeting, both by
virtue of the presentation to be made, and through the networking
opportunities available.



14.0

15.0
16.0
17.0

18.0

18.0

20.0

<2§’

CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

Attendance at this conference supports Objective 1.5 of the Corporate
Plan, “Value from Council’'s businesses and services’.

CUSTOMER IMPACT

Nil.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT @
Nil. _

POLICY IMPACT @

Nil.

FUNDING IMPACT @

Council Advance  $50.00 per day x O
Personal Allowance $50.00 per d yS

Total 0

All other costs (travel, acc n an ere e expenses) have
been met by the confere ce organisers.

Funding is availab! Q OO/ in account number 1 02
1130 210 000 00 80 00.

HUMAN RE |MPALQ~

norm urse of busmess
UBLIC KETING STRATEGY
Nil.
OPTIONS
1. That E&C approve the recommendation.
2. That E&C not approve the recommendation.

Option.1 is preferred
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18/08-3

1.0 FILE NUMBER:

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CQO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE
2.0 TITLE

Financial Assistance — Unemployed Persons Advocacy’s Round Table Conference

3.0 ISSUE/PURPOSE | @

The purpose of this submission is to seek E&C approval to provide fi 15tance
to the Unemployed Persons Advocacy’s Round Table Conference, inghe gotalamount of

$2,000.00
40 PROPONENT ADT N ’{'_&i‘«”‘g;;c)

Michael Kerry A /
A/Chief Executive Officer 7en WE SR \
"Q;Z Py v,
5.0 SUBMISSION PREPARED BY
ZRENED
Warren McGregor

Finance and Administration Ofﬁ(&\ v AUG 2000
6.0 DATE ?\ Q SMMITTEE SECTION

23 August 2000
70 FORE&C APP NDATION TO COUNCIL
For E&C a
8.0 % N TO COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
D UNDER ANMVACT OR ORDINANCE?
RECOMMENDATION

@ That E&C grant approval to provide financial assistance to the Unemployed Persons
Advocacy’s Round Table Conference, in the total amount of $2,000.00 '

10.0  DIVISIONAL MANAGER | A PEROGYEH

——
.{
Baeomoeaooaeoooa

Lord Meyor
% AUG 200D

P
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/1.0 BACKGROUND

In August 2000, the Office of the Lord Mayor received notice from the Brisbane Institute
and UNEMPA of the arrangements for the ROAR Round Table Conference for
unemployed people, and the establishment of the Australian National Organisation of the
Unemployed (ANOU), and a subsequent Tequest for financial assistance.

2.0 CONSULTATION

The Lord Mayor Jim Soorley &

Bob Davis, Manager, Office of the Chief Executive

| 130 IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL O

I Brisbane City Council will be seen to be providin ssi%o an rum for
establishing a national organisation for unemp@ple.

{40 CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

In line with the Corporate Plan. &\ &
15.0 CUSTOMER IMPACT v @
| Qb &

Nil.

16.0 ENVIRONM% IMPAC Q -
o Nil. ‘ @
| 17.0 POIQI ACTA

<Ni1.’ | Q
] 8.0 UNDINGI%CT

@ Funds of $2,000.00 are available under Corporate Activities.

19.0 HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT
Nil
20.0 URGENCY

Tn the normal course of business.
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21.0

e i

pUBLICITY/MARKETING STRATEGY

At the discretion of the Lord Mayor.

OPTIONS
(1) Approve the recommendation.
(2) Not approve the recommendation.

Option (1) is the preferred option.
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gUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.[) TiTLE
Donation — Hungarian Cultural and Welfare Association

30 ISSUE/PURPOSE @

The purpose of this submission is to seek E&C approval to make a d
Hungarian Cultural and Welfare Association in the total amount of $15

40 PROPONENT | %

Michael Kerry
A/Chief Executive Officer

5.0 SUBMISSION PREPARED BY
BECEIVED

| \/ 28 AUG 2000 .
@ COMMITIEE SEQTION. |
25 August 2000 g Q~ .
70 FOR E&C APPROV N @A’I‘ION TO COUNCIL

Warren McGregor
Finance and Administration Officer

6.0 DATE

For E&C approv

8.0 IFFOR M ENDA % COUNCIL, IS A COUNCIL RESOLUTION
REQU ORDINANCE?

9.0 @g{MEND

@ That E&C grant approval to make a donation to the Hungarian Cultural and Welfare
Association of $15,000.

PSS S

10.0 DIVISIONAL MANAGER ApEanl. 1

% ! . I3

e

et : o . Lorg 1'1 yGn

MiCzh/:Ee Aerry“w Lﬂmﬂg %@ AYG 25 A
Ca Y

_A’]CH 'EF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

e

.
. -
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|10 BACKGROUND

The Office of the Lord Mayor has recetved a request f;om- the Hungarian Cultural and
Welfare Association to make a coniribution to mark the 1,000® anniversary of the
Hungarian State.

The donation provided by Brisbane City Council will contribute to the constructio
a belltower to house the bell given by the Hungarian Government to the City of By

to mark ‘Expo 8&.

12.0 CONSULTATION

The Lord Mayor Jim Soorley &

Bob Davis, Manager, Office of the Chief Executive < :

All are in agreement with the recommendation %
13.0 IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL | E

Brisbane City Council will be seen to be @ g a uEty group in the

celebration of their national culture a

14.0 CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

In line with the Corporate PIBOQ Qg

:;IR%&I@VQ’

15.0 CUSTOMER IMPACT

Nil.

17.0 z@ IMPA’\Q
@ FUNDING IMPACT

Funds of $15,000.00 are available under Corporate Activities.
19.0 HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT
Nil

20,0 URGENCY
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~|n the normal course of business.

PUBLICITY /MARKETING STRATEGY

210
Al the discretion of the Lord Mayor. _
32.0 OPTIONS @

Hungarian Cultural and Welfare Association in the total of $15,00

(1) Approve the recommendation that E&C grant approval to make@ to the .

(2) Not approve the recommendation.

¢ Option (1 i e prerred aption. %Q ('OQ/
AN (<>/
v
O &
S
N
QO

By by e Sy o v 13t

SR -
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(0  FILE NUMBER 234/49/7

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE,

50 TITLE

Overseas Travel - Gwen De Vasto

3.0 [SSUE/PURPOSE

To seek approval for Gwen De Vasto of Workplace Violence Intervention §®

Strategies to travel from Boston and return to deliver a series of Worksh
domestic violence prevention and the workplace from 9 to 13 Octob
estimated cost of $5733.

" 4.0 PROPONENT

Pauline Peel, Divisional Manager, Community & Eco lopm%

SUBMISSION PREPARED BY

Helen Wallace, Senior Program Officer C ch,
Community & Lifestyle 34733, ey

\
JOF- N 55

60 DATE & /@T /&ﬁ
24 August 2000 v % / “““"““f” /v ord Mayor

'.JI
=

7.0  FORE&C APPROV EN TION TO COU

IR S S N &

Cz »& LI
OMME Tt LA

9C
?zgm SE e J‘ﬁ
That E&C grant approval for Gwen De Vasto of Workplace Violence Intervention &
Strategies to travel from Boston and return to deliver a series of workshops on
domestic violence prevention and the workplace from 9 October to 13 October, 2000
at a total estimated cost of $5733.

For E&C appr: ? .
8.0 IF FOR COUNCIL IS ACOUNGH i = = =
ER ANY ACT OR ORDINANCE?

10.0 DIVISIONAL MANAGER

3y

V \i}l\ ‘\’?p___Q_ COMMITT _:-f A ¢ X ,_\;__ﬂ_ﬂ,/‘-g

Pauline Peel 'mzk“\i uﬁlﬁr _ﬁﬂb{-;u VE OFFICES \\v
Divisional Manager % ‘ _
COMMUNITY & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT . T
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(1.0 BACKGROUND

in November 1999 Brisbane City Council sponsored Jim Hardeman, international
cxpert i preventlon of workplace violence, to come to Brisbane to promote business
involvement 111 domestic violence prevention.

The visit by Jim Hardeman attracted financial support from State and Federal

government and was very successful with outcomes such as: the Zonta group n
Noosa liaising with the local government to provide emergency accommodation; r@

development of a workplace intervention kit by the Domestic Violence Resourc
Centre and the development of the Crossing the Boundaries network whlch

the idea of partnerships between businesses and domestic violence agenc

The Crossing the Boundaries Network consists of domestic vmlence sehi
representatives and women in business associations and 1s sup ncil. The

Crossing the Boundaries Network has planned a program of d tolence

intervention initiatives that includes: a %
1. the CEO Challenge which will develop partng hips een ﬂ% e
as the guest

sector and domestic violence agencies; .
2. a series of seminars by Jim Hardemang& en De Vasto,
a breakfast for 300 businesses in Byis gith Jim

[US]

speaker, and;

4. the promotion of the Lord M Co st ag a vehicle for tax
deductible sponsorship by Businesses.

The series of seminars cond

Vasto will be held in an
expenditure of the p1 be reco ~@

his co-worker Gwen De
9 - 13.0ctobly 2000. It is envisaged that the
from the seminar registration fees.

12.0 CONSULTAT

Lord Councﬂio *or ey
1110 avid liffe, Chair, Community Policy Committee

C
@gers M\n ¢ mmumty & Lifestyle

| of the above aren agreement with the recommendation.

@ IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

Council will take a leadership role in establishing parinerships between the
Community & Business sectors to provide a program of domestic violence
intervention awareness & strategies at mininmum cost to Council.

14.0 CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT

In line with the Corporate Plan - Community Life Program.
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13.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0
20.0

21.0

22

Y

CUSTOMER IMPACT

Nil.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Nil. |

POLICY IMPACT

S

FUNDING ITMPACT

Funds are available from CDO3 2500 659 000 00 %
Airfares \ $4573 Q
Accommodation $810

Taxis $100

Council Advance $250 '
Total $5733 O
HUMAN RESOURCE IMPACT &\ \/
Nil v @

URGENCY

In the normal COL‘L ess. va
PUBL.QQJ&EQ&
iscrétion o

Q f@ord Mayor.
c5 N

For E&C to grant approval for Gwen De Vasto of Workplace Violence Intervention &
Strategies to travel from Boston to Brisbane to deliver a series of workshops on
domestic violence prevention and the workplace from 9 October to 13 October, 2000
at an estimated cost of $5733.

(2) Not approve the recommendation.

Option (1) is the preferred option.
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