E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS -1 DECEMBER 2011

ECOMMENDATION FOR

SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESUL PUBLIC RELEASE
01/12 - 01 152/160/1007/34 CPAS Transport, Access, Parking and Services oV,
(TAPS) Code Not for release
M

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, G Knapp, A Cooper, D McLachlan, P Ma‘c, M ,e it & J*Simmonds.

M - Indicates an E& mitte
R - Indicates an E&C Committ
for inspection on Level 2 of

;' 1
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Text Box
M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane. 



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

11.0

Andrew%terman Cr Amanda;Qr
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0 1DEC 2011 - 01

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

152/160/1007/34

Title

Transport, Access, Parking and Services (TAPS) Code
Issue/purpose

To seek Establishment and Coordination Committee approval to rescind its decision oyeémber
2011 regarding the Brisbane City Plan 2000 Transport, Access, Parking and Servicing

Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability

Submission prepared by

Lesley Collins, City Planning and Economic Development, x34%0

Date

30 November 2011

For E&C approval or recommendation to Cm@

For E&C approval

If for recommendation to Counc1| |I res Iutl ired under an Act or Local Law?

N/A < ’
Recommended for publlc

Not for release.

Recommendatl s A

mﬁ g
That the t andseoordimation Committee rescind its dea#éion of 28 November 2011 A/?/
regardi anbane n 2000 Transport, Access, Parking and Servicing Code. \

ager @E Chairman v
| Support /\R‘ejec\tthe recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons

Divisional Manager Chairman, Neighbourhood Planning and
City Planning & Sustainability Division Development Assessment Committee

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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N

23.0

24.0

Background

On 28 November 2011, the Establishment and Coordination Committee approved a decision regarding
the Brishbane City Plan 2000 Transport, Access, Parking and Servicing Code and the submission was
to be recommended to Council.

Since that time, it has been decided that further consideration needs to be given to this proposal and
therefore the submission is to be rescinded.

It is therefore recommended that the Establishment and Coordination Committee rescind its decision

of 28 November 2011 regarding the Brisbane City Plan 2000 Transport, Access, Parking ang Servicing
Code.

Consultation %
¢ Councillor Amanda Cooper, Chairman Neighbourhood Planning and D ent Assessment

(30 November 2011).
All are in agreement with the recommendation.
Implications of proposal O
Nil %

Commercial in confidence

Vision/Corporate Plan impact &\ @

Nil
Customer impact ; v
N <</

Environmental imp M V
Nil Q

Policy im

Nil Q~
@al impact ?\

Qjman Arce%pact
NiIQ
22.0 N

As soon as possible.
Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil.

Options



Option 1: Approve the recommendation.
Option 2: Amend the recommendation.
Option 3: 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.



E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 5 DECEMBER 2011

SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RE RECOMMENDATION
: FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
05/12-01 161/268/608/1 CPAS New Water Restrictions Policy for Council Parks,—
Use of Potable Water in Council Parks ithdrawn N/A
R
05/12-02 137/800/1121/363 Organisational | Monthly Report — Délegation of Authoritvy @I -
Services September 2011 Approved Immediate release
M 164/105/219/1
05/12-03 109/695/586/6 OLMCEO Report of the Audit Conmi eeting on 17
November 2011 : Approved N/A
R
05/12-04 112/20/216/81 Brisbane Legacy Way Tungtel Rgoje€t— Land: plions
Infrastructure Approved N/A
R
05/12-05 137/800/1121/402 CPAS Brisb Coungit's ssion on the
' Sustdinabl lanni d\ Other Legislation Approved Immediate
M A\ Bill.(SPONBIIL2011).
05/12-06 188/630/414/558 Brisbane Subuyrbs to NPre—Feasibility Study and .
Infrastru get Approved N/A
R
05/12-07 137/800/1121/401 Claim foRygompensation — resumption of Murarrie
angfill, Murarrie. Approved Not for release
s A

Present: Lord Mayor Graham

Op, A Cooper, P Matic, M de Wit & J Simmonds.

Apologies: D McLachlan

@ Schrinner, ‘9‘

O

M - Indicates an
R - Indicates an E& mmitt
for inspection on Level 2 of the

&

mittee decisioMy(or minute item), which is included in this document.
ommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available
ne Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary File Number

137/800/1121/363

Related subject matter file
164/105/219/1

Title

Monthly Report - Delegation of Authority to Travel — September, 2011 &
Issue/purpose @

Provision of relevant monthly travel report. %

Proponent O

Greg Evans, Divisional Manager, Organisational Services.

Submission prepared by

Irene Murphy, Travel Co-ordinator, Support Services

Date . O ;  d)m /

28 November, 2011 &\ iy . I i

For E&C approval or recommend to Council?

For information purposes. Cy
il i

If for recommendation to 7 is a Counciliregblution required under an Act or Local Law?

No. V
Recommende %c rele

Immedi se

Recom dation ' '
hat the Establishm Co-ordination Committee note the information submitted on approved
eljor Septgmber, 2011. 4

| SupporfRejectthe Recommendation
If Reject — please state reasons

Greg Evans Cr Adrian Schrinner
DIVISIONAL MANAGER : CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC

| Re%ordingxy DEVELOPMENTAND ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE
. 1

o’ PR RN
emvteccrrerencERrroarRRsasaras R TR SRR ORI aL et RRtALY

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




12.0 Background

In pursuance of the request for information on a monthly basis of travel approved under delegation,
reports are enclosed for September, 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:

Non-Commercial Operations

September, 2011

a) International Travel
(i) Number of Bookings '
(ii) Airfares O
b) Domestic Travel %
(i) Number of Bookings 22
(i) Airfares O $ 6,076.90
c) Accommodation and AIIowar&% @ $9,067.21
d) Registration Fees for Con nces % $16,695.90
e) Other Costs e.g. hire v $2,388.66
\ & TOTAL
%V @ $34,228.67
Qendix gy Q~ $ 725.40

5
,\Q

v




13.0 Consultation
Liaison with Officers undertaking travel and Divisional Travel Officers.
14.0 Implications of proposal
Nil.
15.0 Commercial in confidence
No
16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Nil.

17.0 Customer impact s :
Nil. %

18.0 Environmental impact
Nil.
19.0 Policy impact

In line with Council policy.

20.0 Financial impact O
Expenses incurred through Divisional T&%. %@

21.0 Human resources impact
Not applicable. v v
22.0 Urgency \O @

In the normal cours Ws. @V

23.0  Publicity/marketi egy
At the dis? of the Lord Mayo

24.0 Option

@: That E&C ‘@r
Q 2: -

is\the preferred option.

ption

If %ﬁcer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that

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

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/402

Related subject matter files
N/A

2.0 Title

Brisbane City Council's submission on the Sustainable Planning and Other Legislation Afjendment Bill
(SPOLA Bill 2011). :

3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval to submit a response to the Queensland Parliamentsg
Government and Infrastructure Committee on the proposed legislative a
Bill 2011.

4.0 Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and ¢

5.0 Submission prepared by

Erica Gould, Regional Planning Coordinator, CityPIz 3 | Sustainability, extension 81363.

6.0 Date
5 December 2011.
7.0 For E&C approval or recommengdat
| For E&C approval.

8.0 If for recommendatio

9.0
Lord Ma

Mﬁ//) %/67%

e thisubmlssmn to the Queensland Parliament’s Transport, Local Government and

ctur] e as set out in “Attachment B”.

isional %- er Chairman

| Supportﬁeject the recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.

>

10.0

)

_Andrew Chesterman Amanda Co

DIVISIONAL MANAGER

CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY CHAIRMAN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT
COMMITTEE

CHIE EXECUTIVE QFFICER




12.0

Background

The SPOLA Bill 2011 was introduced into Queensland Parliament on 11 October 2011. The Bill
includes proposed amendments to the Animal Management (Cats and Dogs) Act 2008, the Building
Act 1975, the Coastal Protection and Management Act 1995, the Local Government Act 2009, the
Plumbing and Drainage Act 2002, the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 and the Urban Land
Development Authority Act 2007 (ULDA Act 2007).

The relevant aspécts of the SPOLA Bill 2011 include:
e Businesses and the community will benefit from an improved process for plumbing work.

e The amendments will assist local governments to identify irresponsible dog owneps or those
responsible for dangerous dog attacks.

e Minor amendments to the Sustainable Planning Act 2009, which are mostly admidistiafive in
nature and will have minimal impact on the daily operations of the developsfig{ia ent
branch.

e Amendments to the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 regarding the p#0 Minister

must follow when calling in a development application.
e The current urban encroachment policy under the Planning (U hment — Milton
Brewery) Act 2009 will be transferred to the Sustainable Planiig ? QQQ and enables the
policy to be applied state-wide. $
o Clarification of the relationship between the Building, Prov13|ons and local
planning instruments, local laws and local governmeniyfgse
e Amendments to the ULDA Act 2007 to address a 1§
irregularities identified through the operation and4 igptétion of the ULDA Act 2007.

re& agreement should an UDA cease
, particularly if Council has not been
y never have accepted the provisions of
cts could result for Council revenue streams
rred to Council under these circumstances.

Ionly be achieved if sufficient resources are allocated by the
ncil to proactively audit plumbers and enforce compliance with the new

i's submission be displayed on the website of the Transport, Local

nd astructure Committee, along with other submissions.

Itis mmended that E&C approve the submission to the Queensland Parliament’s Transport, Local

Go nt and Infrastructure Committee as set out in “Attachment B”.
hments:
° Attachment A — Summary of submission
o Attachment B - Brisbane City Council Submission to the Queensland Parliament’s Transport,

Local Government and Infrastructure Committee regarding the Sustainable Planning and Other.
Legislation Amendment Bill 2011.

10




13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

22.0

21.0 @source impact

Consultation

e Glenn Davidson, Principal Officer — Built Environment, Compliance and Regulatory Services (10
and 15 November 2011).

e Cameron Doyle, Lead Principal Planner, Development Assessment Branch (11 November 2011).

e Mark Tranter, Solictor, Brisbane City Legal Practice (14 November 2011).

e Lachlan Carkett, Team Leader City Planning Implementation, City Planning and Economic
Development Brach (15 November 2011).

e Robert Wright, Principal Officer — Urban Planning, Water Resources Branch (15 November 2011).

e Eddie Denman, Plumbing Services Manager Compliance and Regulatory Services (17 November
2011). ,

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

The Queensland Parliament’s Transport, Local Government and Infrastructu
made aware of the impacts on Brisbane City Council from the SPOLA Bill
to release the submission is not supported.
Commercial in confidence
No.

Vision/Corporate Plan impact
Nil.

Customer impact

Nil.

Environmental impact

Nil.

Policy impact

give directions without consulting, particularly in
sult in an uncertain policy making environment for

ector entity (e.g. Council) would be a party to the infrastructure agreement
nd Development Authority. Council would be liable for implementing the
t, even though may never have been involved in the drafting of the agreement.

Nil.

Urgency

Submissions were due to the Transport, Local Government and Infrastructure Committee on 25
November 2011, however Brisbane City Council received an extension until 6 December so officers

could comprehensively review the details of the legislation and E&C could consider the submission on
5 December 2011.

11




23.0

24.0

Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil.

Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation.
Option 2:  Amend the recommendation.
Option 3:  Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: if the officer’s recommendatlon is not followed, then the reasons for the de
that recommendatlon should be recorded here.




c&u
05DEC20m 07

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/401

Relevant subject matter files

2.0 Title

Claim for compensation - resumption of Murarrie Landfill, Murarrie.

3.0 Issue/purpose

Approval of cash advance and transfer of land in partial satisfaction of the claj pens%tion for

the resumption of Murarrie Landfill.
5.0 Submission prepared by %

David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, ext 34741.

6.0 Date

2 December 2011. O @
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendatior@il ‘ %

For E&C approval

8.0 If for recommendation to COA\@ Coun@k’on required under an Act or Local Law?

4.0 Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer.

No. : V
9.0 Recommended fo Vase @
Not for release. @ Q~
10.0 Recom ‘tl 1

ThatE&C aPgrove the recoimendation in Attachment A.
11.0 _ Divisional Manag®r Q
Colin Jenseg
CHIEF E& OFFICER




12.0 Background

On 25 March 2011, the resumption of the Murarrie Landfill, being Lots 143 and Lot 141 on RP207883
situated at 270 and 380 Murarrie Road, was gazetted for environmental purposes.

Trading from the site ceased as agreed on 31 October 2011 and post closure works have begun.

Silveressence have lodged a claim for compensation for redacte which is considered excessive
compared to Council’s estimation of redacted

Silveressence had previously requested that Council pay it an advance against compensation for
redacted for that land in accordance with the valuation as set out in Attachment C.

Before the advance could be paid, Silveressence withdrew their request for payment ofyt dvance.
Silveressence have now requested that Council reconsider the payment of an al tiye“advance as
follows:

(a) Council to transfer to a company associated with the BMI Group f land situated at
227 Gardner Road, Rochedale valued at $2.1m GST Exclusiye 4 artfal satisfaction of its
claim for compensation (the “Gardner Road Land”);

(b) Payment of a cash advance of redactn partial satisfacti @m for compensation.%"-’

The area marked in red on the plan comprising Attachme the Gardner Road Land to be

transferred. It has been confirmed that this land is surpluSo CoUfcil requirements.

Brickworks Limited who own land immediately to h of Gardner Road Site have also expressed
interest in the purchase of 227 Gardener Road. fAn offer Was made by Brickworks that it was prepared
to transfer to Council land adjacent to this siteyasis in the pfan comprising Attachment G.

“Natural Environment and Sustainability. adWsed th ot interested in this land at this
time and would prefer to seek to dealwith Brigkworks Limi spect of other land owned by it.

The valuation of the land to be jpamsfetfed is $2.1a a ately (see Attachment E). The proposed
hme > emen
t

draft contract is set out in Att An for future road purposes over part of the site
will be a requirement of the

The redac claim is requBgted tg assist ch with the cost of the Post Closure Remediation
works currently bej en byilvgfessence. The total advance value of redacte js more than
&

likely to be exce e total v, ensation ultimately payable by Council.

The contract™gr sale is subject eceipt of an exemption from disposing of this land by tender or
public the Mimigter foLocal Government under Section 180 of the City of Brisbane
(Financ ns and Re egulation 2010.

C is requested to e recommendation in Attachment A.

13.(:? tation.
rd Ma uncitor Quirk

Councillor Ma

A

ng Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability
Jo % an, Manager, Natural Environment and Sustainability.

All in agreement with the recommendation.
14.0 Implications of proposal

The claim for compensation will be reduced by the value of the land being transferred back to the
claimant and the $1m advance payment.

15.0 Commercial in confidence

14




16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

No
Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Nil

.Customer impact

Nil

Environmental impact

Nil ,
Policy impact - @

Nil
Financial impact

Sufficient funds to cover the redactpayment have previously be%@the NES Budget (Program

1) - Bulimba Creek Acquisition.

Human resource impact

Nil

Urgency \O @
In the normal course of business. & %
Publicity/marketing sfrategy v

Options V

Option 1: ; mend@

Option 2: joql: @ mmen

dation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
rded 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 - 12 DECEMBER 2011

SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RECOMMENDATION
FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
12/12-01 137/800/1121/408 CPAS Submission on the draft Queensland Guidelines for Mga
Chicken Farms Immediate release
M
12/12-02 106/625/1098/1 Brisbane | Sunnybank Safer Suburbs Project ﬁ
Lifestyle 9 N/A
M P
’/"J S
- R
12/12-03 112/445/444/90 Brisbane | Variation of terms of lease for ne Multibu\lggrral Approved
Lifestyle | Centre located at 28 Dible € o0lloongabba
R - AN N/A
Information )
12/12-04 106/335/472/197 OLMCEO | Lord Mayor's Susr @ es Approved
R - N/A
Information Q
12/12-05 137/800/1121/407 Brisbane | Leas [ over part of the Approved
Infrastruc ropertytsjtuated at % ord Smith Drive, Hamilton Immediate release
M ture rette Wharf $eafoog ;
12/12-06 137/800/1121/406 Brisbage Approved ‘
| Immediate release
M
12/12-07 112/445/302/40 risbane | S wimming Pool Lease Approved
LYfestyle:§
R.- < ’ V. N/A
Information Q
12/12-08 137/80 Appointment of Manager, Asphalt and Aggregates Approved
Branch, Brisbane Infrastructure Not for release
M

16 1

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

Present: Lord Mayor Graham&
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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
12DEC 201 01

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/408

Related subject matter files
N/A

2.0 Title
Submission on the draft Queensland Guidelines for Meat Chicken Farms
3.0 Issue/purpose

To make a submission on the draft Queensland Guidelines for Meat Chickeh.Faf eens[and
Department of Employment, Economic Development and Innovation :

4.0 Proponent
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and S
5.0 Submission prepared by
Frank Henry, Natural Environment and Sustainabili f, OtV Sustainability Division, x 36186
6.0 Date | ”
12 December 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recommenda
E&C Approval “

8.0

9.0 ; | , dlegse ) Ve ' Lord Mayor

s

m oordination Committee approves the submission to the Queensland
| ent, Economic Development and Innovation on the - draft Queensland
cken Farms, as outlined in “Attachment C”.

10.0

Divisional er Chairman

-—

i SLlp / Reject the recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.

. ' //? n
Andrew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT, PARKS &
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

g

CHIEF EXECUTIVE QFFICER




12.0 Background

The Department of Employment, Economic Development and Innovation (DEEDI) has released a draft
Queensland Guidelines for Meat Chicken Farms (the draft Guidelines) for comment (refer “Attachment B”).

The Guidelines have been developed to provide consistent information for the planning and development of
new or expanding meat chicken farms to:

e assist local government to include relevant provisions in Local Government Planning Schemes;

o assist proponents with the development of a new meat chicken farm or the expansion of an
existing farm;

e provide information about the meat chicken production system to assist local governme
in assessing development applications and carrying out environmental compliance a ¢.

e provide an overview of planning frameworks and the development assessment prog

officers

Meat chicken farms have a number of environmental impacts and the most significant jp
is odour.

There are a total of eight chicken farms in Brisbane, which are regulated by Brigbg ) cil (Council) as
administering authority under the Environmental Protection Act 1994.

Council's pollution, planning and legal officers have reviewed the draft &t lesahd have identified the
following concerns (as outlined in “Attachment C”): S

e The draft Guidelines contains errors in regard to intergr

A reference to the national best practice
will improve the practical usefulness of thesr

Queensland Department of Employm

Guidelines for Meat Chicken Farm
tgeBur cQMDout the draft Guidelines
oar, Chairman Neighbourhood Planning and Development Assessment

r2011).
jc, Chairman Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee (27 November

List of Attachments:
A - Summary s
B — Copy of the draft Guldg

C - Council’s submisg

13.0

M

icitor Brisbane City Legal Practice (24 November 2011).
Manager, Natural Environment and Sustainability branch (18 November 2011).
o @Bseph Casabella, Principal Environmental Health Officer, Compliance and Regulatory Services
% (24 November 2011).
erry, Principal Pollution Officer, Development Assessment branch, City Planning and
stainability (24 November 2011).

All of the above are in agreement with the recommendation.
14.0 Implications of proposal
Making a submission on the draft Queensland Guidelines for Meat Chicken Farms, will bring several

legislative errors to the attention of DEEDI and may improve the practical useability of the Guidelines
for local government.







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
Nil

Customer impact

The Queensland Guidelines for Meat Chicken Farms will guide the way local governifiegit€ manage
meat chicken farm impacts on residents and the environment. Council’'s submission feafsimppbve the
practical useability of the Guidelines for local government, industry and the community SR~ A

Environmental impact

Council's submission may improve the practical useability of the Guide Seal government,

industry and the community and may improve environmental outcomes:
Policy impact
Nil

Financial impact

Human resource impact
Nil

Urgency

Nil
Publicity/marketing
Nil
Options

¢ mendation
e, the ndation

' e recommendation
fe;ed option.

ommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
ould be recorded here.

20
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12D0EC20m 05

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/407
Related subject matter files
2.0 Title

Lease approval redacted over part of the property situated at 449 Kingsf
Hamilton to Bretts Wharf Seafood Pty Ltd.

3.0 Issue/purpose

To recommend that Council grant Bretts Wharf Seafood Pty Ltd a new leage
over 449 Kingsford Smith Drive, Hamilton. ’

4.0 Proponent
5.0 Submission prepared by

6.0 Date
5 December 2011.

7.0 For E&C approval or recommen
For E&C approval. A

8.0 If for recommendation to\CJisla Coun
No. V V

9.0 Recommend @ic}ele @
ImmedigieySigas N

10.0 Reconé:tidﬁ

hat Bstablishment
dactg'Bretts Wha

amilton. !

ecutiv%ager Chairman
| Support / Reject the recommendation.

If reject, pleage state reasons.
/ /]
It oy (—
o

uncillor Schrinner

EXECUTI¥YE MANAGER CHAIRMAN

CITY PROJECTS OFFICE FINANCE, COMMITTEE ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT & ADMINISTRATION

nation Committee approve the offer of a new | redacted
afood Pty Ltd over part of the property situated at 449 Kingsford Smith Drive

| Recommen ." ingly

21



12.0

14.0

15.0

)

Background

By Taking of Land Notice published in the Government Gazette on 10 December 2010, Council
resumed the property situated at 449 Kingsford Smith Drive, Hamilton for the Kingsford Smith Drive
Upgrade Project.

At the time of resumption the property was owned by Hamilton Stage 2 Pty Ltd with leases to Bretts

Wharf Seafood Pty Ltd (Bretts Wharf) and Rewind Pty Ltd (Rewind). The resumption extinguished all
interests in the property including the leases and converted them into a right to claim compensation.

redacted

Council has offered new leases to both tenants on the same terms and ¢
to resumption.

[V
LN

Due to the uncertainty surrounding the construction schgdule

redacted ;
The proposed lease terms are; o
Commencement date: 1 Decem 0%
Expiry Date 15 Jan 2
Rental '
Rent Adjustment L.

Rent Review
redacted

The property is not required ) ( sw%ive Upgrade Project until after January 2015. It

is therefore recom property to Bretts Wharf.

er n, Finance, Economic Development & Administration Committee
ignal Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure.
irector Civil and Transport, City Projects Office.
M

ager Corporate Communications Organisational Services.
ef Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Council.

Al are in adfeement with the recommendation.

@ons of proposal

The claim for compensation arising from the resumption will be reduced by the continuation of the
lease. Further, Council will receive a rental income from the property until ttie property is required for
the project. R o | T :
Commercial in confidence

Yes. There are currently outstanding claims for compensation arising from the resumption of the
property. Each interest should be treated privately and discretely.

22




16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Nil.

17.0 Customer impact
Nil.

18.0 E_nviron'mental impact
Nil.

19.0 = Policy impact'

Nil.

20.0 Financial impact
Council will receive income of $340,000 per annum. 0

21.0 Human resource impact

Nil.

22.0 Urgency .
In the normal course of business. O

23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy &\ @
Nil.- . %

240 Options QV ; v
Option 1:  Accept the offt& @
Option 2:  Reject th@ ase V

Option 1 is the

- tion.

s Wot followed, then the reasons for departure from that
ded here. :

2




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

Scott Stewart -
EXECUTIVE MANAGER

LGV

172DEC 0N 0B ¢ -

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTE
Primary file number '
137/800/1121/406

Related subject matter files

Title

Claim for Compensation arising from the resumption of land at 11 Playfield Street Che 0

Issue/purpose E \

Approval of transfer of land in partial satisfaction of the claim for compensati
Proponent
Scott Stewart, Executive Manager, City Projects Office ext 37652.
Submission prepared by
David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, ext 34741.

Date

12 December 2011.

For E&C approval or recommendation to -

2 v PPROVED
ou»@ ion require i : rL/ZaI Law?

For E&C approval.

If for recommendation to Co ,__{‘
No. o \

c¥elease

oordination Committee approve the transfer of surplus resumed land at 11
in partial satisfaction of a claim for compensation subject to the surplus
with adjoining land owned by the claimant as set out in Attachment B.

Chairman

v/

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

& Al

ouncillor de Wit

CHAIRMAN
CITY PROJECTS OFFICE INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
1 Recomm cordingly

--------- PN R0rIA0NEEIIIRI I T N T TR R R R R

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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12.0 Background

On 9 December 2005, the resumption of Lots 13 and 17 on SP183463 situated at Playfield Street
Chermside was gazetted by Council for road purposes and purposes incidental to road purposes.

The owner of those properties at the time of gazeftal was Opalyn Pty Itd as Trustee for the R&P
Tomarchio Trust. (“Claimant”).

The Claimant has made a claim for compensation in respect of that resumption and is currently
negotiating compensation for those resumptions with Council Officers.

As part of those negotiations, Council has identified that Lot 13 on SP 183463 is nowpsurplus to
partial satisfaction of its claim for compensation.
Council’s valuation of the land is $27,590 as set out in Attachment C.

Council has not been able to agree a valuation figure for Lot 13 with the
calculating the offset against the resumption claim.

A draft agreement has been negotiated with the Claimant which:-
(a)

(b)
(€)

(d)

16.0 Vi

sion/Corporate Plan impact

Nil
17.0 Customer impact

Nil
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18.0 Environmental impact
Nil

19.0 Policy impact
Nil

20.0  Financial impact

Nil

21.0 Human resource impact
Nil
22,0 Urgency
In the normal course of business.
23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy
Nil
24.0 Options

Option 1:  approve the recommendation
Option 2:  reject the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.
NB: If the officer’s recommendation




10 FILENUMBER: 137 [ 6’00/ o f 1403 SUBMISSION NUMBER:

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE
. | E&C
2.0 TITLE 12DEC 201 - 08

Appointment of Manager Asphalt and Aggregates Branch, Brisbane Infrastructure

3.0 - ISSUE/PURPOSE

A recruitment process for the role of Manager Asphalt and Aggregat was
commenced in October 2011. Following a process of advertising on Council’s
own website, an active talent search was also conducted by Coungif's itment team.
This resulted in four candidates being interviewed on Friday 2 embBer 2011. Final

reference checking was then completed on two candidates. ;

Two candidates are now considered suitable for appointr@ e role.

The following information is now provided: %

Attachment 1 - Executive Role Statement

Attachment 2 - Executive Summary, Intgpd ummaries of Recommended
Candidates, Resume ree Reports

Attachment3 - ©~  Comparative Asses§ of*Other Candidates '
Attachment 4 - List of all Candi
Both criminal and business hist eckS will bg'u en on the successful applicant,

as advised to all applicants, w discussioft undertaken should any issues arise.

40  PROPONENT < l
Geoffrey Beck, ExeCtN nager, Fiel ices Group as chair of a panel comprising:
e Vicki Peth ional 5 Mbane Lifestyle
e Terry Bigd, '@ er Con tIOR Bpénch, Field Services Group

5.0 SuB REPARED®Y
Am osanowski@"Consultant, Recruitment Management Company Pfy Ltd on
ehalf ®f Geoff@gck,NExecutive Manager, Field Services Group
= X
Tue 29 November 2011

7.0 E&C APPROVAL, BAC APPROVAL OR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

\or E&C approval




8.0  RECOMMENDATION

That the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee- consider and appoint either of the
following candidates:

1. Mark Taylor

redacted

to the position of Manager Asphalt and Aggregates Branch, Brisbane City Council, with a
contract and salary at the SES level.

9.0  CHIEFE IVE OFFICER @
Colin Jensen @
Chief Executive Officer %

Brisbane City Council




E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 19 DECEMBER 2011

SUB NO. FILE NO. ‘DIV. TITLE E RECOMMENDATION
FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
Lt Brisbane Lease Renewal at Shop 8, 14 Millennium
M (TR Infrastructure | Boulevard, Carindale (Chandler Ward Office) pproveq TR rese
toriz0p | 13700 Proposed isition of land at 4 Qd
CPAS Burggnk acuisiEen - & Approved Immediate release
M 161/20/439/109
19/12-03 137/8001121/410 ' Consultancies approved theo t versight of
. OLMCEO Consultancies Special @ Report April Approved Not for release
M 109/520/148/1 2011 — September
L Brisbane Queensland eflux valve
137/800/1121/416 Lifestylo subsidy poll Approved Immediate release
M :
19/12-05 137/800/1121/413 - )
CPAS ol iSSian 1om A Approved Immediate release
M 152/590/785/10 Queengland PlamV‘ ons (QPP) Version 3
19/12-06 risban II’'s submission on the proposal
137/800/1121/405 tal management districts declared :
M . under. theQCoastal Protection and Management Act Appioved iRmeiate reledas
Ll 137/800/1121/404 rganisation ranting of five additional Telecommunications
M Servi Lease tenures to Crown Castle Australia Limited Apprevad 1 arshi 212
19/12-08 Q _— - ,
) 126/83 OLMEEO ;S\gczlr:rsﬁgggrd Submission — Provision of Bus Approved N/A
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 19 DECEMBER 2011
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE E RECOMMENDATION
FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
19/12-09
137/800/1121/420 OLMCEO Submission on Integrity Act 2009 pproved - Immediate release
M
19/12-10
Contracts and Tendering — Report toglo
. 109/695/586/2 OLMCEO | ¢ 0 iracts accepted by Delegates (0%0 11). ~ Approved N/A
TRAE Proposed acquisition of Consort Street |
137/800/1121/423 CPAS v i e e i, e S ke Not Approved N/A
M and 14 Tapley Street, Gorinda
Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, D McLachlan, P Matic, A Coop ds & F King
Apologies: G Knapp.

M - Indicates an E&E
R - Indicates an E&

inute item), which is included in this document.
dation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available

e Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.

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

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/409
Relevant subject matter files
112/445/898/8

2.0 Title

Lease Renewal at Shop 8, 14 Millennium Boulevard, Carindale (Chandler Ward Office).

3.0 Issue/purpose

To approve the renewal of the lease at Shop 8, 14 Millennium Boulevard, C andler Ward

Office).

4.0 Proponent
Barry Broe
Divisional Manager
Brisbane Infrastructure
Ext: 39525

5.0 Submission prepared by
Wendy Lucey
Leasing Officer
Asset Management
Ext: 34711

6.0 Date
19 December 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or
E&C approval

8.0 If for reco

e
diteridberang reee

orﬁ ,%Z_M

1
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10.0 Recommendation
That the E&C Committee approves the renewal of the lease at Shop 8, 14 Millennium Boulevard,
Carindale in accordance with the provisions of the Lease Term Sheet as set out in Attachment C and
otherwise on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, Asset Management and the Chief
Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.

11.0

Divisional Manager : Chairman

| Support / Rejeet the recom

Bosey Braz.

Barry Broe
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE




12.0 Background

On 26 May 2008, E&C approved the renewal of the lease of the Chandler Ward Office located at Shop
8, 14 Millennium Boulevard, Carindale for a term of four (4) years. The current lease is due to expire
on 30 June 2012 and negotiations have resulted in the owner offering a renewal of the lease on the
same terms and conditions as the existing lease.

A market analysis of the proposed rent has been conducted (Refer Attachment B). The offer is
considered to be below market for this area.

Asset Optimisation, Organisational Services has been consulted and supports this proposal.

Carindale
out in

E&C approval is therefore sought to renew the lease for Shop 8, 14 Millennium Boul
(Chandler Ward Office), in accordance with the provisions of the Lease Term Sh
Attachment C and otherwise on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manage
and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.

Attachments:

(A) Summary for Public Release.
(B) Market Analysis.

(©) Lease Term Sheet.

13.0 Consultation

(02/12/2011)

o Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Chief Executive

e David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane Cit{A ractice (02/12/2011)

o Joe Bannan, Manager, Asset Management ffO06/42/281

e Greg Swain, Corporate Communication MaRager, orfj;g)ra mmunication (02/12/2011)
e Glenn Gomez, Manager, Asset Portfoli " anagement (02/12/2011)

e James Rouse, Corporate Real Est trate ptimisation (05/12/2011)
e Matthew Nester, Financial Controller, FiRancial Services® 12/2011)

All are in agreement with the r

14.0

15.0

16.0

\%\b\ hi isteMbwith the Corporate Vision Theme of a Smart and Prosperous City.
e pr% céfisistent with the Organisation 2014 Strategy of Serving Brisbane through Customer

.0 Eental impact

nvironmental issues associated with this proposal.
19.0 Policy impact

Nil.
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20.0

21.0

22.0

. 23.0

24.0

Financial impact

The rental costs are covered by the Operational Property Management, Asset Portfolio Management
base budget.

Human resource impact
Nil.

Urgency

Nil.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil.
Options

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.
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E&C

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION CE)I%I%Q’?&E 02

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/422

Related subject matter files
161/20/439/109

2.0 Title
Proposed acquisition of land at 429 Prout Road, Burbank

3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval to purchase six hectares of privately owned lang’at, 42¢
Burbank for environmental (bushland) purposes.

4.0  Proponent % si??

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustai@

5.0 Submission prepared by @ kS
Susan Dymock, Natural Environment & Sustainability Bramch, X 39‘f49.f

6.0 Date k
19 December 2011 \(: > ,
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendati&o "cil ‘ %

For E&C approval

8.0 If for recommendation to
Law?

9.0

10.0

nk, described as Lot 7 on RP223200, containing a total area of six hectares,
land) purposes, at a cost of $1,700,000 in accordance with the contract of

the” Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice and the Manager, Natural
Sustainability. '

11.0 Dal Manager Chairman
\ | Support //Reject the Recommendations.

%[\ If Reject — please state reasons:

Andrew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic

Divisional Manager Chairman .

City Planning & Sustainability Division Environment, Parks qmm ityL mmgpj
36
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11.0

12.0

14.0

A Prop Whi

Background

The subject property at 429 Prout Road, Burbank is described as Lot 7 on RP223200 and contains
a total area of six hectares (ha) (refer Attachments B and C outlined in red). The property is
included in the Environmental Protection Area of City Plan 2000 and is within the Regional
Landscape and Rural Production area of the South-East Queensland Regional Plan. The property

supports a residential dwelling which is currently owner-occupied. '

The subject property adjoins the Brisbane City Council-owned Brisbane Koala Bushlands. The
acquisition of the subject property will consolidate the Brisbane Koala Bushlands, protect important

The subject property recently became available for sale on the open market. The
high strategic and intrinsic ecological value and meets the criteria for pur
Bushland Acquisition Program. Given that the property has now become avaj
opportune time to secure it in public ownership to ensure the property’s signi
are protected.

lie ®f-$1,750,000 ‘(refer
.City Projects Office with the
ed'an executed contract of
# E). " The contract has been

An independent valuation of the subject property recommends
Attachment D). Following negotiations by the Land Acquisitions
real estate agent marketing the property, the property owner has
sale offering the property to Council for $1,700,000 (refer
reviewed and is considered acceptable.

It is therefore recommended that authority be granted t u'fépgéef thé" 'e";ntirety of 429 Prout Road,
Burbank, described as Lot 7 RP223200 and c ‘a, total area of six hectares, for

environmental (bushland) purposes, at a cost Q &0 OQ;,inﬁfaé;éordance with the contract of sale

as set out in Attachment E and subject to dditional s and conditions as considered
necessary by the Chief Legal Counsel, dhesCity Legdl Pyéctice and the Manager, Natural

Environment & Sustainability. i
Attachments: %

(B) i oto ap of
(©) plaiof the pr
(D) :

(E) of ConaW

Consultation

] vironment & Sustainability Branch (14 November 2011).
owland, Land Mafager, City Projects Office (15 November 2011).

nager,’Asset Services (14 November 2011).

. Corporate Communication (18 November 2011).

@édl{t@diaréziin nt with the recommendation.
1 : i 55, : B

as been assessed as having high ecological value will be acquired through the
Bushland isition Program.

T % hland Acquisition Program protects Brisbane’s most significant environmental assets within
e public estate, affording residents and visitors the opportunity to visit and enjoy the natural
enyironment in a sustainable manner.

Commercial in confidence

No
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15.0

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 of ‘Program 1 — City Smart’ in the
Corporate Plan 2008-2012, specifically the key action to “secure land of significant biodiversity
value through the Bushland Acquisition Levy.”

Customer impact

Without prejudice negotiations by the Land Acquisition Team, City Projects Offic
taken place with the real estate agent marketing the subject property and the owner
a contract of sale for Council’s consideration.

fop a period of up
igfremoved. It also
seNo-which she has a
these fittings with other

The contract includes provisions for the existing owner to leaseback the
to six months. This will help reduce vandalism of the property until the dw
includes provisions for the owner to remove several fittings in the “got
sentimental attachment. The contract specifies that the owner mu@

quality fittings.

Environmental impact

Acquisition of the subject property will contribute to e"""consd-iid,é'tion of the Brisbane Koala

Bushlands and the protection of important koala ha

oty O .
" &\ | %Q/

Financial impact ' '
Funding for this acquisition vai Ie,fro'r"ﬁ hland Acquisition Program budget under
Service 1.3.1.1.

Human resource im% ,
Nil

Urgency

Approve the recommendation.
Amend the recommendation
. 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.




E&C
T9DEC 201 03
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/410

Related subject matter files
109/520/148/1

2.0 Title

Consultancies approved through the Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee foril 2011
— September 2011. - : A
3.0 Issue/purpose

To inform the Establishment and Coordination Committee details of S
Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee for the months Apr'

4.0 Proponent

Michael Byrne, Chief Procurement Officer, Organisational S /ice D|v13|e

5.0 Submission prepared by

David Cox, Corporate Risk Manager, Organisa @

6.0 Date
o
' 19 December 2011. %

7.0 For E&C approval or recom
8.0 If for recommendati

9.0 Recomme

P Q
+r %)
q i
Qpeuai Co
Micham

—b

Chief Procurement Officer
ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES

ring the period of April 2011 — September 2011.




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0 .

17.0

20.0

Naappli :
19.0 & pact
N

Background

Effective 4 December 2007 all delegations (with the exception of specified exemptions) to engage new
consultants or to extend existing consultancies were withdrawn and vested in the Oversight of

Consultancies Special Committee (OCSC). This delegation expired and was reinstated at the Council
meeting on 4 November 2008 for the remainder of this Council term with revised specified exemptions.

The definition of a consultancy is outlined in the charter as: “Advisory Services generally of a
professional nature provided by exercising skill and judgement without detailed control byfCouncil of
the work concerned”. The definition would exclude the straight provision of services.

The OCSC meets on a weekly basis and consists of Deputy Mayor Adrian Schri i ncnllpr
Angela Owen-Taylor. The CEO is the Executive Officer to the Committee an idProcurement
Office (SPO) provide secretariat services.

This Committee was set up by a Charter (Charter and Processes of the Oy, of Consultancies
Special Committee) and this Charter requires the Committee to report Itwas decided by the
Committee at the meeting 28 April 2009 that these reports would pre ' ‘ted to E&C on a six
monthly basis. 1

E&C is asked to note the report as set out in Attachment "B kS ;7

Consultation

e Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee
e Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommen

Implications of proposal

Contracts have been or will be Wi ' s approved by the Oversight of

ot’applicable.
Financial impact

Funding for the approved consultancies has been provided in Divisional budgets.
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21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Human resource impact

Not applicable.

Urgency

Normal course of business.
Publicity/marketing strategy
Not applicable.

Options
Not applicable.




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

1.0

g J
DivisN anager Chairma

E&C
TODEC N 04

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE
Primary file number |
137/800/1121/416

Related subject matter files

N/A @
Title | @

Draft Queensland Urban Utilities proposed reflux valve subsidy policy @

Issue/purpose ?

To seek E&C approval to submit the attached draft response tt@ nd Urban Utilities (QUU) in

relation to their proposed reflux valve subsidy policy’
Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Li
Submission prepared by

Glenn Davidson, Principal Officer, Bth Regulatory Services,
Brisbane Lifestyle, extension 36358

Date
19 December 2011 E

For E&C approval or rec endatlo (o] Co
E&C approval P E m m MP ﬁ:;’,’ @
If for recomm ouncil resolution reqwrediuqd,er,qn Acitior Local Law?
N/A ‘
commegnded for pu release

mmediate relgése

ecomm 2
That E& rove the draft submission to QUU as set 5 in A

l Supportr;\Re}e%t the recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.

QB
B N
Vicki Pethybridge Cr Amanda Coopeb
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING

AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT
COMMITTEE

CHIEF EXECLITIVE OEFINFR




12.0

the golicy is impl
take by Bri
O rces |j

Background

Queensland Urban Utilities (QUU) is investigating long-term solutions to wastewater surcharging of its
network. This was of particular concern during the 2011 flood.

Queensland Urban Utilities supports the use of a reflux valve, installed on a property’s private plumbing
and drainage, to mitigate risk. A reflux valve is a wastewater surcharge mitigation device.

QUU have developed a policy where they offer a subsidy toward the purchase of a g€flug valve on
private plumbing and drainage. It is intended that the policy will apply to properi hi UuU’s
geographical operating area and address customers who have, seek to have, or agre h a reflux
valve as part of their private plumbing and drainage.

Under the policy, if QUU investigate a customer’'s complaint, and through ipVestigation, they deem
a property to be at-risk from frequent wastewater surcharge as a conseq their infrastructure,
they will offer customers a subsidy towards: -

e The purchase of a Reflux Valve compliant with Australian Stadard d '
e The costs associated with obtaining the relevant Counci nder the PDA to amend their
private plumbing and drainage;

A full copy of the policy is attached as Appendix C.

k’ under the Plumbing and Drainage Act 2002

permit) apd certification (compliance certificate)

Installation of a reflux valve is considered ‘regulate
(PDA), meaning it requires an approval (comy @

to this policy. These properties arggprimarii in flood afféCted) suburbs. QUU have stated that they

from Council. \
QUU have advised that there may be €p 1@, 3,500 at ris@ in Brisbane that would be subject

intend to implement the policy over onth pe ould result in up to 3,500 applications
being lodged with Council’s bing Servicesgtro G) for compliance assessment under the
PDA.

(SPOLA) propose g bep of legiglativéy cpBnges to the PDA. This includes changes to the
,.@ N ework DA. Under these changes, routine residential plumbing

The Queensland Goyernme Sustain*;le Planfiing and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2011
ti
th

compliance asse
and drainage
This will allqw pl

“a ed prior to the SPOLA changes coming into affect, and there is a significant
sidents seeking to have a reflux valve, then PSG would likely require additional
® meet the statutory timeframes for assessing compliance applications as
escribed DA.

E&C approvalis now sought to submit the draft submission to QUU as set out in Attachment B.

13.0 ,C tion
\ohn Rutter, City Standards Manager, Compliance and Regulatory Services (21 November 2011)

e Linda Gillam, Business Improvement and Strategy Manager, Compliance and Regulatory
Services (21 November 2011 & 6 December 2011)

e Eddie Denman, Plumbing Services Manager, Compliance and Regulatory Services (21 November
2011 & 6 December 2011)

e Kirstin Savopoulos, Marketing and Communication Officer (13 December 2011)

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

Introduction of the new policy prior to the changes proposed in the SPOLA may result.in a significant
increase in compliance permit applications to PSG. This may cause delays in the timeframes for
assessment of other private and commercial plumbing and drainage applications.

15.0 Commercial in confidence
No.

16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Nil. @
17.0 Customer impact

Supports better low cost outcome for residents of Brisbane wanting eot’ their property from
sewerage surcharges.

18.0 Environmental impact : < ’
Nil. c E :
19.0 Policy impact

Nil.

the policy, Council could receive up mpliap€e pplications to assess. This would
equate to additional $42,700 in re per appl nWwhich includes the assessment and one

inspection).
The cost to implement the r@ stallinggfef] ves to approximately 3,500 properties would be

approximately $132,499! t is bas n g x full time plumbing inspector (including all
associated on costs),if the Mgl out occugged o 12 month period, and for 2 x full time plumbing
cc 6 mon

20.0 Financial impact < >
Based on QUU's advice as to the pote NO of 'at ris pesties, and their intended roll out of
500 j
ue ($

inspectors if the roll o d ove eriod.

21.0 Human resource act

Based on“QUU’S) intended r u the policy, PSG may require additional licensed plumbing
inspe sure theyasse ent of applications are completed within the 20 business days
time rescribed @ ection 85 of the Plumbing and Drainage Act 2002.

22.0 ency
i QUU héve, requested feedback by 12 December 2011, however feedback will be provided
ollowing the ting of 19 December 2011.

Publi rketing strategy

24.0

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation
Option 2:  Amend the recommendation
Option 3:  Not approve the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.

N.B: 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

10.0

Andrew Chesterman
DIVISIONAL MANAGER

E&C
19DEC M 05
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/413

Related subject matter files
152/590/785/10

Title

Brisbane City Council’s submission on the draft Queensland Planning Provisions (QP
Issue/purpose

To seek approval from the Establishment and Coordination Committee to su
Minister for Local Government and Planning regarding the draft QPP versi

Proponent
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and%

t,.Qity Planning and Sustainability, ext 39093.

P s N

Submission prepared by
Marcus Mulholland, City Planning and Economic De
Date

19 December 2011

For E&C approval. : | v
If for recommendation to\g)\s'a Coungilfre

N/A. V
Recommende @c rele

Immediat ase )
Reco dation

hat the Establishm oordination Committee approves the submission to the Minister for Local
Planiiing on the draft Queensland Planning Provisions (QPP) Version 3 as set out in

Chairman
| Supporﬁ\ﬁeﬂ:tkthe recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.

e

CHAIRMAN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING

A

CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT

COMMITTEE

| Recommend
il

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 1




12.0

13.0

Background

Under the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 (SPA), the Queensland Planning Provisions (QPP) have
been prepared. The QPP provide all local governments in Queensland with requirements for content
and operation of a planning scheme prepared under the SPA. Council is currently preparing a new
planning scheme to replace City Plan 2000 and the QPP must be used for this process.

Under the SPA, when the QPP are revised, the process requires the Minister to make the revised
draft available for public comment in a formal notification period. The period formally ended on 25
November 2011, however, discussion with officers from the Department of Local Government and
Planning established that this submission will still be considered.

the QPP version 3 are residential zone names and definitions.

Residential Zone names

The QPP provides a standard suite of zones and zone names. Themp

e Apartment Living;
e Residential Choice; and
o Residential Living.

Council’s preferred zone names are ‘High’, ‘Medi
consistent with the Area Classification names
Various internal and external consultation afd S
names are understood by the community fa
3.

#Rlan 2000 over the last eleven years.
ercises have also shown that these
¢ zone names used in QPP version

Definitions

istrative definitions. The drafting of these
ment. While there are advantages if standard

a comprehensive range of definitions in City Plan

over an extensive period and have been tested
e courts.

mended that the Establishment and Coordination Committee approves the
inister for Local Government and Planning on the draft Queensland Planning

\: Summary of submission
. Detailed submission and letter to the Minister for Local Government and Planning

Consultation

e Councillor Amanda Cooper, Chairman Neighbourhood Planning and Development Assessment
Committee (13 December 2011

e Tony Chadwick, Brishane City Legal Practice.

All are in agreement with the submission.
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14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

Implications of proposal

The QPP provide the requirements for drafting a planning scheme. The proposed submission reflects
Council's concerns in making the QPP more suitable for Council to achieve its planning and
development outcomes.

Commercial in confidence

No.

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Nil.

Customer impact

Nil.

Environmental impact
Nil.

Policy impact

and operation of the planning
ufate and implement in planning a

The QPP is the principal regulatory mechanism de
scheme. The QPP must function effectively fo
development vision and outcomes for the City.
Financial impact

Nil

Human resource impact
Nil.

Urgency

NB: if the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for the departure from
that recommendation should be recorded here.
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E&C
T9DEC M 06
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTA&.'ISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/405

Related subject matter files
N/A

2.0 Title

Brisbane City Council’'s submission on the proposal to change the coastal manageme
declared under the Coastal Protection and Management Act 1995.

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek approval from the Establishment and Coordination Committee to
Department of Environment and Resource Management on their propasgal

4.0 Proponent
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and

5.0 Submission prepared by

Erica Gould, Regional Planning Coordinator, C )g and Sustainability, extension 81363.
6.0  Date \ Vi
19 December 2011

%Cou cilv
\ APPROVED
8.0 If for recommendatiw ncil, is Wreso!ution required under an Act or Loc

N/A
9.0 Recommended p iqli/qrelQ‘ - T s
‘ £

Imme elease.

10.0 Cc}nme dation
thSt% and Coordination Committee approves the submission to the Department of
R

anirdhme]t urce Management as set out in “Attachment B”.
Divisi@ger Chairman

| Support / R%}e_cithe recommendation.
M\ If reject, please state reasons.

7.0 For E&C approval or recom

For E&C approval.

Andrew Chesterman ‘ \GLAPAanda Coo
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY CHAIRMAN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING
~ e AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT
| Recommend’ dingly COMMITTEE

.........
--------------------------------------

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




12.0 Background

The Director-General of the Department of Environment and Resource Management (DERM) has
advised Council of a proposal to change the coastal management districts (CMDs) declared under the
Coastal Protection and Management Act 1995 (Coastal Act), including abolishing the existing CMDs
and declaring new CMDs. Under the Coastal Act CMDs are used to identify and declare coastal areas
requiring special development controls and management practices.

Council's submission is outlined in “Attachment B”. Key issues highlighted in the submission include:
e Insufficient information has been provided by DERM about the relevant policy framework. Council

is therefore not able to comprehensively assess the policy implications of the propos ue to this
uncertainty, at this point in time Council is unable to support the proposed CMDs.

stakeholders. DERM is requested to provide easily understood info
planning provisions (including linkages with the Coastal Hazard Ad

Attachments: .
e Attachment A — Summary of submission. -
o Attachment B - Brisbane City Council Subn o the Department of Environment and
Resource Management regarding the pfopBsal¢o change the coastal management districts -
under the Coastal Protection and M Act 199

13.0 Consultation &
e Councillor Amanda Cooper, Ch Neighbou o@ng and Development Assessment
a

Committee (13 December
e Councillor Peter Matic, C vironmgfit, s and Sustainability Committee(12 December

2011).

e Richard Hurl, PrincipalN“ , City ing and Economic Development Branch (21
November 2011 affe! Dec8mber 2 N

° RobertWright cipal Ptficer — ning, Water Resource Branch (21 November 2011).

e Vicki Grieshabe iorPro ic Environmental Planning Sustainability, Natural
EnvironmentanSifStainahi an

, Prificipal Officer®&gCorp8rate Sustainability, Natural Environment and Sustainability

21 November 2011).
» Bra ember2Q11).
e Br son, A/Pro tcome Manager, Natural Environment and Sustainability Branch
1 De ber2011).
agreepgfent the recommendation. ’
O

plidétion 0 roposal
DERM will nOWpe made aware of the issues raised by Brisbane City Council about the proposal to
ohe coastal management districts if the recommendation to release the submission is not
(]

supportad.

15.0 “Commercial in confidence
No.

16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact
No.

17.0 Customer impact
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18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

No.

Environmental impact
Nil.

Policy impact
Currently the coastal planning policy framework is unclear. Council’s submission outlines the request
for further clarification before the policy impacts of the proposal to change the coastal management
districts can be properly assessed.
Financial impact

Nil.

Human resource impact

Nil.

Urgency

The closing date for submissions is Friday, 23 December 201
December 2011 in order to meet the submission deadline.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil. ' )

Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendai« %
jon.

Option 2:  Amend the recommen
Option 3:  Not approve the recom

n.
Option 1 is the preferred opfion. @
NB: if the officer’s re% ation is d, then the reasons for the departure from
ion $foul C erg’

ateg etfollo
) P
&5
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.

o

7.

o

80

&7

W/ 8
E&C

1o oEC N 07 4%?//(

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File numBer
137/800/1121/404
Subject Matter File
364/6/10(9)

Title

The granting of five additional Telecommunication Lease tenures to Crown Cast| lel'ited, for

inclusion within Council’s Telecommunications Lease Portfolio.

Issue/purpose

gtle LTt in order to rationalise

To grant five additional Telecommunication Lease tenures to Cro #
il by having them all expire

the occupancy period of five of its existing Leases with Brlsbane
on a common date. P

Proponent
Barry Broe
Divisional Manager

Brisbane Infrastructure
Ext: 39525

Submission prepared by &
Wendy Lucey :
Leasing Officer : :
Asset Portfolio Management < ,

Asset Management
Ext: 35581

Date @
19 December 2 @

For E& r recommendation to Counci
For E&Q]roval

comme ouncn is a Council resolution required under an Act or Local Law?

Recom d for public release

1 2012

CH!EF cXE(‘UTfVF OFFICER
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10.0

11.0

Recommendation

That E&C approve the granting of five (5) new Telecommunication Lease tenures to Crown Castle
Australia Limited for five existing Leases in accordance with the provisions of the Lease Term Sheet
as set out in Attachment B and otherwise on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Chief Legal
Counsel and the Manager, Asset Portfolio Management.

Divisional Manager " Chairman

| Support / Reject the rec

If reject, please stat

BeryBc

Barry Broe
Divisional Manager
Brisbane Infrastructure




11.0 Background

In 2001, the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee consented to the assignment of 21
Telecommunication (Telco) Leases from Optus and Vodafone to Crown Castle Australia Limited
(Crown Castle) which contemporaneously sub-leased back the respective facilities to Vodafone and
Optus to enable them to continue with their operations. ‘
Since acquiring these sites, Crown Castle has allowed other Telco carriers to cey 'dditional
antennas on its towers (namely: Telstra, Hutchison 3G, Personal Broadband Austr ,o'f'ola).
This has been in keeping with Council’s policy of encouraging the co-location of facilit ntain the
proliferation of Telco towers within the community.
Late in 2008, Crown Castle approached Council seeking to rationalise t ly diverse periods of
site tenure within those Leases it had acquired. This diversity of tenure Sult of it acquiring a
series of Leases with commencement dates ranging from 1993 to 208Q. eases that began in
1993 are due to expire in 2013 whereas those beginning in 2000 wii*€xp
Accordingly, on 12 January 2009, E&C approved extendeds ric téhure (by way of additional
Leases of varying lengths for each site), thereby enabling all fown Castle’s Leases to expire on the
common date of 30 June 2025.
Since January 2009, Crown Castle has acquired a I ive Leases from Vodafone and is seeking
similar extensions to these five Lease tenures to share a common expiry date of 30 June
2025. (Refer Attachment B — Lease Term She
E&C approval is therefore sought for th ran& five (5).n e ommunfcation Lease tenures to
Crown Castle Australia Limited for fivedexigting Leases infac e with the provisions of the Lease
Term Sheet as set out in Attachme and Otherwise on sJand conditions satisfactory to the Chief
Legal Counsel and the Manager, A agemen
Attachments: < ; , @

e Attachment A Pu%elease Sd@mmary

e Attachmen W erm e

12.0 Consultation 4
e Cou % Dick, Counctlfor of Richlands Ward (7 December 2011)
e C r [af McKe Counclllor of Holland Park Ward (7 December 2011)
e Co lor Matthew ouncillor of Jamboree Ward (9 December 2011)
ounciftor Pete ing, Councillor of Wynnum Manly Ward (9 December 2011)
Cduncillor Sieve , Councillor of Moorooka Ward (1 December 2011)
. Ban nager, Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure (9 December 2011)

Glenn @o nager, Asset Portfolio Management, Asset Management (23 November 2011)

Marj , Solicitor, Brishane City Legal Practice (7 December 2011)
e Steve ern, Senior Program Officer Parks, Natural Environment and Sustainability (Asset

stodian) (7 December 2011)
o am Heiner, Principal Project Manager, SAM, Brisbane Infrastructure. (Asset Custodian) (29
mber 2011)

e \Greg Swain, Corporate Communication Manager, Media and Public Relations (29 November

2011)

Councillor Milton Dick, Councillor of Richlands Ward does not support the recommendation.
Councillor Steve Griffiths, Councillor of Moorooka Ward does not support the recommendation.
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13.0 Implications of proposal

Sectional Support: No impact.
Industrial Relations: No impact.
Regional Implications: No impact.
Social and Community: No impact.
Service Levels: Council will be assisting in the provision of Telco services to the community.

Political: No impact.
14.0 Commercial in confidence

No.

15.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Service Focus: Manage Council’s finances and assets effectively to provi st value for money

for ratepayers. \
16.0 Customer impact B Q ,
Nil. ' :
17.0  Environmental impact
Nil.
18.0 Policy impact

Nil.

19.0 Financial impact

There are no funding requirements.\if approvalfis pfovided, this proposal will ensure the present rental
income derived from the le leases 5827590.15 pa (plus GST) continues as an ongoing,

indexed, annual rentalstrea til at leas§30 Jun&f2025.

20.0 Human resourc% d

21.0 -
f bUsiness.
22. bligity/marké€ting §trategy

Options

O Approve the recommendation
%on 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.

55







2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

‘ E&GC

T90EC20M 09°
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

3

Primary file number

137/800/1121/420
Relevant subject matter files
N/A

Title

Submission on Integrity Act 2009
Issue/purpose

To seek approval to make a submission to the Integrity Commission on the,/
Proponent ‘
David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, BCLP, ext 34740
Submission prepared by
Diane Quinn, LGPA, ext 35624
Date

19 December 2011

For E&C approval or recommendati

‘Cou r oEtion required under an Act or Local Law?

E&C approval.
If for recommendation to C

N/A




11.0 Background

The Integrity Commission released an Issues Paper entitled “Review of the Integrity Act 2009” for
comment in October 2011 (refer Attachment C).

The Issues Paper contained a summary of a number of recommendations made by the Integrity
Commissioner earlier in 2011, and 9 specific questions upon which Council could choose to comment.

Council has made numerous submissions to the Integrity Commissioner in the past. The main thrust of
these submissions has been to refute the Commissioner’s position that more bureaucratic record
keeping and processes were required of government to ensure integrity.

The trend of the Integrity Commissioner’'s recommendations has been towards a resquffcegintensive
augmentation of an existing and adequate registration system. §

‘Guidance

Council’'s submission is brief, and to a large extent repeats what has been said i
ommissioner

is sought on whether Councillors require the capacity to consult with th
should Councillors experience an integrity problem that requires discussion. .

12.0  Consultation h
e David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel N
e Andrea Kenafake, Manager Development ?,'-:.Cit'y anning and Sustainability
Both ére in agreement with the recomm& ‘

14.0 Implications of proposal %

Council repeats its position th irementsof th rity Act 2009 do not require additional

15.0 Commercial in confidence

”

ficient. ‘
Enyirgnmental impact
1.0 P

olicy impact

dte Plar féqu‘ nt that™We will ensure Council is efficiently and transparently managed
j Y‘QQUnCiI ing, for the benefit of the Integrity Commissioner, proposed practices

Nil.
24.0 Financial impact

Nil.




21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Human resource impact

Nil.

Urgency

Subrhissions are due on the 19 December 2011.
Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil.

Options

Option 1:  Approve sending the letter at Attachment “B”.
Option 2:  Amend the letter at Attachment “B.
Option 3: Do not approve sending the letter at Attachment “B.

Option 1 is the preferred option.




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

e VA

19DEC 200 11
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/423

Related subject matter files
N/A

Title

Proposed purchase of land at 50 Consort Street and 14 Tapley Street, Corinda.

Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to negotiate the purchase of 3.8 hectares of privately
Consort Street and 14 Tapley Street, Corinda for park purposes.

Proponent
Kerry Doss, A/Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustainability.
Submission prepared by
Brad Wilson, Program Outcome Manager, Natural Environm ;fainebility Branch, Ext 34728.
Date V
19 December 2011

For E&C approval or recommendation

)s

For E&C approval

If for recommendation to Council\\i§ a Ceangil W”W@ocal
Law? < ‘ ,

No 1 g DEC %
Recommendatio 6 P eleas@v M TN —

Lord Mayor

Not for release.. ' Q~

Recom 4% g—‘

That E& rant approv negotiate the purchase of 50 Consort Street and 14 Tapley Street,
rinda; descnbed RP29540 and Lot 62 RP29762 comprising of a total of 3.815 hectares
rpar purpos

isional Chairman
@ I SupportY Reject the Recommendations.

If Reject — please state reasons:

-"r/”w - -

Kerry Doss Cr Peter Matic
A/Divisional Manager Chairman
City Planning & Sustainability Division Environment, Parks & Sustainability Committee
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11.0

13.0

14.0

Background

The properties at 50 Consort Street and 14 Tapley Street, Corinda, described as Lot 93 RP29540
and Lot 62 RP29762 respectively, comprise a total of 3.815 hectares (ha) (refer “Attachment B” —
50 Consort Street is outlined in red and 14 Tapley Street is outlined in yellow). 50 Consort Street is
included in the Community Use (CUB) Area and 14 Tapley Street is included in the Parkland Area
of the Brisbane City Plan 2000. Both properties are within the Urban Footprint of the South-East
Queensland Regional Plan.

50 Consort Street, Corinda is owned by Montrose Access for the purposes of providing disability
care services for children. The property supports a number of buildings and facilities for this
purpose. 14 Tapley Street, Corinda is vacant land adjoining the Brisbane River and Fifieen Mile
Corner Park. /

Montrose Access has indicated to Council that they may be willing to sell 50 C treet,
Corinda. The owner has lodged an application for reconfiguration of the site fro C
is currently being assessed.

14 Tapley Street is owned by the neighbouring landowner as part of a large:
property and the adjoining land (which supports an owner-occupied dgeli
for sale on the open market.

The owner of 14 Tapley Street has a road licence to occupy ey
To allow continuous public access along the riverfront, URe
surrender of the road licence for part of the licensed a
between the two sites. “

vill. be’ required to negotiate a

rea sufficient to provide a connection

An assessment of the market valuation of thes ct, properties will be obtained as part of
negotiations with the property owners. At this §tage, $omparatiye valuations suggest an estimated
cost for the two subject properties betwegnN$12MF$16M 4A' total to acquire ($12M-$15M for
50 Consort Street, dependent upon apfass&gsment.-of hi d best use, and $500k for
14 Tapley Street). Additional funds wil q ; subject properties for parkland
purposes. An independent valuatioeig yet to%e received:

There is some prospect tha eg iate me be reached at a cost less than this
amount. Negotiations to detérminefan:actu ugehale price will confirm the affordability of the
s/ N

acquisition. Once terms, c\ hd/price tiated, a further submission to E&C  will be
made. S,

The subject prop 28 Miority Infrastructure Plan for Parks. However, the
acquisition of thegs§ Brties ¢ id¢”a large area of riverfront parkland for the community.

det, Befinda, deSeribed

&gfares for par :
(A Q Summary of Decision

( Aerial photo map of the property

granted to negotiate the purchase of 50 Consort Street and 14
Lot 93 RP29540 and Lot 62 RP29762 comprising of a total of

%

ohn"Jordan, Manager, Natural Environment & Sustainability Branch (14 December 2011)

Shane MaclLeod, Manager, Asset Services (14 December 2011)
Craig Stevens, Manager, Corporate Communication (14 December 2011)

All Consulted are in agreement with the recommendation.
Implications of proposal

Two properties in Corinda comprising approximately 3.8ha may be purchased for parkland
purpose. This would provide a large area of riverfront parkland for the community.

Commercial in confidence

No
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15.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact
Nil

16.0 Customer impact
Several parts of the city have deficiencies in park provision and are the focus for park acquisition to
address these shortfalls. As the subject sites are not located in areas deficient in park provision,

direction of funds towards non-priority areas will delay addressing deficiencies in the network.

17.0 Environmen<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>