E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS -1 AUGUST 2011

RELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE :
ediate Other
1/08-01 —_ . .
137/800/1121/252 Organisational | Monthly Report — Delegation of Authority to
M Services Travel — May 2011.
1/08-02 Stores Board Submission — Kingsford —
137/800/1121/303 OLMCEO Smith Drive Stage 1 Construction cogffra N/A
M sum increase \
1/08-03 A \\ /
137/800/1121/269 CPAS Proposed acquisition of land ount Afproved Y
M Petrie Road, Mackenzi N
1/08-04 137/800/1121/304 Brisbane Draft Seniors Sifatggy 289 1- Approved N/A
o Lifestyle 2016:Delivering a ségjors-friendlyigi
Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, G Knapp, A CG o e P o WitZ JSrmonds.

M - Indicates an E&C
R - Indicates an E
inspection on Level e Brisbane Squate Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 FILE NUMBER: 137/800/1121/252
RELATED SUBJECT MATTER FILE: 164/105/219/1

2.0 TITLE
Monthly Report - Delegation of Authority to Travel — May, 2011

3.0 ISSUE/PURPOSE

Provision of relevant monthly travel report. _ @
4.0 PROPONENT @
Greg Evans, Divisional Manager, Corporate Services @

5.0 SUBMISSION PREPARED BY %

Irene Murphy, Travel Co-ordinator, Strategic Procurement Office, ex @

6.0 DATE %

11 July, 2011

7.0 FOR E&C APPROVAL OR MCOW@ TO C CIL?

For information purposes.

8.0 IF FOR RECOMMENDATION CIL RESOLUTION

REQUIRED UNDER AN A RDI
( ) Q/ APPROVED
No.
/1806 201
9.0 RECOMMEND @ / G
R, % @(, ............ ; t;;a'igléyor' ............
Y %

721 PR

0.0 RE
That the ablishment and Co-Ofdination Committee note the information submitted on approved travel for
May, 2

1 0
@smnal ManA Chairman

I Support/Reject-the Recommendation

\ If Reject — pl se state reasons
& ”7 (.

CQO,

Greg Evans Cr Adrian Schrinner
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENTANDADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE
| Recomm ordingly

03003082 sRanesss3Rsa0 00 esc Rt R e TR RER EENEREDEENE

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFF!\,ER



12.0 BACKGROUND

In pursuance of the request for information on a monthly basis of travel approved under delegation, reports are
enclosed for May, 2011, for each Unit of Administration showing travel actually undertaken during that
month.

Appendix ”A” shows details associated with travel undertaken by non Council employees not covered by
the Travel Policy.

In summary, the position is as follows:

May 2011
Non-Commercial Operations
a) ' International Travel
(i) Number of Bookings

(ii) Airfares

b) Domestic Travel

@) Number of Bookings 27
(ii) Airfares $ 5,900.77
c) $11,667.14
d) $29,759.00
e) $ 3,522.62
TOTAL

Q Q~ $50,849.53
Opeﬁgm i | $1,925.50




13.0 CONSULTATION

Liaison with Officers undertaking travel and Divisional Travel Officers.
i4.0 IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

Nil.

15.0 COMMERCIAL IN CONFIDENCE

No
16.0 VISION/CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT
Nil.

17.0 CUSTOMER IMPACT

Nil.

18.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Nil.

19.0 POLICY IMPACT
In line with Council policy.

20.0 FINANCIAL IMPACT

21.0 HUMAN RESOURC@
Not applicable. %

22.0 URGENC

In the normal ¢ of busines

23.0 BLLC V STRATEGY
At @re 1on of

OPTIO

ThaE&C note'the information submitted on approved Travel for May, 2011.
( No %v ve the recommendation.

Opﬁonmthe preferred option.

If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
recommendation should be recorded here.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/303

Related subject matter files
109/800/286/163

Title

Stores Board Submission - Kingsford Smith Drive Stage 1 Construction contract sum in
Issue/purpose

To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee to incr
the existing road construction contract with Neumanns Contractors Pty Lt
08/09 ngsford Smith Drive Stage 1 Upgrade) from $’I1 566,273 to $12 2,
gan crease in budget at the
ons not yet received
Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer
Submission prepared by

Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Manage

Date

Lord Mayo

A 7] /iaﬁ(

resolutlo required under an Act or Local Law?

For E&C approval \
If for recommend Vncﬂ T

_,;Q}{P]lc relea

and Co-ordination Committee approves the attached submission.

Z

Mark Johnston , Colin Jensen
ACTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

26 July 2011 -
For E&C approval or recomnffiendatien to Co cil N 7 [l et L




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on
26 July 2011.

The submission is referred to E&C as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the
provision of the required services: '

CONTRACT NO. CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION
E90504-08/03 Kingsford Smith Drive Stage 1 For E&C approval
Upgrade

Consultation

The Chief Executive Officer ,
Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration responsible for the s
Stores Board

Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

The recommended process will provide the mo
Commercial in confidence
Not Applicable.
\ ri teE the efficient management of the City's
%k or supply of goods and services to meet Council

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The recommendation of this
resources.

cordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.

20.0° ,Fi | impact
%ncial details are included in the Divisional submission.

21.0

Human resource impact

Not Applicable




22.0

23.0

24.0

Urgency
As soon as possible

Publicity/marketing strategy

As Required

Options

Option 1: That the E&C approves the recommendation.
Option 2: Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1is the preferred option.

recommendation should be recorded here.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0  Primary file number
137/800/1121/269

Related subject matter files
161/20/439/116

2.0 Title

Proposed acquisition of land at 316 Mount Petrie Road, Mackenzie

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to purchase 2.904 hectares of privately owned land vifrenmental

(bushland) purposes

4.0 Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustain@ ivision

5.0 Submission prepared by

Susan Dymock, A/Senior-Planning Officer, Natural Environ_ment & Sustainability, ext 39149

6.0 Date

1 August 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendatio
For E&C approval

8.0 If for recommendation to C ciiQs a Cou .iI ion required under an Act or Local
Law?
c ) APPROVED

. N

10.0

escribed as Lot

ushland) purpGses\ét a cost of $875,000 in accordance with the contract of sale as set out in
ment B apd subject to any additional terms and conditions as considered necessary by the
< aﬂ oURSs

ief Legal
Divisional ager

Andrew Chesterman
Divisional Manager
City Planning & Sustainability Division

§ Recommepd? rdingly
\

secccressocansens secerscosnernesenserecennnuetarancERR®

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

9.0 Recommendati Vrelea@v
Immediate relea Q~ .......

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

A2 A Ny

ority to purchase the entirety of 316 Mount Petrie Road, Mackenzie,
9666, containing a total area of 2.904 hectares, for environmental

risbane City Legal Practice.

Chairman

eject the Recommendations.

If Reject — please state reasons:

Cr Peter Matic
Chairman
Environment, Parks & Sustainability Committee




12.0 Background

The subject property located at 316 Mount Petrie Road, Mackenzie is described as Lot 20 on
RP69666 and contains a total area of 2.904 hectares (ha) (refer Attachment B, outlined in red). The
property is as classified Emerging Community and Environmental Protection in City Plan 2000, and
is within the Urban Footprint of the South-East Queensland Regional Plan. The property is vacant
and does not support any dwellings.

The subject property is located adjacent the Council-owned Mount Petrie Road Park. The property
supports intact remnant vegetation and is located within one of the most important habitat areas for
koalas. Acquisition of this property will contribute to consolidating the Mount Petrie Road Park and
protecting habitat for threatened species.

The subject property recently became available for sale on the open market. Ho
included in the current approved Bushland Acquisition Schedule 2008-2012 or the./
property has high strategic and intrinsic ecological value and meets the cri
through the Bushland Acquisition Program. Given that the property has bec
is an appropriate time to secure it in public ownership to ensure the prop
values are protected.

gvaltaple for sale, it
nificant ecological

. This values
by. City Property with the
€ itted an executed contract
of sale offering the properties to Council for $875,000 (refe nent D). The contract has been

reviewed and is considered acceptable.

Road, Mackenzie, described as Lot 20 on R 308, ‘containing a total area of 2.904ha, for

environmental (bushland) purposes, at a cost ordance with the contract sale as -
set out in Attachment D, and subject ditional 4€r and conditions as considered

necessary by the Chief Legal Counsel, ce

Attachments:
(A)
(B)
(@)
(D)

13.0 Consultation

eale
e Sustainability Branch (24 June 2011)
roperty (27 June 2011)
ices (29 June 2011)

ommunication (27 June 2011)

th the recommendation.

' pfqpefty een assessed as having high ecological value may be acquired through the

shland AgquiSigigh Program. This proposal will support the Lord Mayor's target for the Bushland

@, Acquisi ogram to secure 500ha of land. within Council ownership by the end of December
20

d ally, the Bushland Acquisition Program protects Brisbane’s most significant environmental

ets'Within the public estate, affording residents and visitors the opportunity to visit and enjoy the
nat®ral environment in a sustainable manner.

15.0 Commefcial in confidence

No




16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

- 20.0

21.0

22.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The Bushland Acquisition Program supports the Living in Brisbane 2026 Vision for a Green and
Biodiverse City by preserving habitat and ecological corridor linkages within public ownership.

The proposal is consistent with the ‘Biodiverse City’ target in the Corporate Plan 2008-2012,
specifically the key actions to

e “Secure land of significant biodiversity value through the Bushland Acquisition Levy.”

e “Save 500 hectares of ‘at risk’ bushland.”

Customer impact

Without prejudice, negotiations by City Property have élready taken place with the re
marketing the subject property, and the owner has submitted a contract of ;
consideration. The property is vacant and does not support any dwellings.

Environmental impact -

» th Mount Petrle Road
tation' and habitat for

Acquisition of the subject property will contribute to the consolid
Park. Conservation of the subject property will protect rem
threatened species, including koalas.
Policy impact

Nil

Financial impact

Funding for this acquisition will be sour,
capital budget. :

Human resource impact >
Nil <: | @Q )

Urgency

In the normal co
rge the recommendation.

approve the recommendation

mendation should be recorded here.

O;g is the preferred option
&" e officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
re

10




E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 8 AUGUST 2011

ELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT ]
ediate Other
8/08-01 Contracts and Tendering — Report to
109/685/586/2 OLMCEO Council of Contracts accepted by pr N/A
R Delegates (June 2011)
8/08-02 Stores Board Submission — Technical v
137/800/1121/308 OLMCEO Advisory Services for Legacy Way — Fife proved Yes
M and Life Safety
Bue-0s Proposed acquisition of land a
" 137/800/1121/282 CPAS Road, Richlands Approved Yes
8/08-04 Response to the& n ~ ;
Government’s GfeeRfape Reducti
" 137/800/1121/128 CPAS Project Discugean Paerénd Reg@ Held Yes
Assessment Staiefent
8/08-05 Kurilpa emora Jumof
137/800/1121/128 Brisbane Und ahging — Land Temlire gfatters
R , Infrastructure | includin@yeasementSytransfefs and Approved B
pepsation faf lapd®
QIS5 Brisbane ‘
137/800/1121/7 InfrastAiUre ing Ge e Cycle Centre Amended Yes
M
8/08-07 ' .
137/800/1121/297 Brisbage Suffgnder of Lease for Level 8, 157 Ann
M . astructure % Brisbane Approved Yes
8/08-08 .
137/800/1124%{2 Legacy Way —Revised Landscape Plan for
M the Brisbane Botanic Gardens, Mt Coot-tha PP Yos

M - Indicates an E&C Committge n (or minute item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C Commit e mendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for
inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbahe Sauare Librarv. 266 George Street. Brisbane.

111
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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. 



E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 8 AUGUST 2011

ELEASE DATE

SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT
diate Other

8/08-09 Stores Board Submission — Road
137/800/1121/302 OLMCEO Rehabilitation Works inclusive of Lay only p
M : and/or Supply & Lay of Asphalt

Yes

.
8/08-10 - . A
109/800/286/125 OLMCEO élct)i:r’;:ieteReisponSIblhtles of Standing &ended N/A
R

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, G Knapp, A Cooper, D McLachlan,\g Matic, M de Wit & J Simmonds.

M - Sic
R - Indicates an E&C € ¢@ ittee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for

inspection on Level 2 of the Bruare Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.

12 9
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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. 
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08 AUG 2011, " 024
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/308

Related subject matter files
182/255/867/3

2.0 Title

Stores Board Submission - Technical Advisory Services for Legacy Way - Fire and Lif
3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee to dire

with Arnold Dix for the purpose of providing expert technical advice on Fir, y afety for Legacy
Way without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with 4\\180|e or Select

4.0 Proponent
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer
5.0 Submission prepared by

Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Managrate Seryices Division

6.0 Date

-4
‘}‘\“

2 August 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recom

For E&C approval

8.0 If for recommenda 'nc:l Wresolutlon reqwred ung
No
9.0 Recom

Imme release @L
e, : '

and Co-ordination Committee approves the attached submission.

-«

11.0 Mark Johnston Colin Jensen
ACTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

20.0 N

21.0

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on 2
August 2011.

The submission is referred to E&C as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the
provision of the required services:
CONTRACT NO. CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION

CP0O120010- Technical Advisory Services for For E&C approval
11/12 Legacy Way - Fire and Life Safety

Consultation

The Chief Executive Officer
Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration responsible for t
Stores Board

Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

Commercial in confidence
Not Applicable.
Vision/Corporate Plan imp

The recommendation of t
resources.

olicy ;
S ifted in accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.
Qal impact

Financial details are included in the Divisional submission.

Human resource impact b

Not Applicable




22.0 Urgency
As soon as possible

23.0 Publicitylmarketing strategy

As Required

24.0 Optioné
Optioh 1: That the E&C approves the recommendation.
Option 2: Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for
recommendation should be recorded here.
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E&C

0BAUG 201 03
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMi\nITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/282

- Related subject matter files

161/20/439/90
Title

Proposed acquisition of land at 95 Pine Road, Richlands

Issuelpurpo_se
To seek E&C approval to acquire land for park purposes at 95 Pine Road,
Proponent |

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustain,

Submission prepared by , % %
Susan Dymock, A/Senior Planning Officer, Natural Envisgnmentsg ustafnability, ext 39149

Date
8 August 2011 ‘ O ‘
For E&C approval or recommendatio&&cil

For E&C approval : %A p 9 R O ‘! E: @
If for reccommendation to Cc@ Coun resgtion requir 1
No \ 3 /

S\ PR
S 71
Qg/ sl gy W

o purchase the entirety of 95 Pine Road, Richlands, described as Lot

rea of 1.644 hectares for parkland purposes, at a cost of $2,250,000

ance with the contract of sale set out in Attachment E and subject to any

nditions as considered necessary by the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City
anager, Natural Environment & Sustainability.

Committee Chairman

Q @ﬁ/ Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons

a2 )

Andrew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic

DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT, PARKS
CITY PLANNING & SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION & SUSTAINABILITY COMMlTTEE
I Recompetgiierardinait

---------- e savane

" GHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFicE:

ARsremededd A LTI LILITIIT ISR LY
i

O




12.0 Background

13.0

15.0

The subject property located at 95 Pine Road, Richlands. is described as Lot 7 on RP49601 and
contains a total area of 1.644 hectares (Attachment B, outlined in red). The property is currently
classified as Future Industry in the Brisbane City Plan 2000.

The subject property is included within the Draft Richlands Wacol Corridor Neighbourhood Plan as a
future district sport and recreation park (Attachment C, outlined in red). This plan is currently with the
Queensland Government for first state interest check following Council approval on 19 March 2011.
The acquisition of the subject property and adjoining land will address a deficiency in the provision of
park facilities in the Richlands area, which is currently undergoing significant residential

An independent valuation was obtained for the subject property and has determi
value of $2,300,000 (excluding GST) (refer Attachment D).

2l Subject to a 10 + 10 + 10
achment F). This Telco tower
and therefore will not limit

A 66 square metre area in the north-eastern corner of the prop
year registered Telco tower lease to Telstra Corporation Limited
lease occupies a very small area on the outer edge of
development and use of this site as a district sports park.

> s_pould the property be developed by

It is recommended that E&C approve the
Richlands, described as Lot 7 RP49601,

.purghase the entirety of 95 Pine Road,

ar§a 44 hectares for parkland purposes,

at a cost of $2,250,000 (inclusive of GSJLin ackgrdance’ Wi cautract of sale set out in Attachment

E and subject to any additional termS a ?;conditig’ns % red necessary.by the Chief Legal
i turgl Environment & Sustainability.

d th&Manager,
Attachments: oy ""aa-.;_, & v '
(A) B ary-of Decisio
(B) A&" 0 'map of the\groperty _
©) Map Dyof:thie D, aw s Wacol Corridor Neighbourhood Plan
e Y ' .
X ct al

(D)

e

vironment & Sustainability (12 July 2011)

efbocal Asset Services (18 July 2011)
, er, City Property (6 July 2011)
ager, Corporate Communication (15 July 2011)

y which has been assessed as having important value as future parkland will be acquired
tAgough the Parkland Acquisition Program. ’

The acquisition of the subject property is an opportunity to secure land to offer a range of sport and
recreation uses for the current and future community in the Richlands area.

Commercial in confidence

No

17




16.0
17.0

18.0
19.0
20.0
21.0
22.0

23.0

24.0

o

G

Vision/Corporate Plan impact
The Parkland Acquisition Program is making an important contribution towards the Living in Brisbane -
2026 Vision: of providing a diversity of shady and attractive green spaces for residents to be active and
healthy and enjoy the outdoors. -

This acquisition directly contributes to the Corporate Plan goal to increase the public park estate by
- approximately 60 hectares.

Customer impact

Without prejudice negotiations by City Projects Office have already taken place withghe property
owner and the owner has submitted a contract of sale for Council’s consideration. ;

The property supports a house and associated dwellings (not owner-occupjed)-§ ouse is
occupied by a tenant who is on a periodic lease. The tenant will be offered the gp
the property until works are commenced to develop the park.

Environmental impact

The acquisition of this property positively contributes to the green @ ork féf the city.

Policy impact \
Nil e 4

Financial impact <,
Funds are available in the 2011-2012 Parksre Ch%r s Program capital budget.

Human resource impact &
Nil | | , %
Urgency QV v

In the normal course of bux @
Publicity/marketing V
@ the s come into Council ownership, as per the Parkland
L edia.PIa

Publicity will
Acquisition

jon 1: Appro' ezommendation.
Option 2: a@prove the recommendation.

tion1 isithe erred option.

P
"NB-If the offi€er's recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
re endation should be recorded here.
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08 AnlG 701 06
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

137/800/1121/7 _
467/12/35(P2) «

Title
King George Square Cycle Centre

Issue/purpose

To seek approval to alter the terms and conditions of an existing lease at t e rge Squére

Cycle Centre.

Y
W

Proponent

Barry Broe '
Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure
Ext: 39525

Geoff Cook

Senior Leasing Officer, Asset Management O j

Ext: 89698 ' »
Date &\ %
8 August 2011 %

For E&C approval or recom En to Co

E & C approval \ A,
If for recommend?Wncn is

Recom d f publlc relea

Submission prepared by

resolution required under an Act or Local Law?

Imme Release

N

19 1




10.0 Recomméndation

That E&C approve the following amendments to the terms and conditions of the existing lease at King
George Square Cycle Centre:

/ e Retrospective reduction of rent to $2,500 (+ GST) from $30,000 (+ GST) for the period 7 May
2008 to 6 May 2011.

e Reduction in rent for first and-seeerd year eptions as follows:

o Rent of $7,500 (+ GST) reduced from $20,000 (+ GST) for the firs year
commencing 8 May 2011 /@/G’§ ,
o of $7,50 ST) redu rom $20,000 T) for th jon_year
};grnr:nenc' 8 May 2012 /ced’T/
on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, Asset Management an egxa‘li.\CQ(jnsel,

Brisbane City Legal Practice.

11.0  Divisional Manager Chairman

| Support / Rej er ommeﬁd@_tion.

/501 Bice.
Barry Broe a'llg/ll

Divisional Manager
Brisbane Infrastructure

Schrinner

isf#ation, Finance and Economic
mittee

20 2




12.0 Background

The King George Cycle Centre opened on 8 May 2008. Fit2Work Pty Ltd, trading as Cycle2City, sub
leases the premises from Brisbane City Council under a Head Lease from the State of Queensland —
Department of Transport and Main Roads. The premises was constructed by the Queensland
Government (the State) along with Council and is aligns with Council policies of Clean Green City,
Active Healthy City and Accessible Connected City.

A three (3) year lease with two one (1) year options was granted in 2008. The three (3) year lease
expired on 6 May 2011. Rent conditions for that lease was $30,000 (+ GST) for the ori
period and $20,000 (+ GST) for each option period (see Lease Reference Schedule - Atfac

Currently the Lessee is $30,000 (+ GST) in arrears and the Lessee has asked for a 8ion in the
amount of rent as it says it is unable to pay this amount because of trading diffi ‘

osat, being offered by
g¥ing options.

Negotiations with the Lessee have progressed with the following rent rel
the Lessee. The Lessee is currently on holdover pending consideration of t

The Lessee has offered: ( : N " ne—
e Retrospective reduction of rent to $2,500 (+ GST) fi (+ GST) for the period 7 May

2008 to 6 May 2011.

e Reduction in rent for first and second year optionS\@s follows

o Rent of $7,500 (+ GST) red $20, OOO (+ GST) for the first option year
commencing 8 May 2011

o Rent of $7,500 (+ GST) GST) for the second option year
commencing 8 May 20

This will mean a reduction of rent o 500 GST ver rlod of the lease.

E&C approval is now sought@ lowmg apffendints to the terms and conditions of the existing
cl

GST) from $30,000 (+ GST) for the period 7 May

2008 to 6

lease at King George Squx e Lentre:
o Retrospectlv ducti ofren (W

d year options as follows:

500 GST) reduced from $20,000 (+ GST) for the first option year
8 May 2011

21 3




13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

18.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

Consultation

e Councillor Adrian Schrinner, Deputy Mayor, Chairman, Finance, Economic Development and
Administration Committee .

Councillor Julian Simmonds, Chairman Public and Active Transport Committee (7 July 2011)

David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (24 May 2011) -

Greg Swain, Acting Media & P R Manager, Marketing and Communications Branch (24 May 2011)
Glenn Gomez, Acting Manager, City Property (24 May 2011) '

Emma Felsman, Business Services Manager, City Property (24 May 2011)

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
Implications of proposal
Original revenue forecast will be foregone.

Commercial in confidence

No

Vision/Corporate Plan impact
The submission is consistent with the Corporate Vision Thendés :
City and Accessible Connected City :

Customer impact

an Green C‘ity, Active Healthy

If the Cycle2City facility is closed, 235 cyclists ,%\ heir End of Trip facility.

Environmental impact \ @
No environmental issues associated with t roposal. 6

Policy impact v v
Financial impact \ ; V
Reduction in re Y,soo o) pefiod of the lease.




24.0 Options
. Option 1) The Lessee has offered:

e Retrospective reduction of rent to $2,500 (+ GST) from $30,000 (+ GST) for the period 7 May
2008 to 6 May 2011.

e Reduction in rent for first and second year options as follows:

o Rent of $7,500 (+ GST) reduced from $20,000 (+ GST) for the first option year
commencing 8 May 2011 '

o Rent of $7,500 (+ GST) reduced from $20,000 (+ GST) for the secong®option year
commencing 8 May 2012

This will mean a reduction of rent of $52,500 (+GST) over the period of the lease,

Option 2) Vary Option 1
Option 3) Refuse the proposal. %
Option 1 is the preferred option. %; 7

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not follo fhe {éason§ for departure from that
recommendation should be recorded here. Ny




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

E&C

03AUG2M 07
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

4

Primary file number

137/800/1121/297
112/445/444/83

Title

Surrender of Lease for Level 8, 157 Ann Street, Brisbane

Issue/purpose
To seek approval to surrender and amend the lease for Level 8, 157 Ann Street;
Proponent

Barry Broe

Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure
Ext: 39525

Submission prepared by
Pauline Davis

Commercial Leasing Manager
Ext: 34593

DateA '

8 August 2011

For E&C approval or recommen ‘

,is a€ouncilg€solution required under an Act or Local Law?

E & C approval

ncil

<
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10.0 Recommendation

That the E&C Committee approve the following amendments to the terms and conditions of the
existing leases at 157 Ann Street, Brisbane.

o A partial surrender of the lease for part of Level 8 of 165 m?, surrender date 31 October 2011.

e Afull surrender of the additional area of Level 8 of 241 m?, surrender date 31 October 2011.

e  Amendment to the Lease for the reduced number of car parks from 30 to 27 car parks, surrender
date 31 October 2011.

On terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, Asset Portfolio Management and th
Counsel, Brishane City Legal Practice.

hief Legal

11.0 Divisional Manager Chairman

PBoteyPruee

Barry Broe
Divisional Manager Deputy Mayor :
Brisbane Infrastructure Chairman, i on, Finance and Economic

Developm

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

IVE OFFICER




12.0 Background

'On 1 September 2009, the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee (E & C) gave approval for
Brisbane City Council (Council) to negotiate and execute a new lease with the lessor of 157 Ann
Street, Brisbane, City of Brisbane Investment Corporation (CBIC) for a term of ten (10) years with two
(2) by five (5) year options. On 7 December 2009, E & C approved a lease for Council for an area of
241 m? (marked in red on Attachment D) which had become available on level 8.

The tenancy area of level 8 is documented in two (2) leases both of which expire on 31 August 2019.
Current gross rent for level 8 is $253,000 (+ GST) per annum. The rent increases annually on 1
September by 3.5%. In addition, Council currently leases 3 car parks at a current cost of $20,493 (+
GST) per annum which also increases annually on 1 September by 3.5%.

CBIC has now agproached Council with the opportunity to a partial surrender of th
Level 8 of 165 m” (marked in yellow on Attachment D), a full surrender of the additior
of 241 m? and the surrender of three (3) car parks as at 31 October 2011. :

Of the total area of 406 m? 241 m? has been fitted out and CBIC is offerin
‘as is’ without the requirement for Council to ‘'make good’. Council will oniYy
other office equipment.

Corporate Real Estate Strategic Planning has been consulted anf has ‘
406 m? could be surrendered without detriment to Council’ t “’:'\s ce requirements. In addition,
relinquishing three (3) car parks would not be detrimental fto:Geu
Brisbane as these leased car parks are not fully utilised by Gour

The partial surrender of the lease for part of Level '~?~,>a,fl_,|ll' surrender of the additional area of
Level 8 of 241 m? and the surrender of three (3)se@r Parksin 157 Ann Street, Brisbane represents an
immediate saving of $273,493 (+ GST) pe g ‘?\Qv'er the term of the lease a saving of
approximately $2.5 million would be achiev ;

E&C approval is now sought for the f 'l;gXendme ot rms and conditions of the existing
leases at 157 Ann Street, Brisbane \

e A parﬁal surrender of the Je@se fgr part of Leyel m?, surrender date 31 October 2011.
e Afull surrender of the additiong) area of LeVel 8 o241 m?, surrender date 31 October 2011.

Amendment to the L ' reduce bgt of car parks from 30 to 27 car parks, surrender
date 31 October 2011. '

On terms and co .

\

Mer, Asset Portfolio Management and the Chief Legal

ation
ase, executed 6 October 2009
3 al area, executed 19 April 2010
S , Level'8, 157 Ann Street, Brisbane

1©onsultati!n
o David AS rn, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (22/07/11)

o £ Gregg Swain, Corporate Communication Manager, Corporate & Communication Branch (22/07/11)
-\ n Gomez, Asset Portfolio Manager, Asset Management (21/07/11)

a Felsman, Business Services Manager, Asset Management (22/07/11)

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
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14.0 Implications of proposal
Nil

15.0 Commercial in confidence
No -

16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The submission is consistent with the Corporate Vision Theme of a Smart and Prosperous City.

17.0 Customer impact
Nil
18.0 Environmental impact
No environmental issues associated with this proposal
19.0 Policy impact
Nil
20.0 Financial impact
Surrender of level 8 and three (3) car parks in 1
saving per annum of $273,493 (+ GST) and ove
million would be achieved.
21.0 Human resource impact
Nil

22.0 Urgency

23.0

24.0

27




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

11.0

c&bu

| 08 AUG 201 08
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

137/800/1121/271

Related subject matter files

N/A

Title

Legacy Way — Revised Landscape Plan for the Brisbane Botanic Gardens, Mt Coot-tha.

Issue/purpose

To seek approval of the Revised Landscape Plan for the Brisbane Botanic Gafge

oot-tha.

Proponent
Scott Stewart, Executive Manager, City Projects Office, x37652 O

Submission prepared by %

Gregg Buyers, Project Director, Legacy Way, Ph: 3893

Date O
8 August 2011. \
For E&C approval or recommendatioe to Cotipcil %

E&C approval.

If for recommendation to Co\ is @ Council
No. V V
Recommended fi @lease 2 =4

Immediate rele

Recomm ion
Th e Establishmen ination Committee approve the Revised Landscape Plan for the Brisbane
Botanic Gardens, Mt Cogi¢tha provided in Attachment B.
Executive Ma Chairman
%%cillor Margaret de Wit
. CHAIRMAN
CITY PROJECTS OFFICE INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.




12.0

13.0

14.0

Background

The Legacy Way contract was awarded to the Transcity consortium on 20 September 2010 and following
negotiations with the contractor, the project documents were executed on 15 December 2010. Formal
contract commencement occurred on 20 January 2011.

In accordance with the performance specification and Co-ordinator General's planning approval, the
contractor is required to provide urban mitigations including the rehabilitation of the area of the Brisbane
Botanic Gardens, Mt Coot-tha disturbed by construction activities. The contractor, as part of its proposal,
submitted a concept design for the Botanic Gardens (See Attachment C) incorporating some of the
elements of Council’s draft concept plan for the underdeveloped section of the Gardens at that time.

Following consultation with Natural Environment and Sustainability (NES) (the asset owngr) and, Assets
Services (AS), Field Services Group, (operational managers, including the Curator4pg of the
Gardens) Transcity revised the landscape plan for the worksite reinstatement. The reyjse: cape plan
provides a functional, high quality, and unique botanical garden experience ratheptha ing “a 8tandard
urban park design approach. As a result, Transcity has submitted a Revised” L:andseégpe Plan for the
Brisbane Botanic Gardens, Mt Coot-tha (See Attachment B) where key ele fe-original concept

Key changes to the original concept de5|gn include (but are not} n ,
e Inclusion of specific subtropical planting and botanie I?spe_ ies
Response to flooding/hydrology issues with a we 'ea?h Jboardwalk inclusion

Construction of an interactive garden kitchefi/edtca b'?’n'?ﬁspa e/structure (kitchen garden exists)

Inclusion of covered plaza area ‘

Removal of the footbridge over the d /\
i ent

- 5"’/#‘/6‘,;::»‘ : e
, tion st%
ntrac in d in the approved Legacy Way budget

Il stakeholders including Transcity on the
d on completion of the detailed design phase.
andscape Plan concept.

0 aye agreed in principle to the Revised Landscape Plan,
comporation of the agreed detailed review comments dated

ign process.

blish t & Coordination Committee adopt the Revised Landscape Plan
VIt Coot-tha.

gal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice
ional Manager Organisational Services

Br:
Divisi

Cralg 3teyens, Manager Corporate Communication, Organisational Services
"~ Shane % eod, Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brishane Infrastructure

o, Acting Manager, Natural Environment and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
Implications of proposal

The proposal is a requirement of the project deed and involves no additional cost to Council or delay to the
project.
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15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

24.0

Commercial in confidence

No.

- Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The Legacy Way project is part of Council’'s TransApex transport initiative and is consistent with long-term
regional and citywide transport planning objectives.

The urban mitigations required under the project deed contribute to the Landscape Plan for the Brisbane
Botanic Gardens, Mt Coot-tha.

Customer impact

The purposé of the urban mitigations required by the contractor under the planni
the impacts of the project activities at a community level and, where possible,
values and assets. The Revised Landscape Plan has been developed in ¢
Natural Environment and Sustainability and Assets Services, Field Serviges.
further detailed design considerations.

stlng community
'lth,the contractor

Environmental impact

A planning approval (incorporating the first change report)
General for the project. ;

Policy impact
Nil.
Financial impact

r the_Bri€bane Botanic Gardens, Mt Coot-tha is
lonal cost to Council.

The cost of implementing the Revised
included in the approved Legacy

Should Trahscity raise a variati | e design will be revised further to ensure no
additional cost to Council. If Chel ge to the c design results in a lower cost than the original
proposal, savings will be

hared 50 u%@gal -Share arrangement provided in the project deed.
5 P .
(\7}
=

Revised Landscape Plan has been included in the Legacy
Couneil agencies resourcing arrangements. Contractor resourcing for its
ndscape Plan has been included in the contractor’s proposal.

The""g@mcatl ns provisions of the project documents will govern communications in relation to the
work :

Option 1: It is recommended that the Establishment & Coordination Committee approve the Revised
Landscape Plan for the Brisbane Botanic Gardens, Mt Coot tha

Option 2:  Not accept the recommendation’

Option 1 is the preferred option

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
recommendation should be recorded here.
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E&C

06 AUG 201 09,
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/302
Related subject matter files
109/210/179/215

2.0 Title

Stores Board Submission - Road Rehabilitation Works inclusive of Lay only and/or S
Asphalt

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee of a

i c.a% C'c"int?é'é"jting Plan
(SCP) to establish a panel for the provision of Road Rehabilitation works. N A

4.0 Proponent
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer
5.0 Submission prepared by
Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Manage
tion' rto I@E
sx» APPR@WF@

6.0 Date

26 July 2011

11.0 Mark Johnston Colin Jensen
ACTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

20.0 N

21.0

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled éubmission on
26 July 2011.

The submission is referred to E&C as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the
provision of the required services:

CONTRACT NO. CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION
V110173-10/11 Road Rehabilitation Works For E&C approval

inclusive of Lay only and/or

Supply & Lay of Asphalt

Consultation

The Chief Executive Officer
Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration responsible for
Stores Board

Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

lmplibations of proposal

The recommended process will provide the mas : Jeousgutcome for Council.
Commercial in confidence &\ %
)

Not Applicable. L

Vision/Corporate Plan imp@ N » v

The recommendation of tr\ suonv&nll c@to the efficient management of the City's

resources. NS V

Customer imp V ' ;

Erlne, /@ work or supply of goods and services to meet Council
y

: ilne With Council's policy on the use of environmentally friendly and

ironmental considerations will be taken into account in the evaluation of tenders

%ed in accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.
ancial impact

Financial details are included in the Divisional submission.

Human resource impact

Not Applicable




22.0 Urgency
As soon as possible

23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy
As Required

24.0 Options

Option 1. That the E&C approves the recommendation.
Option 2: Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1is the preferred option.

P

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons fo, from that

recommendation should be recorded here.

W ol
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 15 AUGUST 2011

SUB NO.

ELEASE DATE

FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT .
ediate Other
15/08-01 Brisb
112/20/216/81 | i Legacy Way Tunnel Project pr N/A
" nfrastructure .
15/08-02 : . . . . '
137/800/1121/309 | Brisbane Setting of minimum sale prices at T, A N/A N/A
M nfrastructure | Coast Central _
15/08-03 . > ) :
109/695/586/6 OLmcEs | RepartariheAudi Comgl ng - I Approved N/A N/A
R on 4 August 2011
Toile-0s 137/800/1121/128 éi?/z(r):rifa:l?’t G Qur?ta Selalg:ajd ti ﬂ
7/800
M RS Project Di sion Raper Regulatory Approved YoF
Assessme%ment.
15/08-05 ) . .
137/800/1121/281 CPAS l es.Proje 19— Planting Approved oot
M Tre@g on Privat
iI's submission on
15/08-06 overnment’s Food for
137/800/1121/305 PA omy — an economic Approved Yes
M elop t framework for the
ensland food industry.
15/08-07 :
109/105/219/11 ft Brisbane Long Term Infrastructure
" =5 Plan 2011-2031 Public Consultation Held NIA NI
15/08-08 A Withdrawn

NO

341




E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 15 AUGUST 2011

SUB NO.

ELEASE DATE

FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT ;
diate Other
Stores Board Submission — Provision of
15/08-09 the Parking Management and Fault
137/800/1121/314 OLMCEO Administration System (PMFAS) to ve Yes
M support On-Street Paid Parking
Operations
15/08-10 Council of Australian Governments%
137/800/1121/313 Organisational | (COAG) Healthy Communities4gitiativ Aodroved N/A N/A
M Services Local Government Area (L nts — PP
' Round Three
15/08-11
164/285/6178-80534(A1) OLMCEO | Renewal of Exec pproved N/A N/A
M —Pam Warren .
Renewal o tive Servi ob
15/08-12 for P ottgh, Asset apd
164/305/615/4340 OLMCEO Manggem ubjec Approved N/A N/A
M isignal Manager’s Qffi
Ordapisational i
15/08-13 )
99-45970(A1/P1) OLM Approved N/A N/A
M

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrij ;

O

inspection on Level

M - Indicates an E&C Cor‘lmitte! decisioni( [
R - Indicates an E&(@ itle reco da

Brisbane Squa

e item), which is included in this document.

n to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for
Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.

S



100826
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. 



= E&C
Qeigina! retaiied with Establi ' :
< IR ] 1 h T— i
2nd Ce-ordination Commi;eén i 15406 20m 02 ~

Minutes
_SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/309
Related subject matter files

364/46/3(1481/A1)

2.0 Title
Setting of minimum sale prices at Trade Coast Central.

3.0 Issue/purpose

.
98687 “Tots 9, 10 and 22

To obtain shareholder approval to set minimum sale prices for Lot 5
0, 41,42, 152, 153, 155,

on SP 231848, Lots 11 and 14 on SP224069 and proposed Lots 1

156 and 158 at Trade Coast Central to enable these lots to be tak
4.0 Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer

5.0 Submission prepared by

lan Walker, Program Director — Property S
35439

Greg Evans, Divisional Manager, Org
(In their capacity as Directors of Tr;

€.0 Date

Sy N
SlPacy
4 .

‘ 15 August 2011 ¥ %
7.0 For E&C Committe \ re‘ Won to Council
For E&C Co

8.0 If for rec ; Council resolution required under an Act or Local Law?

No

. ;““353\

9.0 commended T b elease
ﬂ'v'.‘-,

< \;é_’

N i e o
' . s ’ / [é

y Ma"é‘—f /:,&-_/{ 2
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10.0

11.0

Colin Jensen
CHIEF EXE Q ICE

Chief Executive Officer

Recommendation

That the Establishment and Coordination Committee, representing the shareholders of Trade Coast
Land Pty Ltd , approve the setting of minimum sale prices for Lot 5 on SP 198681, Lots 9, 10 and 22
on SP 231848, Lots 11 and 14 on SP224069 and proposed Lots 18, 23, 31, 40, 41, 42, 152, 153, 155,
156 and 158 at Trade Coast Central as follows:

Minimum Rate per metre
Lot # Area (m?) Land Price ($) (glmz)
5 on SP 198681 13 990 v redacted reda
9 on SP 231848 31,540 redacted redac
10 on SP 231848 | 32,320 redacted
11 on SP 224069 | 19,640 redacted
14 on SP 224069 | 18,870 redacted
22 on SP 231848 | 46,340 redacted
Proposed Lot # Area La'xtlinll-"':;zrw)
' 18 4,809 redacted

23 26,450 redact
31 50,000
40 40,000(approx)
41 60,000

(approx)
42 17,000(approx) | redac
152 1,831 g redacted ] redac
155 [ 15,170 g Nteteced Qe

155
156
158

e ALY
Av‘




12.0

Background

Trade Coast Land Pty Ltd (TCL) is a proprietary company wholly owned by Brisbane City Council. This
company was created by Council, pursuant to Section 498(1) of the Local Government Act 1993 and
Section 46 of the City of Brisbane Act 1924, in order to engage in an enterprise arrangement for the
development and sale of Council owned land at the former Brisbane Airport site, now known as Trade
Coast Central.

At its meeting on 11 January 2008, the Establishment and Coordination Committee approved a
number of changes to the Company Constitution of Trade Coast Land Pty Ltd, including the following:

“The Directors will require the approval of the Shareholders (E&C Committee) for:
(1) The setting and/or adjusting of minimum prices for the sale of any lot.”

Stage 1 of the Trade Coast Central Development was completed in 2007. The ba
was created in 2009 and the batch of lots in Stage 3A and 3B has been create
subdivision plan (refer Attachment B). Lodgement for approval of Stages 4,
year.

Pursuant to Clause 11.5 of the Development Agreement between |
Ltd (TCC), an independent valuer, LandMark White Pty Ltd was, 6 fedﬁ_‘énd' prepared their
assessment to determine minimum sale prices for the subject lots.\ECC ha
set of the LandMark White Pty Ltd valuations for Lot 5 o !
231848, Lots 11 and 14 on SP224069 and proposed Lots 1 i
and 158 (refer Attachment C).

198687, Lots 9, 10 and 22 on SP
, B1,740441, 42, 152, 153, 155, 156

b independent valuations for comparison

TCL also briefed Knight Frank Pty Ltd to provide
purposes (refer Attachment D). N

B

Y

scodfit t following:
e

In preparing the valuation, Knight Frank P A;c

The lots are registered with a sepdrat i [ € iminary survey for ROL;
The lots are classified for gen i 5 ’

No site formation workg"will b
development and that \@ny plevious c
remediated. ? -

° L] [ ) [ ]
=
(2
@
<
(@}
@
(2]
®
o |
@
o
o
=]
3
@
o}
Q
@
a
—
o
s
=

%

C ingthe propgfty
aeyy Wifrastruct r
0 201011

oing this, the rates adopted by each valuation company have
and a “negotiated” valuation adopted. Some prices are higher and
je, based upon the various size and location characteristics of the land.

rought on by the global financial crisis and also to
egime, these prices reflect a decline in value of

;,
Tt
% X

' LandMark White  Knight Frank Negotiated Valuation
Valuation ($/m?) Valuation ($/m?) ($/m?)
redac redac redac
redac redac redac
redac redac redac

#nen SP 224069 . redac redac redac
SP 224069 redac redac redac
2

et SP 231848 redac redac i redac
Proposed Lot #
18 reda red reda
23 redac redac redac
31 redac ’ redac redac
40 redac redac redac
41 redac redac redac
42 redac redac redac
152 redac redac redac
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153 redac redac redac
155 redac redac redac
156 redac redac ' ' red

158 redac redac redac

Approval is now sought to allow the E&C Committee, representing the shareholders of Trade Coast
Land Pty Ltd, to approve the setting of the minimum sale prices for Lot 5 on SP 198681, Lots 9, 10 and
22 on SP 231848, Lots 11 and 14 on SP224069 and proposed Lots 18, 23, 31, 40, 41, 42, 152, 153,
155, 156 and 158 at Trade Coast Central as follows:

Minimum Rate per metre
Lot # Area (m?) Land Price ($) ($/m?)

5 on SP 198681 13 990 redacted reda
9 on SP 231848 31,540 redacted redac X ;
10 on SP 231848 | 32,320 redacted redac i g, A
11 on SP 224069 | 19,640 redacted redac F) n
14 on SP 224069 | 18,870 redacted redal 4N M_:
22 on SP 231848 | 46,340 redacted re N o
Proposed Lot # Area La?lnén;r:;z?($) R & ,i

18 4,809 redacted 7 freda

23 © | 26,450 redacteds™, dac

31 50,000 redacte ““redacte

40 40,000(approx) redacted 0| 4 “_ redac

41 60,000 0 & B redac

(approx) oty

42 17,000(approx) redac

152 1,831 redac

153 13,170 redac

155 2,796 redac

156 4,667

158 6,1

43

ubject to roval as these lots are included in

Any sale of the “proposed lot
future Stages 4, 5 and 6.

B, 3 ‘_. "@ycity Legal Practice
récutiy y

13.0 Consultation

Infrastructure
Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure
ices Manager, Organisational Services
icer, Organisational Services
porate Communication, Organisational Services

recommendation.

No impact
No impact

g6igl and Community: No impact
% Levels: No impact
i No impact

15.0 Commercial in confidence

Yes. The minimum sale prices being set should remain confidential to ensure the best possible result
during marketing.
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16.0

17.0°

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Corporate Vision Theme: Smart and Prosperous City
Council program: City Governance
Service focus: Manage Council’s finances and assets effectively to provide the best

value for money for ratepayers
Customer impact '

Facilitates achievement of the goals identified for Trade Coast Land Pty Ltd

Environmental impact

Nil.

Policy impact

Consistent with current policy.
Financial impact

Nil - Setting of minimum sale prices for
Agreement prior to sale.

Human resource impact
Nil.
Urgency

Approval is required as a matter of urge j?r *r Land Pty Ltd can respond to the

Options

Option 1:
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- E&G

. 15 AG0M 04
. SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/128
Related subject matter files

131/630/177/1

2.0 Title

Response to the Queensland Government's Greentape Reduction Project DisSBugSic g and
Regulatory Assessment Statement.

3.0 Issue/purpose
To approve a written response from Council to the Departmg :
Management regarding the Greentape Reduction Project Di§cussidn el entitted Greentape
reduction — Reforming licensing under the Environmental Profeetiong,

" Regulatory Assessment Statement.

4.0 Proponent
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Ple

5.0 Submission prepared by

Mark Taylor, Program Officer, Sustain & 40 36874

6.0 Date i '

8 August 2011

For E&C approval or

7.0

APRPROVED

ouncil resolution required urfflen an Agifor Lo}.Law?
9.0 egominet I @( ,

8.0

plishment and Co-ordination Committee approve Council’s response to the Department

Vigonment and Resource Management regarding the Greentape Reduction Project Discussion
titled Greentape reduction — Reforming licensing under the Environmental Protection Act
94 Pjscussion Paper and Regulatory Assessment Statement as outlined in Attachment B.

11.0
Divisional Manager . - Chairman
- @H/ Reject the recommendation.
_ _ . _ If reJect please state wns
Andrew Chesterman | Cr Peter Matic 7/ //4>Z:
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND

CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION SEI\JSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE
CCOmiTEAd 4 \‘I‘”' —‘;31‘\1




12.0

Background

The Queensland Department of Environment and Resource -Management (DERM) has released a
discussion paper and regulatory assessment statement (Refer Attachment C) containing proposals to
make major changes to the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (the Act), which will significantly impact
Council. The key aim of the project is to reduce the cost of environmental regulation to industry and
government (i.e. Queensland Government) while upholding environmental standards for the
community.

DERM proposes saving $12 million annually for industry by reducing the number of licences for
environmentally relevant activities (ERAs) administered by local government under the Act. Despite
reducing the number of ERA licences, DERM will continue to make local government snSIble for

regulating environmental harm and nuisance associated with these de-regulated As&The $12M
saving for industry will be at the expense of local government who will have to f ‘\ SAvifenmental
compliance without licensing revenue. This transfers the cost of environment@iyge @ the

general community, which is contrary to the polluter pays principle.

There are 2,526 ERAs licensed by DERM and 9,577 ERAs licensed b§
2,000 ERAs are licensed by Brisbane City Council.

The licence fees associated with the ERAs administered by
administering the Act, including regulating environmental ha

in Bri have the opportunity to
ental performance. Much
of Council’s current ERA licence income of $1.45M will brisk if the DERM proposals are
implemented.

2012) and the proposed repeal of 468a YernniarEe ardfal waste collection approvals (a
reduction in Council revenue of $1 Sk ) A

d€ereased, its regulatory responsibilities have
of regulatory responsibility to local government

At the same time Council’'s regalatoRf
not decreased. There has béen sig
over recent years (for efa
2009). Council will also bearthe

should the proposed ling Bill be passed by State Parliament.

s to grameicallf’ change the administrative framework for the remaining
h unhg @_ jly*€omplicated administrative system that will increase costs for
q p! RM propose three different assessment pathways for the local

ERAs. This will'@
local gover nent

ere is @urrently one. This means Council will bear the cost of maintaining
' cﬁ,,« ems for ERAs.

, ‘a» Q and other local governments recently met DERM management and
bler @iternative regulatory framework as a compromise position that will enable DERM
aving aims in a way that has less administrative and financial impact on local

il submission on an earlier draft of DERMs proposals was endorsed by E&C on 28 March
e submission highlighted Council’'s concerns, which have been largely ignored by DERM. A
rthessSubmission is attached for submission to DERM and the Minister for Environment. The
attached submission is consistent with the submission approved by E&C on 28 March 2011.

It is recommended that E&C approve Council's response to the Department of Environment and
Resource Management regarding the Greentape Reduction Project discussion paper and regulatory
assessment statement entitled Greentape reduction — Reforming licensing under the Environmental
Protection Act 1994 — Discussion Paper and Regulatory Assessment Statement.
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13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

19.0

20.0

Attachments
Attachment B- Council’s response submission to the DERM discussion paper and RAS.

Attachment C— Greentape reduction — Reforming licensing under the Environmental Protection Act
1994 — Discussion Paper and Regulatory Assessment Statement

Attachment D— Letter to the Director-General of the Department of Environment and Resource
Management.

Attachment E— Letter to the Minister for Environment.

Consultation

The following have been consulted in the preparation of this submission:

Cameron Doyle, Principal Planner, Development Assessment Branch,
Greg Berry, Principal Pollution Officer, Development Assessment,

All of the above are ih agreement with the recommendations
Implications of proposal
The Greentape Reduction Project Discussion Pape atogy Assessment Statement proposes

four initiatives to reduce the economic cost PUginess=adig the Queensland Government for
complying with and administering the Environm R

tives also risk reducing environmental
air, noise and water emissions, in order

increase Council’'s administrative a
performance and reducing protecti
to achieve economic cost saving

If Council does not make NES Sl discussion paper, it runs the risk of not being
able to mitigate these implications,
. &

dvocacy to DERM through this submission will help enable Council to efficiently and cost
e deliver its devolved and delegated responsibilities under the Environmental Protection Act
1984, in order to protect the environment and Brisbane residents from the impacts of pollution.
Policy impact
Nil.

Financial impact

Nil.
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21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Human resource impact

No direct impact.

Urgency |

Normal course of
Publicity/marketing strategy
Not applicable

Options

Option 1:  To approve the submission to DERM (Attachment B).

Option 2:  To amend the submission, as considered appropriate.

Option 3:  To not approve the submission.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then th,
recommendation should be recorded here.
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6.0

E&C
15A06 2011 05
~SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/281

Related subject matter files
131/625/273/18

Title

2 Million Trees Project (2MT) — Planting Trees on Private Land
Issue/purpose
To approve the planting of trees on Lot 1 on RP106483 County of Stanley, Rérisif

Proponent

Date

15 August 2011

Chairman

@ug\pgpt// Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.
P

7

Andrew Chesterman : -Cr Peter Matic
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, ENVIRONMENT PARKS &
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE
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12.0

13.0

Background

On 14 December 2009, E&C approved the Policy on Planting Trees on Private Land for the purpose of
the 2 Million Trees project,

The policy states that Brisbane City Council (Council) will allow the planting of trees on private land on
a case by case basis, subject to the suitability of the site and the execution of a protective Covenant
over the trees.

Expressions of Interest to participate in the 2 Million Trees (2MT) project were sought from private land
owners in May 2010. Respondents were assessed against a number of criteria to determine if the
properties represent value for money to Council in terms of biodiversity outcomes and meeting the
2MT project targets.

cge§;ibility

The feasibility of each site was evaluated in terms of the slope of the land (d S
of daniage to

and related WH&S issues), water availability, the risk of flooding on the propegty,
trees from frost or herbivores and the quality of the soil. Other factors taken j
decision being made to utilise the land were; the size of the site, |
contamination, the level of in-kind contribution offered by the landhold
bushland to create wildlife movement linkages. All above factors
2MT officers.

The proposed property at Lot 1 on RP106483 (Attachme, > ot edm red),County of Stanley,
Parish of Moggill, meets the selection criteria and approved Adi ns. (\Q,
) N // v

cleared, land suitable for the planting of
ion to the 2 Million Trees Project target of
©.the 0.7ha proposed to be revegetated and

ged infestation and
Ag*proximity to existing
with onsite visits from

The property offers approximately 0.7 hectare
approximately 3,500 trees. This would be a good

planting 2 million trees by March 2012. In gédifien
% ps offered’ to include approximately 0.7ha of a

protected under a Covenant, the property o il
waterway corridor within the flood reg niged (0. 5h
proposed covenanted area. This woul@,brinhthe total e

which can be included in the Wildlife Cons&gyation Part ogram.

Revegetation of this property,
transforming cleared land in

to nearby areas of existing, blighlangand:im :

It is recommended t Ekpp;ové i nt trg€s on the property at Lot 1 on RP106483 County of
Stanley, Parish of part of ghe ion Trees Project.

Consultation -

o Cr r ig; Chairman, EnWiironment, Parks and Sustainability Committee (21 July 2011).
e J rdan, Man
e Jenmy,Staples, Tea

(30 Jufle 2011
jeati

14.0

AQ agreement with the recommendation.

ions of proposal

The landowners have been informed of their legal obligations under the Covenant. Council will retain
responsibility for maintenance of the trees for the first two years post planting. Council’s investment in
the tree planting will be protected by the clauses set out within a Bushland Property Management Plan
(BPMP) attached to the Covenant placed on the land title, which comes into force after the

maintenance period. Any breaches of the BPMP will be rectified at the landowner’s expense. All trees
planted will be natural vegetation and protected under the Covenant.
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15.0 Commercial in confidence
No
16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan. impact
Plant two million trees by 2012 as part of the 2MT project.
Working collaboratively with all landowners within Brisbane will assist in the successful completion of

the 2MT project, which will in turn assist in the delivery of the 2026 Vision of a 40% natural habitat
cover within the city.

17.0 Customer impact
This approval will ensure improved relationships with selected Land for Wildlife afg
Partners Program participants. The customer expressed interest by way ,ofhit{s
involvement in the project.

18.0 Environmental impact
This approval will ensure improved biodiversity and vegetation corgid

19.0 Policy impact
None.

20.0 Financial impact
Funding for this is included in the 2MT project b

-21.0  Human resource impact

None.

22.0 Urgency

ef a.decision Siteg#fired by mid August 2011 to ensure that planning
ivare in the ¥me frame of the 2MT project.

23.0 Publicity/market
Approval o hlS bRssig pportunities, using media events and signage, to publicly

ingnesSyto work closely with the community to improve and conserve

24.0

e preferred option.

N he officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
ndation should be recorded here.
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E&C

15A06 201 06
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/305

Related subject matter files
N/A

2.0 Title

an economic development framework for the Queensland food /ndustry

3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek endorsement to provide a submission to the Queensland Governmeni@ndYgr the fission
to be provided to the Council of Mayors (SEQ) to inform their regional level sibmiSsio

4.0 Proponent
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustaipabi

5.0 Submission prepared by
Erica Gould, Principal Program Officer — Regional Planning @ooggigat
Branch, (ext. 81363). ‘

6.0 Date
15 August 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Lo
E&C approval.

8.0 If for recommendation to Council,js a Cot acil reg uired under an Act or Local Law?
9.0 Recommended for public re ea,

Immediate release.
10.0 Recommendation

That the Establis
1. i

ittee approves:
overnment on Food for a growing economy — an
e Queensland food industry as outlined in Attachment B,
ant chairman in consultation with the Lord Mayor.
ided to the Council of Mayors (SEQ) to inform their regional level

Chairman

| Support / Reject the recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.

g 7 )
Andrew Chesterman M %Vﬂ\ . Cr Adrian

DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC

CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION
’ ' ' ' ' COMMITTEE '

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

EEICER

i

48




12.0 Background

The Queensland Government released the “Food for a growing economy — an economic development
framework for the Queensland food industry” as a draft policy framework for public consultation on 15 June
2011 (refer Attachment C). The aim of the framework is to put Queensland food into focus including to
influence government policy decisions, industry planning, investment and efforts to maximise economic growth
of the sector in partnership with stakeholders.

As the food industry is one of Brisbane’s strategic growth industries, it is recommended that Co c;l repare a
submission to outline key considerations that should be addressed in the final framework to i
economic development opportunities and to address sustainability considerations.

Key points raised in the submission include:
e A strategic focus on Australia’s food sector is timely as the strong \
booming mining resource industry introduces new challenges for fg

ework. As such, the future
outcomes promoted by the draft framework canna his time. To retain Queensland’s
liveability and sustainability into the future ip
significant threats to our food system, Cou
greater commitment to funding (as wel

i€ is industry and secure the future of

our food. In addition timeframes faf &g  deti ) briofitieé under each theme need to be

our food.
o While the draft framework hag ad@ressing some aspects for the future of food

food through a business-as-usual approach —

This framewo £ tly K s
and a regignal sU¥ @ be prepared.

bject t®alteration by the relevant chairman in consultation with the Lord Mayor.
hat this submission is also provided to the Council of Mayors (SEQ) to inform their regional level
ission.

13.0 Consultation

This submission has been prepared in consultation with:
e Mishka Foster and Richard Sara, City Planning and Economic Development Branch (22/7/11)
e Vicki Grieshaber and John Jordan, Natural Environment and Sustalnablllty Branch (22/7/1 1)
e Harry Copeland, Waste Services Branch (21/7/11)
e Cr Peter Matic, Chairman Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee (27/7/11)
e Cr Mclachlan, Chairman Field Service Committee (29/7/11)

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
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14.0 ' Implications of proposal

There are no diréct resourcing implicationé for Council.
15.0 Commercial in confidence

No.

16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Nil.

17.0 Customer impact
Nil.

18.0 Environmental impact
Nil. ,

19.0 Pblicy impact
Nil.

20.0 Financial impact
Nil.

21.0 Human resource impact
Nil. |

22.0 Urgency

owev e Department of Employment, Economic
inopextension for the submission to be provided
23.0

24.0

commendations.
recommendations. -

p 1 is the preferred option.

% e officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
(o] endation should be recorded here.
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E&GC

: 09
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION Mﬁ%‘gk

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/314

Related subject matter files
109/210/179/168

2.0 Title

(PMFAS) to support On-Street Paid Parking Operations
3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee to di

40  Proponent v /
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer v
5.0 Submission prepared by
Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Managrate Se
6.0 Date N
9 August 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or reco
For E&C approval
8.0 If for recommendati 3 ncil, j resolution reqwre urﬁer an Act or Local Law?

‘ . 2‘“‘4[@

9.0 Recom 5
' ) / Lord Ma,
Imme@elease % %/ 7 / "

11.0  Mark Johnston Colin Jensen
ACTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER * CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER



12.0 Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on 9
August 2011.

The submission is referred to E&C as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the
provision of the required services: :

CONTRACT NO. CONTRACTTITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION

11120018-11/12 Provision of the Parking For E&C approval
Management and Fault
Administration System (PMFAS)
to support On-Street Paid Parking
Operations

13.0 Consultation

The Chief Executive Officer
Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration responsib
Stores Board

Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
14.0 Implications of proposal
The recommended process will provid outgdme for Council.

15.0 Commercial in confidence

Not Applicable.

Qed in accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.
20.0 N ial impact '

Financial details are included in the Divisional submission.
21.0 Human resource impact

Not Applicable
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22.0 Urgency
As soon as possible

23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

As Required

24.0 Options
Option 1: That the E&C approves the recommendation.
Option 2: Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons f frogrf”f‘iiat
recommendation should be recorded here. % &
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=10
15A6 201 10

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number
137/800/1121/313
Title

Council of Australian Governments (COAG) Healthy Communities Initiative Local Government Area
(LGA) Grants — Round Three

Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to submit a tied grant application to the Australian
Healthy Communities Initiative LGA Grants - Round Three.

Proponent

Greg Evans, Divisional Manager, Organisational Services
Submission prepared by

Paul Oberle, Chief Financial Officer, Organisational Service

Date

09 August 2011
For E&C approval or recommendation (&

E&C approval

%@APPBOVF@

If for recommendation to Counci quired under ?arﬁAé ig’r zgllxl

uncil r
evg under bl
No Rl I
\O’ § Lord Mayor
Recommended for public %glease @(/ i :
V & V /ﬂo’)/

Not for release

Recommendatio ’ 2
‘
That a the ti rant lication to the Australian Government under its COAG Healthy

Co ies ihitiativ@nts - Round Three.

Chairman

| Support / Retest the recommendation.

%y

If reject, please state reasons.

-

Greg Evans Cr Adrian Schirinner

Divisional Manager Deputy Mayor

ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES DIVISION CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE




12.0

Background

The Healthy Communities Initiative aims to reduce the prevalence of overweight and obesity within the
target populations of participating communities by maximising the number of people, predominantly
not in the paid workforce, who are engaged in proven or innovative physical activity and healthy eating
programs. :

Through the National Partnership, the Australian Government is providing up to $71.8 million from July
2009 to June 2013 to support Local Government Areas (LGAs) in delivering effective community
based physical activity and healthy eating programs as well as developing a range of policies to
support healthy lifestyle behaviours.

The Australian Government will allocate up to $566,042 to successful Local Govern easfLGA)

over a period of 21 months (October 2011 to June 2013).

cil's' éxisting
that Council’s
providing gardening

Funding, should it be secured under this Initiative, is to be used to comp
Active and Healthy Programs (Program 5 — Your Brisbane). Furthermore, i
Community Gardens will be incorporated into the healthy lifestyle prog
workshops and healthy cooking demonstrations to the community.

The overall aims and objectives of the proposed program are:

"€ngaged in programs promoting
healthy lifestyle behaviours R

» to raise awareness of the role and benefits of physical a8 Wity in achieving personal health and
wellbeing among Cultural and Linguistically Diverse L D) and Indigenous community groups

» to provide participants with transferable skill edge that will enable them to adopt and
continue practicing healthy living behavioué sthe term of the funding

o to identify and address the known barrigrs fo vhysical gCtivity. among CALD and Indigenous
communities and the wider populatio o

e to increase the availability of accr d aneappropri; estyle programs to the Brisbane
community

The funding will be delivered over t ncial year.

Detailed grant applicatiops byftheYAustralian Government by COB Thursday, 18

August 2011.

e, Manager, Inclusive Communities
s Greg in, Manager, Corporate Communications

w in agreement with the recommendation.

14.0Nplicaﬁons of proposal

Should Council be successful in securing funding, Council will need to enter into a Funding Deed with
the Australian Government to secure the external revenue over the life of the project. Corporate
Finance will seek advice through BCLP regarding the Funding Deed’s wording should an offer of
funding be made prior to seeking execution of the Funding Deed.
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15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

overnment on a i
0 o"qé '
: the recommendation
N

Commercial in confidence
No.
Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The Proposals support outcomes under Council’s Your Brisbane Strategy 5.3.1 Community Health and
Well Being. :

Customer impact
There is no customer impact.
Environmental impact

There is no environmental impact.

Policy impact
There is no policy impact as approving the applications will be consj ith e hisg{ing p.olicy.
Financial impact

The funding sought is 100% of the total project cost. Co@ nﬁii,.p;e'iibffering to match or make
contributory funding to support the grant application theadisfiding available has the capacity to
implement and deliver the entirety of the proposed

gsion and successfully secure the grant; the
the 20114 2012 financial year. There will be a
€ securgf intgthe 2012 — 2013 financial year.

Q

Should the grant application be approved f
revenue would be noted in the third budget re

requirement to carry over 50% of the

Human resource impact

.

The human resource impacts are d by the 'asiness Case.
Urgency

The approved tied grant%a jon’ is togge sUbIMPE to the Australian Government by COB Thursday
18 August 2011. V

Publicity/m ategy

As part e Fipding Deed, y for each project shall give appropriate recognition to the role
of th iafl Goveament supporting that project. This recognition includes invitations to
par in formal pp pening or launch ceremonies and publicity events. Further, projects will

also required-to Mgl appropriate branding and written acknowledgement of the Australian
and written materials developed for each Project.

ot approve the recommendation
Option 3: Amend the recommendation

1is the preferred option.
N?: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that

récommendation should be recorded here.
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1()
S
E UTIVE OFFICER

Colin
CHIE

E&C
1501 - 11

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

164/285/6178-80534(A1)

Title

Renewal of Executive Service Contract

Issue/purpose

To approve the short term renewal of the executive service contract of Pam W ’
Delivery and Business Improvement, Support Services Centre, Organisationgl Servic

Proponent
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer O

Submission prepared by
Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Executive v

Date

15 August 2011 Q '
For E&C approval or recommendatim&x @
omm %

For Establishment and Coordinati € approv

If for recommendation to C il,\§ a Councij r%n required under an Act or Local Law?
N/A : \
Recommended fo lic release

Not for releas 2@

Recom tio

It is reGgimended th blishment & Coordination Committee approve the short term renewal
am ren’s centracof employment under the current terms and conditions for a period of seven

onths, to 30 June
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12.0

13.0
14.0
15.0
16.0

- 470

19.0

22.0

23.0

(()inanc%a
/

Background

Pam Warren is the Manager, Service Delivery and Business Improvement in the newly established
Support Services Centre. Pam’s current contract expires on 26 November 2011.

Pam previously held a senior executive (SES) position in the City Business division. When City
Business closed and the Commercial Services functions moved to the Support Services Centre, Pam
participated in a quarantine and was interviewed for a number of positions. Her skills were regarded
as best aligned to the role she has currently been placed in.

However, Mercer has evaluated this role as a senior officer (SOS) position.

In these early stages of the Support Services Centre, the Executive Manager, Sue
Pam has plenty of relevant skills, experience and willingness,and is well suited
position will play in the start up period of the centre. However, once the centre i
be less need for these skills. Therefore a short term contract renewal, until 3

bed there will
, is proposed.

It is recommended that the Establishment & Coordination Committee a
of Pam Warren’s contract of employment under the current terms and co

months, to 30 June 2012. [
Consultation C) N\
e Executive Manager, Support Services Centre % |

fora period of seven

~Implications of proposal

No

Vision/Corporate Plan impa v v
N/A C @
Customer impact V\ V

v KO E((,

Environméntal impact

N/A %
@ impact

N/A ' O
Commercial in confidence &\ _ @

N

21.0 @esource impact

N/A

Urgency

In the normal course of business
Publicity/marketing strategy

At the discretion of the Lord Mayor



24.0 Options

1. Approve the recommendation
2. Not approve the recommendation
Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
recommendation should be recorded here.



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

is recommende Establishment & Coordination Committee approve the renewal of Paul
ottonls contragt of @mployment under the current terms and conditions for a period of 12 months.

Colin Jen
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

E&U
15ALG201-172

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number
164/305/615/4340
Title

Renewal of Executive Service Contract for Paul Cotton, Asset and Works Management Subject Matter
Expert, Divisional Manager’s Office, Organisational Services Division

Issue/purpose

To approve the renewal of Executive Service Contract for Paul Cotton, Asse orfks Management

Subject Matter Expert, Divisional Manager’s Office, Organisational Services@ivj

Proponent %
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer < ,

Submission prepared by

Greg Evans, Divisional Manager, Organisational Servic@g Divi

Date _ !
15 August 2011 O ' ‘
For E&C approval or recommendati&%cil % }

\

Establishment and Co-ordination C itlee approv

If for recommendation t @s a Coungiffreselution required under an Act or Local Law?

N/A V V
Recommend @ic rele
/A : ’

N

Reco dation

‘ APRRCYVED
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13.0

17.0

19.0

20.0

22.0

23.0

Background

Paul Cotton is currently undertaking the role of Asset and Works Management Process Owner in
Organisational Services Division and has been performing at a high level. With the re-mobilisation and
progression of Stage 1 of the BaSE program, it is necessary to create the role of Asset and Works
Management Subject Matter Expert in Organisational Services Division.

The role is responsible for contributing to the development, evaluation, implementation and refinement
of the BaSE program of work with the overall objective of identifying business process improvement

opportunities and benefits in the Asset & Works management area. This role holds the same
responsibility and delivery of outcomes as Paul’s current role.

As this is an ongoing need, it is proposed to renew Paul Cotton in this role for a furtider p€riod of 12
months.

Consultation '

e Greg Evans, Divisional Manager, Organisational Services @

e Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure %

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal c E :
N/A

Commercial in confidence

N/A O
Vision/Corporate Plan impact «\ %

N/A
Customer impact < ' Q
N/A \

Environmental i N @V
N/A < 3

Policy i

N/A %

inangial imp v

A
Humar&wce impact

N

Mncy
In the normal course of business
Publicity/marketing strategy

At the discretion of the Lord Mayor
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olin Je %
CHIE IVE OFFICER

E&C

| 15A0G 201 - 1 3
. SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

99-45970(A1/P1)

Title

Renewal of Executive Service Contract

Issue/purpose

To approve the renewal of the executive service contract of Alan Warre i Manager,
Brisbane Transport

Proponent ; : @
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer &

Submission prepared by
Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Executi

Date

15 August 2011 Q

For E&C approval or recommendation \ @

For Establishment and Coordination C&e approv% .

If for recommendation to C@%ouncil r% required under an Act or Local Law?

N/A

Recommended for @ase V
Not for release @ @
Recommefgdatio Q~

Establishment & Coordination Committee approve the renewal of Alan
t under the current terms and conditions for a period of three years.

APPROVED




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

21.0

22.0

Background

Alan Warren is the Divisional Manager, Brisbane Transport. Brisbane Transport has a fleet of over
1,075 buses. Under Alan’s leadership, bus numbers and patronage have continued to grow. In
2009/10 the fleet travelled approximately 60 million kilometres and carried over 77 million passengers.

Brisbane Transport has a capital budget of $4,565,000, while its operational budget is $342,718,853
(expenses) and $342,456,557 (revenue).

Alan has 7 direct reports, and an indirect reporting relationship with 2 key Support Services Centre
staff.

Staff numbers in Brisbane Transport total 2,648 (217 salaried employees, 1,728 busperétors, 402
bus operator trainees, 1 conductor, 233 trade staff, 67 bus assistants).

Alan has continued to deliver on the Lord Mayor Deliverable of 500 bus
performance as Divisional Manager, Brisbane Transport has been of a high

is general

Alan’s current contract expires on 26 November 2011.

It is recommended that the Establishment & Coordination Co e pprove .the renewal of Alan
Warren’s contract of employment under the current terms and congitionsyfor a period of three years.

Consultation
The retention of a key executive who lead
Commercial in confidence %
No v v
Vision/Corporate Plan i a@ @
N/A V '
Customer impa%v @

IA Q~ "

of criti€al ptiblic transport outcomes

Nil ‘
Implications of proposal Q 8

N

Envir tal impact

o i, O
%Q,A *{(/

Fi cial impact

N
'Human resource impact

N/A
Urgency

In the normal course of business




23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

At the discretion of the Lord Mayor

240 Options
I Approve the recommendation
2. Not approve the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure jrom that
recommendation should be recorded here.




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.

E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 22 AUGUST 2011

ELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT .
diate Other
22/08-01 Brisb
137/800/1121/289 ]nfra'sstr 5&36 Monthly Project Report — June 2011 Appro N/A
M
22/08-02 e Approval of Bus Acquisition Financin
134/135/86/20 Orgsae”r'vsiig‘s’”a' Arrangements for 2011-12 Financi froved N/A
R Year
22/08-03
Organisational | Brisbane City Council — Revegu
R el o Services Statement 2011/12 AR LA
AP Organisational @
100/190/12/2 gServices Price Mitigati % Approved N/A
R
22/08-05 P P E 12
109/105/219/11 OLMCEO LNt " rogLvemenig aia Approved N/A
R Cx ing Plan.201
S8 137/800/1121/320 missio eral Government -
M CFR n the nergy Bill 2011 Appreven MR
22/08-07 .
137/800/1121/295 osed acquisition of land at 114
" PAS Avenue, Gaythorne Approved 30 May 2012
22/08-08 0 _—
137/800/1121/2 Proposed acquisition of land at 38
M ! ' Marshall Road, Rocklea FRRrasE 30 May 2012
22/08-09 . .
137/800/11 5 Council Submission on the draft
. ERS Biosecurity Act (Bill) 2011 Fpree Yiog

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk,

chrinner, G Knapp, A Cooper, D McLachlan, P Matic, M de Wit & J Simmonds.
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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. 



E&C
22 A6 200 01 1
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/289 .

Related subject matter files
Not applicable.

2.0 Title
Monthly Project Report — June 2011
3.0 Issue/purpose

The purpose of this Submission is to provide regular Project performance

4.0 Proponent ’
Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure Divisi @52.

5.0 Submission prepared by ' 6

Paul Oberle, Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Seryj

6.0  Date O N,

18 July, 2011 \ @
7.0 For E&C approval or recommend ti@ouncil %

For E&C approval. QV

8.0 If for recommendation t cilyis a Coungilfresglution required under an Act or Local Law?

i N/ &\
9.0 Recommende, @ic releaz@

#h all Projects. -

Not for release.

10.0 Reconation
at E&C accept the

oject Report. /
i@l Ma% Chai{'{;nan
@ Q | Support / Rejeet-the recommendation;
N

If reject, please state reasons.

Barry Broe Councillor Adrian Schrinner,
DIVISIONAL MANAGER, Deputy Mayor,
Brisbane In{r‘ﬁsetéucture Division Chairman, Finance, Economic Development

L ommend faingly and Administration Committee
'btuzn hoséuing .nnunnn:nn‘z"uu Banheaa 1

- CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER o



12.0 Background

The Project Report Summary report, in Attachment B, has adopted a colour system to improve the
identification of those projects that are reporting exceptions. If a project is reporting an exception (i.e.
not on budget in 2010-11, not on time, not on estimate whole of project, scope changes or emerging
issues), then the flag for that item will appear as red (X). If a project is not reporting an exception (i.e.
on budget in 2010-11, on time, on estimate whole of project, no scope changes or no emerging
issues), then the flag for that item will appear as green (OK).

In the E&C Monthly Project Report, in Attachment C, all additional or new information can be
identified under the ***JUNE 2011 UPDATE**** heading.

13.0 Consultation

Individual project reports are compiled by Project Reporters, in consultation with the r

e Project Managers,
Program Managers/Business Unit Financial Controllers,
Divisional/Executive Managers,

Branch Managers, and
Manager, Marketing & Communication Q

Are in agreement with the recommendation.
14.0 Implications of proposal

It is envisaged that this approach will improve our c3 fo respond to any emerging issues and
ensure all Stakeholders are well informed of the gress.

15.0 Commercial in confidence

No.

16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan |mpact
Nil. ;

17.0 Customer impact

o Improved sta OJect a and
o Improved of Risk tF’rmcanes

18.0 Environm
19.0 (6] cylmp ct

manc

21.0 & esource impact

Nil.
22.0 Urgency

In the normal course of business.
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23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy
N/A.

24.0 Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation that E&C accept the Monthly Project Report for June 2011.
Option 2: Do not accept the report.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departurgffrim that
recommendation should be recorded here.




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

E&C
22 A6 20m 06
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/320
Related subject matter files

134/40/421/3 — Carbon Tax

Title
Submission to the Federal Government on the draft Clean Energy Bill 2011
Issue/purpose

To obtain approval to submit Council’s response to the draft Clean Eneg hment C)
Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and
Submission prepared by

Hamish Bell, Senior Program Officer, Natural Envj ainability Branch. Ext 34906
Date

22 August 2011

APPROVED

olution required under an Act or Loca) Law?

Chairman

@7 Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

Andrew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic
DIVISIONAL MANAGER, CHAIRMAN, ENVIRONMENT, PARKS &
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

-----
---------------------------------------------

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 70



12.0 Background

On 28 July 2011, the Australian Government released the Clean Energy Bill 2011 for consultation.
Consultation is open until 22 August 2011. Brisbane City Council has prepared a submission (refer
Attachment C) to respond to the draft legislation.

Key points addressed in Council’'s submission include:

e The Clean Energy Bill 2011 must retain fuel tax credits for fuel used by public passenger transport
vehicles. .

¢ Council is seeking immediate clarification on liability for the ongoing annual emission from legacy
waste. This will have a significant financial impact on Council.

e The Clean Energy Bill 2011 should provide a mechanism for purchasers of GreenP

Reporting (NGER) Act 2007 (as amended) and the Clean Energy Bii
State Departments, statutory authorities and their facilities must ais

The Clean Energy Bill 2011 will have significant financial afd_pe for Council if it is passed
in its current form. It is therefore critical that Council provides tg€sg s for consideration.

It is therefore recommended that the Establish
(Attachment B) and the submission to the Ee
_Efficiency, as outlined in Attachment C.

on committee approve the letter
of Climate Change and Energy

13.0 Consultation

Wednesday 10 August 2011
John Jordan, Manager, Natural
Beverley Homel, SolicitorgBrisbha

e Ci &Le C
lan Logan, Principal Finance C ra FI ance
Gordon Luke, Manag SOV SrdiN e ices, Brisbane Transport
Arron Lee, Businags Man

ity Seryli€es, Brisbane Infrastructure
séal Offi risbane Waste Innovations Alliance

&bility Branch
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17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Customer impact

N/A

Environmental impact

N/A

Policy impact

N/A

Financial impact

N/A

Human resource impact

N/A

Urgency

Submissions must be made by 5pm 22 August 2011

Publicity/marketing strategy

N/A
Options
Option 1:

Option 2
Option 3:

Approve the submissiopffo th&Federal Bepaffnept of Climate Change and Energy
Efficiency.
Approve the submi
Not approve the

Mwed, then the reasons for departure from that
h€re.
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E&C
226201 07

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/295

Related subject matter files
161/20/439/108

2.0 Title

Proposed acquisition of land at 114 Bellevue Avenue, Gaythorne

3.0 Issue/purpose

4.0 Proponent
* Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustai

5.0 . Submission prepared by

6.0 Date
22 August 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendatiogpto

For E&C approval

8.0 If for recommendation to néif, is a Co nc ution A@@ "m"'l"éb?-
Law? s ¥ AL /

9.0 Recommende i elé'as@
30 May 2012 g - =

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

/

N

ordination Committee approve the purchase of the entirety%)q/h

) e described as Lot 53 RP18783, containing an area of 405 square
urposes at a cost of $300,000, in accordance with the contract of sale set out
subject to any additional terms and conditions acceptable to the Chief Legal

ity Legal Practice. ;

10.0

Committee Chairman

JI Support / Reject the recommendation.

m If reject, please state reasons

Andrew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, ENVIRONMENT, PARKS &
CITY PLANNING & SUSTAINABILITY SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

| Recomme rdingly

---------------------------------------------------




12.0 Background

The subject property at 114 Bellevue Avenue, Gaythorne is described as Lot 53 on RP18783 and
contains -a site area of 405 square metres (Refer Attachment B). The subject property is included
within the Low Density Residential Area in City Plan 2000. The property is vacant (the house that
appears in the aerial photo in Attachment B has been removed from the property by the current
owners).

The subject property adjoins the Redgum Place Park. At present, access to the south-eastern corner
of Redgum Place Park is very limited because a large waterway corridor severs the site. This makes
maintenance of this area by Council staff difficult and prevents the community from making use of
this space. Acquisition of the subject property will resolve this problem by providing a saf€ alternative

community use.

The subject property was listed for sale on the open market. An inde
undertaken for Council, assessing a fair market value up to $300,000 for
was being marketed at an asking price of $349,000, however followin
owner offered the property for sale to Council in the amount of $300,00
nominated in the valuation.

negotiatlons the
“is-within the range

Attachments:
(A) Summary of Decision
(B) Aerial photo map of the property
(©) Summary of the valuation
(D) Extract of Contract of Sal

13.0 Consultation

14.0

secure a safe alternative access point to the south-eastern
it can be maintained by Council and utilised by the community.

2026 V|S|on f providing a diversity of shady and attractive green spaces for residents to be active
z althy and enjoy the outdoors.

is acquisition directly contributes to the Corporate Plan goal to increase the public park estate by
approximately 60 hectares.
17.0 Customer impact

The subject property is vacant and does not support any dwellings. The property has been listed for
sale on the open market since October 2010.

Without prejudice negotiations by City Projects Office have already taken place with the property
owner and the owner has submitted a contract of sale for Council’s consideration.
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18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Environmental impact
The acquisition of this property positively contributes to the green space network for the cify.
Policy impact

Nil

Financial impact

Funds are available in the 201 ;I-2012 City Parks Trust capital budget.

Human resour;:e impact
Nil

Urgency

In the normal course of business.

Publicity/marketing strategy < ’

dhc ownershlp as per the Parkland

Publicity will occur once the property has come into
Acquisition Program Media Plan.

Options

Option 1: Approve the recommendai\)o
Option 2: Not approve the rec&ia no

NB: If the officer’s recomﬂ" '
that recommendati%ho
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/294

Related subject matter files
161/20/439/113

2.0 Title

Proposed acquisition of land at 38 Marshall Road, Rocklea

3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval to acquire land for park purposes at 38 Marshall Road,
4.0 Proponent
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustainabijlit
5.0 Submission prepared by “

Susan Dymock, A/Senior Planning Officer, Natural Environm sﬁé’inability, ext 39149

6.0 Date ) o
22 August 2011 o,

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation \ o @
For E&C approval & P P R Q V E

8.0 If for recommendation to Coungi i i under an Act ork ' Law?
No 2

9.0 . Lord Mayc” Peseseae

rdination Committee approve the purchase of the entirety of 38 Marshall
t 24 on RP75004, containing an area of 673 square metres, for
f $270,000, in accordance with the contract of sale set out in Attachment
nal terms and conditions acceptable to the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane

Committee Chairman

| Suppo v/ Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons

sl

Andrew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic
Divisional Manager Chairman
City Planning & Sustainability Environment, Parks & Sustainability
Committee
| Recom cordingly
' g i

------------------------------------------------

CHIEF EXECUT!VE OFFICER i




12.0

13.0

14.0

Background

The subject property at 38 Marshall Road Rocklea is described as Lot 24 on RP 75004 and contains a
site area of 673 square metres (Refer Attachment B). The subject property is classified Low Density
Residential area in City Plan 2000. The property adjoins the Council-owned Short Street Park to the
east, south and west.

The property is improved with a lowset dwelling which was severely inundated in the January 2011
flood. As a result of the inundation, the damaged residence is uninhabitable in the present condition.

Following the flood, the property owners requested that Council consider purchasing the property
under the Lord Mayor's Fiooding Taskforce buyback scheme. The property did not meet criteria for
purchase under this scheme. However, acquisition of this property for parkland will
consolidation of the Short Street Park.

additional recreational infrastructure in the future if required. M
An independent valuation was undertaken for Council on 7 March 20 se8sing a fair market value
of up to $260,000 for the property in its present condition (refer Atch meRt C). Following negotiations,
the property owner has offered the property for sale to Council in the'am nt 0f.$270,000.

If Council resumed this property by compulsory means, the would. be entitled to compensation
for land value plus disturbance costs (including profesgional fggs”and.stamp duty on a replacement
property of equivalent value). The offer to sell the subjdgt land to Council for $270,000 is therefore
considered to be within an acceptable margin of di eand. it is recommended that it be accepted
in full and final settlement.

Attachments: g
(A) Summary of Decisfen %
(B) Aerial phot of the.propgrty
( fuation
( of Cofitract of S

stainability (20 July 2010)

een assessed as having important value as future parkland will be acquired
quisition Program.

N
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15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

Commercial in confidence

No

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The Parkland Acquisition Program is making an important contribution towards the Living in Brisbane
2026 Vision of providing a diversity of shady and attractive green spaces for residents to be active and

healthy and enjoy the outdoors.

This acquisition directly contributes to the Corporate Plan goal to increase the public estate by
approximately 60 hectares.

Customer impact

Without prejudice negotiations by City Projects Office have already tak
owners and they have submitted a contract of sale for Council’s considerati

Environmental impact
The acquisition of this property positively contributes to the

Policy impact

Nil
Financial impact

Funds are available in the 2011-20

Parks.Trus ca@dget.

Human resource impact
Nil

Urgency

roperty has come into Council ownership, as per the Parkland

ove the recommendation.

Not approve the recommendation

Nm 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from
that recommendation should be recorded here.
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

@ Divisi$ager

[(CAV)
20 A6 20M 09

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/315

Related subject matter files
Title

Council submission on the draft Biosecurity Act (Bill) 2011

Issue/purpose '

To seek E&C approval to provide comments on the draft Biosecurity Act (Bill) epartment
of Employment, Economic Development and Innovation.

Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustain@%

Submission prepared by
Brad Wilson, A/ Program Outcome Manager Subtropical
Sustainability Branch, x34728

City ,& Biodiversity, Natural Environment &

Date

22 August 2011 O @
For E&C approval or recommendatk@cil %

E&C approval

If for recommendation to Cc@s Cou@i
No \ V
ease @

O &

That E&CYapprove ioun comments on the Queensland Government’s Biosecurity Act (Bill) 2011

Recommended fg
Immediate relea
Reco a

r suRmission to th ent of Employment, Economic Development and Innovation as outlined
attaghment ‘B

Committee Chairman

C | Sfjppoa/ Reject the recommendation.

W If reject, please state reasons
¥

Andrew Chesterman
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
CITY PLANNING & SUSTAINABILITY

ralngly

ALY

sobbbbaetlobecanionebreabrbbcresnsihiererrarsrns®

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 79

Cr Peter Matic
CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT, PARKS &
SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE



12.0 Background

13.0

14.0

C%tion
'aﬁe

ter Matic, Chairman Parks, Environment & Sustainability (9 August 2011)
John Jordan, Manager, Natural Environment & Sustainability (9 August 2011)
Shane Macleod, Manager, Asset Services (9 August 2011)
Diane Quinn, Solicitor, Brisbane City Legal Practice (9 August 2011)
Brett Turville, Manager, Compliance & Regulatory Services (12 August 2011)

On 22 July 2011, the Exposure Draft of the Biosecurity Act (Bill) 2011 was released by the Minister for
Agriculture Food and Regional Economies for consultation until 2 September 2011.

The Local Government Association of Queensland (LGAQ) has engaged King & Company Solicitors to
review the Bill and provide comment on local government responsibilities and implications for Councils.
The LGAQ Local Government Technical Working Group has also provided input at the early stages of
the drafting of the Bill.

The new legislation will replaceb the Land Protection (Peét and Stock Route Managemept) Act 2002,
Land Protection (Pest and Stock Route Management) Regulation 2003 under ic” Council’'s

Brisbane Invasive Species Management Plan is prepared. The new legislation requirés, t h local
government must have a bhiosecurity plan for invasive biosecurity matter for its local gow ent area.

In assessing the draft Bill the following points have been noted:
e The requirements for the preparation of a biosecurity plan are_similag t8yfiose required for the
preparation of the current Brisbane Invasive Species Managemen :

e The role of local government in pest management r
Queensland’s biosecurity system.

e The Bill does not contain regulations which are critj¢al
Bill as these will dictate the ability to enforce the cof
of practice. %, 4

e There are concerns over the declassificatio
No explanation is provided on the make up ofy

~guidelines in relation to them. By, %,
e While the Bill states that local governme g chrlty’ ans must address invasive plants and

animals, there is concern ove ' shlft| responsibility from State to local
government in managing 'bio rity tters g

creation of a local government
biosecurity plan.

e There does not appear t
“biosecurity matter” (

) "/"‘lmpdr"tant component of

rior to the passing of the
[0 the Bill. This also related to codes

clég.s:flq:atlon of weeds and pest animals.
‘mvasive-species categories, or management

or the mbvement and distribution of
als) for control purposes. For example,

Council currently gr ing of insects which control the species. The
infested Salvinia i g disgibuted i where the weed is present so that the insects
can destroy the w&

cur

e In relation to :
required i

approve Council's comments on the Queensland Government's Biosecurity
jon to the Department of Employment, Economic Development and

mmary of Decision
Council's comments on the Exposure Draft of the Biosecurity Act (Bill) 2011

All consulted above are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal
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By noting the shortfalls in the draft Bill, Council seeks DEEDI to develop a more comprehensive final
Act that will ensure that Councils have the necessary legislative support to manage responses to
invasive species without incurring additional costs and absorbing matters which are the domain of the

Queensland Government.
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15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Commercial in confidence
No
Vision/Corporate Plan impact

At this early stage it is unclear whether the draft Bill supports Council to achieve Council’s delivery of
Vision 2026 outcomes.

Customer impact

Approval of fhe submission would reihforoe with the Brisbane .community, Council’'s
delivering Vision 2026 outcomes.

Environmental impact
A well structured legislative framework for managing biosecurity risks ly contribute to
improving environmental outcomes in Brisbane. :

Policy impact

e cufrent legislative arrangements

The policy impact will be similar to that established through it le
g biosecurity remains similar to

assuming that the scope of local government involvement j
the current requirements.

Financial impact
Unclear at this time however should the Bill incpggase€ éil’s redﬁirements in managing biosecurity
matters beyond those matters currently managed the Brigbane Invasive Species Management
Plan, additional costs may be incurred. ’\ A ‘

Human resource impact & 4 %
Nil ?‘

Urgency Y e E
The Queensland Gov®§,éall"' Coupgcil's submission by 2 September 2011
tegy

Publicity/marke’

a ent B for submission to the Queensland Government.
\Y ment B with amendment, to the Queensland Government.
pr@ve Council’s submission. '

ferred option.

re pendation should be recorded here.

N

Ne officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that

82



E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 29 AUGUST 2011

LEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT .
: diate Other
29/08-01 .
152/160/881/219 CPAS ;Ic;or:/vong Auchenflower Neighbourhood bro N/A
R
29/08-02
152/160/516/245 CPAS Draft River Gateway Neighbourhood Plgn proved N/A
R
29/08-03 , . '
137//225/137/87 OlMoeo | lieged miner breach of Ly Oafet 1 Approved N/A
- - for Councillors
o | Mot RN
" 137/800/1121/321 OLMCEO Street Mall (Presgously Ring George Approved Yes
Square)
Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, G Knapp, A r, ’McLachl Matic, M de Wit & J Simmonds.



100826
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

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

11.0

caL
29 AUG 2011 04

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/321

Related subject matter flles
176/315/33/34

Title

Stores Board Submission — Provision of Indigenous Performance Program in Queen
(previously King George Square) '

Issue/purpose

Queen Street Mall (previously King George Square) without seekin etitive fenders or quotations
from the market in accordance with the Social Enterprlse Exempti n frop ontract Manual process
Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer
Submission prepared by

Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk M rvices Division
Date

16 August 2011

For E&C approval or re
For E&C approval y A P F % @ V EP/
If for recomme t Coun:?@mcﬂ resolution requifed un an Actorlo }I aw?

Reco Qrp elease
hediate elease 3 l)

M@” |

% i
o

Mark Johnston Colin Jensen
ACTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on
16 August 2011.

The submission is referred to E&C as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the
provision of the required services: .
CONTRACT NO. CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION
J120620-1 112 Provision of Indigenous For E&C approval
Performance Program in Queen

Street Mall (previously King
George Square)

Consultation

The Chief Executive Officer -

Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration responsible for
Stores Board

Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation. E %

Implications of proposal

The recommended process will provide thntageo outcome for Council.

Commercial in confidence

Not Applicable. v V%
Vision/Corporate Plan imp@ v

The recommendation of thisssubmission will conthiglite to the efficient management of the City's

resources. V

Customer im

The submission covers the pro n of services to meet Council approved programs.

EnvirQntal impa@
ot applicable. v
imp

ubmi iR accafdance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.

21.0

22.0

Fi ial impact
&l details are included in the Divisional submissibn.
Human resource impact
Not Applicable

Urgency

As soon as possible



23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy
As Required
24.0 Options

Option 1: That the E&C approves the recommendation.
Option 2: Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not foilowed, then the reasons for depart@ that

recommendation should be recorded here.

&
O &

0

&
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