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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE -
. 19 FILENUMBER:  137/800/1121/182

2.0 TITLE

Monthly Report - Delegation of Authority to Travel — March, 2011

30 ISSUE/PURPOSE

Provision of relevant monthly travel report. @
4.0 PROPONENT @

Greg Evans, A/Chief Operating Officer, Corporate Services @

5.0 SUBMISSION PREPARED BY & _

Irene Murphy, Travel Co-ordinator, Strategic Procurement Office, ext. 3915%

. 60 DATE

23 May, 2011

b 7.0 FOR E&C APPROVAL OR RECOMMEN]K\@OUN%

For information purposes.

8.0 IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO ,ISAC
REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT ORfORD NCE?

g ~ No.

90 RECOMMENDED FOWLLE V
. Immediate release. Q P A ‘

o Cjb /0
= 100 RECOMMEQIO f i
S 7o Vol
: ¢ HAN .
That the Estab ent and Co-or i n

i n¥¢ommittee note the information submitted on approved travel for
March, 2011. % '

11.0 ‘ , ]
A’@eratmg Officer Chairman
\Q I Support/Rejeet the Recommendation

ESC o e state reasons
/ # Iy

g,rég}é,;ns : :rian Schrinner

OPERATING OFFICER DEPUTY YOR

CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENTANDADMINISTRATION
rdingly COMMITTEE

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




2.0 BACKGROUND

[n pursuance of the request for information on a monthly basis of travel approved under delegation, reports are
enclosed for March, 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.

[n summary, the position is as follows:

March, 2011
Non-Commercial Operations
a) International Travel Nil

i) Number of Bookings

(ii) Airfares %

b) Domestic Travel l
@) Number of Bookings \O @ \

(ii) Airfares & % 10,602.25
c) Accommodation and Allowances (Gosts E ; $ 7,312.50
d) Registration Fees for Confe ence\ V $25,618.00
€) Other Costs e.g. hire c@V @ $ 4,141.90
2 ' TOTAL
Q Q~ $47,674.65

ix AA Nil




j

13.0 CONSULTATION
Liaison with Officers undertaking travel and Divisional Travel Officers.

14.0 IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

Nil.
150 COMMERCIAL IN CONFIDENCE

16.0 VISION/CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT @
Nil. %
17.0 CUSTOMER IMPACT O

Nil.

18.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Nil. O

19.0 POLICY IMPACT &\ @
In line with Council policy. %

200 FINANCIAL IMPACT C)v ?*

Expenses incurred through Divisional Trav% 5 @

210 HUMAN RESOURCE I BV @V

Not applicable. 6% Q~

2200 URGENCY

In the normal co of bushess. 2
230 p Q’l %TRATEGY
At thesdig crégi f the ayof.

24,0 IONS
(1) hat E Ce information submitted on approved Travel for March, 2011.
) Not ap e th€ recommendation.

Option (1) is the preferred option.

12 the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
Commendation should be recorded here. '
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1.0

8.0

9.0

(‘i ¢ 2

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

137/800/1121/210

Related subject matter files

112/265/439/115 @
Title @
Asset Optimisation — Surplus Property Disposal. : @
Issue/purpose '&

To seek approval to sell Council land known as Lot 5 Hurworth Street, BowerllHills.

Proponent

Julie McLellan
Project Director, Asset Optimisation

Corporate Services Division

Ext: 39137 O

Submission prepared by &\ @
Damian Ringelstein %
Project Manager, Asset Optimisation

Corporate Services Division

Ext: 81204 @

Date

6 June 2011 V @V
For E&C approval or reco ation tQ&'

For E&C Committe

If for recom datiog to Council, 1§ a Council resolution required under an Act or Local Law?
No. Q

Reco@ed for publicGelgase
ber 2011




PRI

Recommendation

City Legal Practice.

11.0

- pivisional Manager

%(

Greg Evans

ACTING CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER
CORPORATE SERVICES

it is recommended that the E&C Committee ap'prove the disposal of Council land known .as Lot 5
Hurworth Street, Bowen Hills for a price equal to, or greater than the valuation of the property and on
terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, City Property and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane

Chairman | @
| Support / Reject the recomm%

EPUTY MAYOR

CHAIRMAN, F, ONOMIC
DEVELOPME ADMINISTRATION

COMMITTREE



12.0 Background

As part of Queensland State Government's contribution to the Inner City Bypass, ownership of this
property was transferred to Council in 2000. ‘

On 16 February 2009, the Establishment and Coordination (E&C) Committee gave its approval to
proceed with a Request for Proposal (RFP) in order to nominate a property agent to represent Council
regarding the Property Disposal Program at that time. Knight Frank was appointed on the 10 March
2009. Council land at 24 Markwell Street, Bowen Hills (also known as Lot 5 Hurworth Street, Bowen
Hills) is a property that was a part of this Disposal Program.

Lot 5 Hurworth Street has been the subject of 2 previous E&C Submissions (1 June 2009
December 2009). Both of these submissions have resulted in 2 incomplete contract transaction

On the 1 June 2009, E&C approved the sale to Urban Affordable Housing Associati or
redacted ). This contract did not proceed due to UAHA’s inability to finalise fundinggfro irState
Government source. E&C then approved on 14 December 2009, the sale to Ply "Ltd for
redacted ) This contract also did not proceed to settlement, due to the developer n atisfied as

a result of their due diligence.

This property was last valued on 29 October 2009 by Australian Valuerg at $%,500,000. Recently
Council requested the revaluation of this property to reflect the current e . The current market

value of this property was assessed at $6,250,000 on 11 April 2011 by see Attachment B).

E&C Committee approval is now sought to approve the dispo of Council land known as Lot 5
Hurworth Street, Bowen Hills for a price equal to, or greater aluation of the property and on
terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, City Pr d the Chief Legal Counsel, Brishane
City Legal Practice. 0

13.0 Consultation \

e Councillor Adrian Schrinner, Deputy Mayor, Chairman FinafcCe, JEconomic Development and

Administration Committee
David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, an& City LegapPradti€e (4 May 2011)
Glenn Gomez, Acting Manager, City\Propefty (4 May€0 ’

i 4 1)

James Rouse, Acting CRE Mana roperty (

Emma Felsman, Acting Divisignal Finance Mapager, City Property (4 May 2011)
Greg Swain, Corporate Cwn MaQ ting and Communications (4 May 2011)

All are in agreement with ‘@ endatj

14.0  Implications of pr

Nil. Q‘
15.0 Commeru@nﬁdenc

No.
16.0 rporateﬂipact

T submisconsistent with a Smart and Prosperous City - Managing Council’s finances and
0

assets effgeti provide the best value for money for ratepayers.
17.0 Customeﬁact

Nil

18.0 Environmental impact

Nil




210
20
¢ 23.0

- 24.0

R

Policy impact

Nil
Finahcial impact

The sale of Council land known as Lot 5 Hurworth Street, Bowen Hills will sell for a price equal to, or
greater than the valuation of the property (Attachment B) in 2010/11.

The cost of disposing of these properties will be approximately $72,145.76 (if sold at valuation) including:

Valuations costs from Savills of $5,000

Advertising costs from Knight Frank at $12,145.76. | @
Sales Commission at 0.8% (equating to $50,000 if sold at valuation).
Conveyance and easement work of approximately $5,000 based on Bristh egal

Practice charges.
The costs of disposal can be covered from current budgets.
Human resource impact
Nil O
Urgency %

During the course of normal business.

Publicity/marketing strategy O

Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendatioyf” ;

Option 2:  Not approve the recomm&tion

Option 1 is the preferred optj V

NB: If the officer’s reco jon is n %, then the reasons for departure from that
recommendation should ded h

©




SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/219

1.0

Related subject matter files
134/330/462/17

20 Title
Moorooka Community Hub Grant Application

30 Issue/purpose
To obtain approval to proceed with a grant application through the Australian Goyern partment
of Regional Australia, Regional Development and Local Government for the dgsi nd development
of the Moorooka Community Hub.

4.0 Proponent
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifestyle Division

5.0 Submission prepared by

Lorraine Gregory, Manager Healthy & Vibrant Commu mun|t estyle Branch

6.0 Date &
30 May 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendatlo< to C’ ;

For E&C Approval \

8.0 If for recommendation to Cou

Not Applicable
9.0 Recommended lease
Immediate release

: i ; "‘/ 3",,,:1 .y Ny . 7
10.0 Recom dat n v .jj‘,L;t';‘”" /\g/ /Q1 m |

It isffecom ended th t rove making an application to the Australian Government -
of Regio alia, Regional Development and Local Government for $3 million fundlng
ommunlty u oorooka through the Communlty Infrastructure Grants Program ,Qb el

Chairman

| Support / Réject the recommendation.

——e. : — e e il
@ - 1 If reject please state reasons.
/h/,':'-f‘ , '\ 5 - R g
Vicki Pethyb el e,
DIVISIo ybridge Cr Geraldlne Knapp -
BR] NAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN FAMILIES & COMMUNITY
SBANE LIFESTYLE SERVICES COMMITTEE

Recommend, ci;c_)rdfﬁgty

10




12.0

13.0

Background

A proposal for a ‘Community Hub’ in Moorooka, conceived as a number of co-located community
facilities, was developed by the Local Councillor in conjunction with the State and Federal members of
parliament. Subsequently, a Federal Government election commitment was made for $3 million toward
a ‘Community Hub’ in Moorooka. The funding is available to be provided to Council. No matching
funds are required. '

A potential site for the Community Hub was identified at the intersection of Evans Road
Beaudesert Road Moorooka. The site area is approximately 6000m? and is currently classifi
Road Reserve (see attached plan). Some mature trees exist on the periphery; however th
largely cleared .of vegetation and is used sporadically as a temporary car park. A pre
investigation into alternative sites in the Moorooka area was undertaken and no other s
was identified under either Council or State control. Currently classified Road Reserve ghis
be required to be transferred from the State at no cost to Council prior to any developfaepf appfication.
Transport Planning and Strategy have advised that the site is acceptable but note that a\foghal Traffic
Impact Study would be required.

A ‘Community Hub’ concept for the Moorooka area is supported by comimuni cilities planning.
Community facility planning identifies the need for a New District unity Centre, including
Community Hall / Meeting Space (600m?* GFA) as well as Arts & Cflt ity (600m? GFA) with
potential to deliver Performing Arts Space integrated into the site (600m* GEA identified need in plan).
A preliminary assessment indicates that $3 million could deliver 2%200-1500m? GFA facility.

n Council as Project Manager, being
overnment would be required to

The proposal to proceed with the application for funds is b
Brisbane City Council’s contribution to the project. QUE

transfer land at no cost to Council. Australian Governmes d contriglte, funding ($3 million). The
first step once funding is approved would be to co & ign and necessary approvals
including development approval.
Once built, the site would be managed a f Counc |ty facilities. The model for
management of the site will be develo ure maxi unlty benefit at minimum cost to
Council.
Initial Timeline of proposal:

15 June 2011 A I’O_/eCt fophati reqwred to be submitted

2011/12 i omm ngagement

Applovals Proce

2012/ Approva @
Constructre

E& appr@gve makindgia jCation to the Australian Government - Department of Regional Australia,
gl evel t and Local Government for $3 million funding for a Community Hub in
poka through the @ommunity Infrastructure Grants Program.

< | Ope
In <<e: to t the déadlige ofthe grant application, which is 15 June 2011, it is recommended that

Consultati

&troud, Branch Manager, Community Lifestyle (20 May 2011)
Lorraine Gregory, Manager Healthy & Vibrant Communities, Community Lifestyle (19 May

2011)

Graham Rogers, Senior Analyst — Team Leader Grants, Corporate Finance (19 May 2011)
Jim Brabon, Senior Community Facilities Planner, Community Lifestyle (20 May 2011)
Paul Songhurst, Public Space Planner, Community Lifestyle (20 May 2011)

Graeme Read, Principal Strategic Transport Planning (27 May 2011)

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

11
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14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

22,0

23.0

Implications of proposal

Approval of this submission will ensure desired standards of service levels to the community of
community facilities is achieved in the Moorooka area.

Ccommercial in confidence
No

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

It supports the Living in Brisbane 2026 ‘Active, healthy city’ and ‘Vibrant, creative c»ﬁé;&%

associated city-wide outcomes.

Maintaining service levels of Council’'s community facilities also supports the Co Plan,
Program 5 — Your Brisbane

5.1 - Thriving arts and culture - ‘Enhance facilities and activities that deliver munity participation
in suburban cultural events’.

5.4 - Social inclusion - ‘Continue to support suburban cultural activittes, gvents and facilities’

5.5 - Well-managed community facilities so that Brisb
well-managed, quality community facilities providing
‘Multi-purpose community hub solutions will be deve

Develop multi-purpose community hub propos
covering sport, leisure and learning (includin je
community services organisations, farmers’ {sa

Customer impact

nts will have access to a range of
. social and cultural opportunities.
igher density regional/district centres.

External customers will be provided wit new C
Council. Local residents, throug calcouncillo

proposal. Careful management ::N pectat@
Environmental impact V

Environmental impact

Policy impa

None

O
Q

1
man resource

Nil

Urgem

In the normal course of business.

Publicity/marketing strategy

A publicity and marketing strategy is being developed with Marketing and Communication.

12



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.




1.0

2.0

3.0

40

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/208

Related subject matter files

Title

Deed over the Right to Direct Suspension of Tolls — Go Between Bridge between the St 3
Queensland and Brisbane City Ccuncil. " 4

Issue/purpose
This submission seeks approval for Brisbane City Council to enter into an ag t'with The State of
Queensland that would allow the Premier, under exceptional circumstance$ to digect'the suspension of
tolls on the Go Between Bridge (GBB) in exchange for reasonable cog iopY

Proponent

Scott Stewart, Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Ext

Submission prepared by

Eric Carrier, Principal Project Coordinator, City& e, Ext
Date 4 "

6 June 2011. Q}Q ~

For E&C approval or recommem& ouncil /

i 7 p
For E&C approval. V V /% M
v @il, ié a rgSolution required under an Act or Local Law?

TAN 7,

e ”~

" L o
T R NG msen L et

" ord Mayor /

If for recommendation

N/A.

Recommendét __,p,ublic'(rel ,

iy

tion

100 R ;
f&stab% oordination Committee approve Brisbane City Council entering into a Deed

ight to Direct ension of Tolls — Go Between Bridge, with The State of Queensland, generally

form set out in Attachment "B" or otherwise on terms and conditions as specified by the
tvisionaler, Brisbane Infrastructure and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.
1.0 |
Divisional Manager Chairman
- | Suﬁﬁort’/ Reject the recommendation.
/)’ . N If reject, please state reasons.
3 ""\'.a.,«,.;' "\. 5% 7
J AL N !
Barry B o LA i2f. "’f /ﬁ'/“/ :
DIVry roe 3o /i Councillor Margaret de Wit
BR ISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN INFRASTRUCTURE
':BANE INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
€co

Mend Accordingly 1



12.0

Background

~ Under the Public Safety Preservation Act 1986 and the Disaster Management Act 2003, the State of

9

14.0

~Nis re "hwmehdeith
Consultation

Queensland has the power to direct the suspension of tolls on Queensland roads under exceptional
circumstances. The Acts, however, do not contemplate any compensatory measures.

In order to define the manner and events under which the State of Queensland would direct the
suspension of tolls, and the mechanism for compensating the toll road owner for revenue foregone, a
policy framework was established by The State of Queensland. This policy recommends entering into
a formal agreement in the form of a Deed over the Right to Direct Suspension of Tolls on eagch of
Queensland’s toll roads (the Deed), inciuding Go Between Bridge.

The Queensland State Government has advised:
The revenue foregone policy provides for fair and reasonable compensation to be

managing public safety) based on significant fault or failure in arterial road infrast
nature disaster and/ or an exceptional event.

The policy framework is based on an approved Cabinet Budget Review ee BI%C) Policy for
State Compensation for Toll Revenue Foregone. CBRC approved a subffiissio. m a former Minister

The policy framework is based on the following principles:
o the cost of achieving mitigation through state g

e f directed by the State Government to waiv i1 We. event of an emergency, a toll road
operator should not bear a financial burdey e fair compensation (excluding
any windfall from atypical traffic flow) i

o the State must deliver consistent treagf Dot

o aroad user should not be compelied to p in 1y situdiiéh where traffic is directed onto a toll

road 7
e the burden to recover comp tio

e compensation paid to th% 1 through consolidated revenue (if the
Treasurer agrees the sitlatjomegmplies with criteria); and

o the toll free period dges notexceed a w five days.
The Department of Trag Main Road considering retrospective application of the principles

of this agreement to

n the motorist

ntB for/é d f the Deed.

ltis u dé‘rs/,t’, dthat The ‘@- of Queensland has or will be entering into a similar arrangement with
ot ner Qf;QUegslzn oll roads. .

approve Council entering into the Deed with the State of Queensland.

Refer to Attaq

A7

u % argaret de Wit, Chairman, Infrastructure Committee
id ASKern, Chief Legal Counsel, BCLP
G

reg €vans, Acting Chief Operating Officer, Corporate Services
Craig Stevens, Manager, Corporate Communication

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
Implications of proposal

The Deed provides a formal and agreed mechanism for the State of Queensland to direct the
Suspension of tolls which otherwise would be enacted under legislative powers.

15
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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
No.

Customer impact

No.

Environmental impact

No.

Policy impact

No.

Financial impact

No.

Human resource impact

No.

Urgency

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

Option 1:

Option 2:
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0  Primary file number
137/800/1121/237
Related subject matter files
2.0  Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council consent to Debt Financier Arrangements — S,gﬁ’sti
Deutsche Bank with Sunbeam Opportunities (Cayman) Master Fund LP. ‘L

3.0 Issue/purpose
To provide consent to the substitution of a Debt Financier associated with thfa.
4.0 Proponent ’
Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure.
5.0 Submission prepared by

Gregg Buyers, Manager Major Projects, City Projects Offige

6.0 Date ,:/
6 June 2011. , /& %
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to % v

For E&C approval.

4

8.0 If for recommendation to Co nc1l, i@ Council sesolutigp’required under an Act or Local Law?
NN P B b b Y AP DR VRN,
' APPRDYVED

90  Recommended forpubl ,
, %{._.--('\

v AN L

| 3«’ iy 2 S M
e .
enian ordination Committée consent to the substitution” of Deutsche Bank,
S

; obli ndMinterests, with Sunbeam Opportunities (Cayman) Master Fund LP, in
: i i g ) of the Debt Finance Side Deed.
'.,//(';
MaK Chairman

T
,J;S/ugrj// Reject the recommendation.

10.0

Divisional

g If reject, please state reasons.
/ 7
(’-\//\’JL-' ool / / / - L
gB ) ). AL » . /[{// e//é/ / AN

Dla\;Ps, Broe %77 %:ouncillor Margaret de Wit
rBRIS IONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN INFRASTRUCTURE

BANE INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
3 I Reg :
y@/}\c’comingly
4&‘ 1

""""" ™ 2 17

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



12.0 Backgrouhd

On 23 May 20086, Brisbane City Council entered into a contract with the RiverCity Motorway
Consortium (RCM) for the delivery of the Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7), formerly known as the North-
South Bypass Tunnel.

RCM'’s obligations to finance the project are established in the Project Deed and the Debt Financing
Documents such as the “Debt Finance Side Deed” and “Loan Note Subscription Agreement”.

By way of letter dated 20 May 2011, the Security Trustee under the CLEM7 Debt Finance Side Deed
requested Council’s consent for the substitution of one of the Debt Financiers associated with the
CLEM?7 project with Sunbeam Opportunities (Cayman) Master Fund LP.

Clause 10.3(a) of the CLEM7 Debt Finance Side Deed requires the Security Trustee to qfa
consent of Council before assigning or transferring any of its rights and obligationgsi
Financing Documents.

Clauses 10.3(a) and (b) further state that Council’'s consent must not be ungea bW withheld and
that within 15 business days after notification from the Security Trustee, Coun@iifhmust®give its consent
for substitution of a Debt Financier's obligations if the substitute is a baf ncial institution and
either: ’
i.  has the required rating (a credit rating of at least BBB by
Limited or Baa2 by Moody’s Investors Service, Inc.) ; or | !
ii. is guaranteed and indemnified on terms acceptable 4@ Co y a financial institution or
investment fund which has the Required Rating. 4"

The Security Trustee advised in its letter that Sunbeaff OBgok nities Cayman) Master Fund LP do
not currently have a credit rating from any rating ag n refore, @ouncil is not obliged to consent

to the assignment under Clause 10.3 but cannot refus copsent.

] d’ﬁ’oor’s (Australia) Pty

A credit rating was stipulated to primarily reduce th risk to Cou nds becoming unavailable due
to the financial difficulty of one of the De%:ners duri tion. Now that construction is

complete and CLEM?7 is operational, ence are greatly diminished and this
change to Council’s risk profile mej the credit r t| of Sunbeam Opportunities (Cayman)

Master Fund LP is not as sugnlflca\,; ’
Sunbeam Opportunltles (Ca ster F descrlbed by the Security Trustee as an

investment partnership r he C I s. The CLEM7 team and its advisor Clayton
Utz have confirmed thg" be agreed by Council as there are no particular

red i low A$30,000,000, the request also seeks a waiver of the
osed incoming financier. Clause 34.1(b)(ii)(B) of the CLEM7
ws for debt to be transferred provided no Financier has an
ain, the CLEM7 team and its advisor Clayton Utz have confirmed
be agreed by Council as there are no particular reasons for

d oorgination Committee consent is sought to permit the substitution of Deutsche
Be k and its ngh S, Qbligations and interests, with Sunbeam Opportunities (Cayman) Master Fund LP,
wgeordglth Clause 10.3(b) of the Debt Finance Side Deed.

13.0 Cons%
‘ Barry Broe, Divisional Manager Brisbane Infrastructure

°
* Greg Evans, A/Chief Operating Officer
* David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel

Scott Stewart, Executive Manager City Projects Office
Craig Stevens, Manager Corporate Communication

All are in agreement with the recommendation.




15.0

16.0

17.0
180
- 19.0
20.0
21.0
22.0

23.0

24.0

recomnK

Implications of proposal

The proposed recommendation will endorse the substitution of the current Debt Financier, Deutsche

Bank, with the proposed substitute of Sunbeam Opportunities (Cayman) Master Fund LP.
commercial in confidence

No.

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This action is consistent with the Accessible, Connected City theme of the Corporate Plan. ‘ |
Customer impact
Nil.

Environmental impact
Nil.

Policy impact

Nil.

Financial impact

Nil.

Human resource impact
Nil.

Urgency

lon-and formally approve the substitution of the current Debt
, e Pyoposed substitute of Sunbeam Opportunities (Cayman) Master

c

o D b

S Ome W E .

n 2:"Notaccept r%nendatlon.
n is the pre d option.

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

Primary file number
137/800/1121/236

Related subject matter files

Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Amendment to Loan Note Subscription Agreement.

Issue/purpose

To provide consent to amend the Loan Note Subscription Agreement assoc
project. 4

Proponent
Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure.

Submission prepared by

Date

6 June 2011. o
For E&C approval or recommen@nti Councll@v

For E&C approval.

rﬁ; & f.{)‘? ﬂ Plk‘ ““: E?,
If for recommendatio

W, [ %vmtlon reqmred unde} ;n Act or Loc‘al Law?

E.md Mayor

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

Bebbos | ////;d/ Wia

Ba 2,{¢]y

DI\;lrgI(B)rh?:L M ,i e Councillor Margaret de Wit

\® BR| NAGER CHAIRMAN

SBANE INFRASTRUCTURE INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Dwishhm@ Chairman



:i' 12.0 Background

On 23 May 2006, Brisbane City Council entered into a contract with the RiverCity Motorway
Consortium (RCM) for the delivery of the Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7), formerly known as the North-
South Bypass Tunnel.

1 RCM'’s obligations to finance the project are established in the CLEM7 Project Deed and the CLEM7
{ Debt Financing Documents such as the “Debt Finance Side Deed” and “Loan Note Subscription

Agreement”.

By way of letter dated 26 May 2011, RCM requested Council’s consent to amend the Loan e
Subscription Agreement by way of approving “Amending Deed No. 5” (refer Attachment B).

Council's consent to this Amending Deed is required in accordance with clause 10.1 th b
Finance Side Deed and must not be unreasonably withheld. F

Both of the proposed amendments relate to the substitution of debt financiers, by:
a) reducing the minimum debt amount from A$30 million to A$10 million; and
b) increasing the fee payable to the Agent upon substitution from $2,000 to 00°

The first change is likely to result in a greater number of debt financiers, sofge of Which will be smaller
participants. The second change is more of an issue for the debt fina t r Council.
w

The CLEM7 team and its advisor Clayton Utz has confirmed thgyvie e proposed changes do
not appear to create any other additional risks for Council and cOgsequently, the request should be
agreed by Council as there are no particular reasons for withh sent.

The Establishment and Coordination Committee co % soughtgto amend the Loan Note
Subscription Agreement by approving the Amendin dW\o 8, as set@ut jg? attachment B.

&

13.0 Consultation

Barry Broe, Divisional Manager Brisbane IRfgdstficture

Greg Evans, A/Chief Operating Offiger

David Askern, Chief Legal Counggl

Scott Stewart, Executive Mana’g’&} ojects Office
rate

Craig Stevens, Manager Co

» mmunj W
All are in agreement with t endati
14.0  Implications of pro@

The proposed r mendation '
associated with C 7, by way ofag

15.0 Commer@onﬁde v
. No.
16.0 /Corporat&mpact

istent with the Accessible, Connected City theme of the Corporate Plan.

lorse the amendment of the Loan Note Subscription Agreement
g the Amending Deed No 5.

action
17.0 CustomNac
1 Nil,

180

&,

-

Environmental impact
Nil.
Policy impact

Nil.
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Financial impact

Nil.

Human resource impact
Nil.

Urgency

In the normal course of business.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil.

Options

Option 1: Accept the recommendation and formally approve Amending De/d Ngib (3
B) in relation to the Loan Note Subscription Agreement.

Option 2: Not accept the recommendation.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, tb,
recommendation should be recorded here.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

ol
-

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/235
[ Related subject matter files
Not applicable.
- 2.0 Title @
Monthly Project Report — April 2011 @
3.0 Issue/purpose
The purpose of this Submission is to provide regular Project performance up@a Projects.
; 4.0 Proponent Q
3 Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure Division, 3@
. 5.0 Submission prepared by
Paul Oberle, A/Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Servi
6.0 Date O
24 May, 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendatlon
For E&C approval. Q %
8.0 If for recommendation to CounCI s a Coungil reso n required under an Act or Local Law?
N/A
@ APPROVED
: 9.0 Recommended for p ease ' - -
? Not for relea 0 | f ‘_ ~» . ‘-:j;?'z # A |
.. i Ronangpen ‘ g sl
] That C accgpt the M ject Report. (ﬁb / ‘\“ }’":“’
11.0 % i lez.g__, » % /(_,ﬁ( %M
Manager Chairman ‘ i
| Support / Re}ec-—:t-thé recommendation.
\ If reject, please state reasons.
/)
Ll )
/A w\j . ol

8 \11.\—/‘ )"dw 3

Barry Broe
DivisionaL MANAGER,

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

Councillor Adrian Schrinner,
Deputy Mayor,

risbane Infrastructure Division Chairman, Finance, Economic Development
H§ o‘ st and Administration Committee
...... 9440 3 N03X3 431H0 1
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3.0

14.0

16.0

17.0

18.0
19,0
210

i522.()

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 *™***APRIL 2011 UPDATE***** heading.

Consultation

Individual prOJect reports are compiled by Project Reporters, in consultation with the releva
e Project Managers,

Program Managers/Business Unit Financial Controllers,

Divisional/Executive Managers,

Branch Managers, and
Manager, Marketing & Communication < ,

Are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

It is envisaged that this approach will improve our capability tQgie d to any emerging issues and
ensure all Stakeholders are well informed of the Projects’ pr g

Commercial in confidence

Vision/Corporate Plan impact OQ @v

Customer impact

« Improved standards of agem ep
+ Improved awareness of agemed

Environmental im

Nil.

|mpact

Nil.

Human resm impact

Nil.
Urgency

In the normal course of business.
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8. Publicity/marketing strategy

N/A.
Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation that E&C accept the Monthly Project Re ]
Option 2: Do not accept the report. e i for Al 2071,

Option 1is the preferred option.

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

Q
%
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

137/800/1121/45

Related subject matter files

106/335/1029/10

Title }

Heritage Incentives Scheme (HIS) Revised Heritage Grant Application Conditions @ ‘
Issue/purpose : %

To seek E&C approval of the proposed amendments to the HIS Heritage Grant Apph@ itions
Proponent »

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability Divisi

Submission prepared by %
Peta Dennis, Senior Heritage Architect, Heritage Unit, ext 39747

Date

30 May 2011 O
For E&C approval or recommendation to Co«\
E&C approval v
If for recommendation to Councﬂ, isla Co il reso

e D

No \

Recommended for publig V V e
Immediate release / ,
Recommendati /( !

That E&C rovethe amended itage Incentives Scheme, and the Heritage Grant Application
Conditiogs, as set out in Att “B” and “C”.

1 Man& Chairman

% | Support TRej@tjhe recommendation.

m If reject, please state reasons.
TSy O Cl"/ ,
L

O

Andrew Chesterman Cr Amanda Cooper

Divisional Manager Chairman,

City Planning and Sustainability Division Neighbourhood Planning and
Development Assessment

Committee
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Background

The Heritage Incentives Scheme was established in 2005-06 with three main components:

o Education/promotion
o Free architectural advice and
e Grants funding

Under the current scheme, Brisbane City Council (Council) provides grants to private owners of
heritage-listed properties for conservation projects as follows:

e Small grants are allocated up to a maximum of $3,000 but not exceeding 30 per cent of t
project cost for small conservation projects

e Large grants are allocated up to a maximum of $15,000 but not exceeding 20 per ¢ f
project cost for larger conservation projects.

o Grants to not-for-profit organisations allocated up to a maximum of $15,000 buinoixceeding

40 per cent of the project cost
Under current HIS provisions:

o E&C Committee members are advised of the allocation of funds timelthe application is
submitted. After the grant allocation is confirmed, successful appli sthen commence the
project.

o Allocated funds are reimbursed to owners on successful cOpleti f the project.

The successful promotion of the scheme has increased its pap d generated an unusually high
demand for grants resulting in an early allocation of the 20 T®udget

This has occurred because a large percentage of ed grant y is not spent within the
financial year of its allocation. %m

The complex conditions of the marketplace, tion indu an plexity of heritage projects

remains idle, potentially preventing morgyrgent worlg to be

Changes are now proposed Ve HI nctions to improve the efficiency of its
operation. The propo the Heg

sed ation Conditions are outlined in attachment B.
Also attached are flo artsfshowing the en existing) and proposed HIS grants processes

(Attachment “C")

Applicationg,are beifg, inform
Itis re @d that appfove the proposed amendments to the operation of the HIS, and the
Heri(ge Gi pplicatién gonditions, as set out in Attachments “B” and “C”.

on i ’

o rAmav@:per, Chairman, Neighbourhood Planning and Development Assessment

means that projects are often not compl Wi a financial y plication.
Because of the time-lag between &'o and pa@ proportion of the allocated money
ed.

registered pending E&C decision on this matter.

consulted on 5 May 2011 and is in agreement with the recommendation.

Compitt
Implicati;kf proposal

Approval of this submission will ensure continuing'grant funding to assist conservation of places on the
City Plan Heritage Register. '

Associated printed information and the Heritage Website will need amending to reflect the changes.

Commercial in confidence

N/A
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17.0

18.0
19.0

20.0

21.0
22.0

23.0

240

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This proposal is in accordance with Program 4 of the Corporate Plan Future Brishane. Our plans,
policies and strategies ‘Heritage Incentives Scheme.’ As a medium term objective:

‘Brisbane’s heritage will be preserved and conserved in balance with growth and new development
through more effective design mechanisms’. Identify, conserve and encourage heritage and character
housing in an appropriate mix with new developments’.

an improved standard of conservation.

Impact on owners of heritage places will be improved partnership by providing ongoin with
funding for conservation projects. %

Customer impact '
Impact on the community will be the recognition of Council’s commitment to herltage conser@

Environmental impact

Nil.

Policy impact %

Nil |

Financial impact Q

The HIS is an on-going program with an approve ion for@rs until June 2014.
Grants funding for the current financial year i ful ated Pay llocated grants are being

made when projects are satisfactory complete

Human resource impact
Nil ' V

Urgency @
In the normal course of bu Q~
Publicity/marketi

Publicity may be appgopriate on comgletion of conservation projects and payment of grants.

It will be to enggre t promotional material states clearly that funding is limited. This
mate Iso idefti a ffunds are expended no further grants can be paid in that financial
year

Op:on 1 .e the recommendation

Option 2 tapprove 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.

i
i
1
1
it
!
"
i
J
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.0 »
8 137/800/1121/119
Related subject matter files
106/630/543/15
20  Title
Community Facility Flood Recovery Grant Program — Round 9
3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval for the allocation of the ninth and final round funding undeggthe unity
Facility Flood Recovery Grant Program.
4.0 Proponent %
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifestyle < ,
5.0 Submission prepared by
Lorraine Gregory, Manager, Healthy and Vibrant Communities, @omm Lifestyle Branch, extension
34725
60 Date O
6 June 2011 &\ @
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation toglounci %
For Establishment and Co-ordination mittée approv ﬁ* @E) i @; 28 Q:‘: Lﬂ‘é
8.0 If for reccommendation to CouncN ncil resolufiongequired under an A r"leqéI Law?
N/A ' LB o
9.0  Recommended for pufhli se T ord Miayar
. v % y b - '//. / '/ "
Immediate . s /)
K
10.0 Recommendat zfé' 4

11
Di

That E&C apgrove the gec

R t Pro t out in Attachment B.
.0 t ,
vi

0 N T
dh Ui i

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

ed grants under the ninth rounm‘Community Facility Flood

Chairman

@WQA

Vicki Pethybridge
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
BRISBANE LIFESTYLE DIVISION

I Rec?T:!n}giégcording?y

Seeeesrrgareiy
-------------------------

| Support / Reject the recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.
P
A 2 }:;:?
%
kY,

y o A

el b
.

Nememraia

~ i

Councillor Geraldine Knapp Y
CHAIRMAN

BRISBANE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE




Background

The floods in Brisbane in January 2011 damaged many community facilities, including fields, buildings
and equipment. Some clubs were able to recommence operations once they had been cleaned, while
others will require extensive rebuilding before they can be fully operational.

To assist the clubs to meet these costs on 28 February 2011 E&C decided to establish the Community
Facility Flood Recovery Grant Program. The main features of the program are:

The grants are for flood affected and not for profit community organisations

Grants of up to $150,000 for facilities

Grants of up to $20,000 for sports fields, ovals, pitches etc

Grants will not be available for works already undertaken

In order to provide the funding quickly, limited documentation will be required e of
application, however, the acquittal process will be rigorous.

o Applications will be decided in a maximum of 10 days.

Applications closed on 12 April 2011. In total sixty-four applications were receiv

To date:

e Six applications were considered ineligible
o Fifty clubs were granted funding in the first eight rounds,
ior tralian Football Club Inc)

o since the approval, one club (Kenmore Districteun

This submission makes recommendations on the fi e
($149,936) is recommended for the full amount the @

or part funding as one
efded for field works only as

item was ineligible. Southside Eagles Football

investigations by Council have found tha iS" substantial” stru€tural damage which is an
exacerbation of previous damage. Funding y Council to cover the cost of
these repairs. The four scout sites arefreco , however, no funds will be released
until their insurance claims are assesSed. and has indicated that they believe that
most of these costs will be met by ir& g

guideline to assess the merit of each application.

1 hich Co wilh not fund.
appro ting of funds, as set out in Attachment B.
Consultation Q
Jim Brab Th L eader, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Paul Songhurs Pr icer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Rroject Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery

Bre |
Sh@fw roject Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
e

ject Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
in ag ent with the recommendation.
lmplica&:f $oposal

Once E&C has approved the recommendations those clubs recommended for funding will be provided
with a funding agreement. The funding agreement has been prepared in consultation with BCLP and
Procurement. Once the funding agreement is signed by the club the funds will be provided.

Commercial in confidence

No.
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Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The recommendation responds to the Active & Healthy Communities aspirational goals set out in ‘Our
Shared Vision Living In Brisbane 2026’

The recommendation responds to the following ‘Corporate Plan 2008-12 (2010 Update)’ goals:
e 5.3 Active & Healthy Communities
e 5.4 Social Inclusion
e 5.5 Well-managed community facilities

Customer impact @
Clubs recommended for funding will be able to continue their recovery works. @
Environmental impact @

Nil o %

Policy impact O

Nil %

Financial impact

Damage to community facilities of $6.928 million was identi
review and included in the $440 million of savings iden @

h& Council Budget.
The grants for clubs recommended for funding 4ff" thisyrotind total 36¢ The total of all rounds,
including this round is $4,760,526.

Human resource impact

\Q?“ Q/?“

for the flood recovery special budget

Urgency

As soon as possible. T%yord adyised that the grants would be determined in ten

days. While these applic ere subsAitte ten days ago they had insufficient detail for them
to be assessed unti] now?
Publicity/mar, egy

A marketiag and municgtion Sttategy has been developed.

Option
1, That/E&C appr@ve commendations as set out in Attachment B.

That E&C considet a different allocation than has been recommended in Attachment B.

OptioNt preferred option.
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U6 JUN 2811
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

40  Primary file number
- 137/800/1121/238

Relevant subject matter files
204/86/4(5)

g0 Title
Alteration to the membership of the Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd Board

30 Issue/purpose

To appoint a new member to Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd Board, for the period % 1Mt 9
June 2014.

4.0 Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer

5.0 Submission prepared by

Greg Spall, Principal Strategic Advisor, Chief Executive’s Offj

6.0 Date : : /1
6 June 2011 \/ql"/

*‘i; 7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to C 4
{ry - ey
b :

E&C Approval

; Y

W
8.0 If for recommendation to Counci\@ncil res
f v \/ N/
9.0 Recommended fol%% Q@

Immediate release

10.0 Recommenda

E&C a’?@he appoint f aynew member to the Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd Board as per
Chairman
I Y

Attachment * @
o ;
-~ | Support £Reject the recommendation.

\Q —~=fregject, please state reasons.
s =5 ,1/%/
o s . / g

st 3 @@

g:l"" Jensen Geraldine Knapp
e IEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER CHAIRMAN BRISBANE LIFESTYLE

PR




Background

fhe role of the Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd Board is to provide sound corporate governance for the
Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd. The membership of the boards has been developed to provide this
sound corporate governance advice.

Members of the Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd Board receive no remuneration.

E&C approval is now sought for the appointment of a new member, Kevin Griffiths, to the Brisbane
Powerhouse Pty Ltd Board as per Attachment “B”.

413.0 Consultation @
o Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer
e Justin O’Neill, Chair, Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd Board
o Diane Quinn, Legislative Policy Advisor, Brisbane City Legal Practice and Co Segretary,

Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd.
All are in agreement with the recommendation. O
14.0 Implications of proposal
The adoption of this recommendation will enhance current boargymem ip. The board includes a
breadth of experience of relevance to the Brisbhane Powerh@_td Board.

15.0 Commercial in confidence O
No. \
16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact &

This recommendation impacts on the ‘vibganf€reative city’
the ‘City Governance’ program in the £orpo Plan 2008-12]

17.0 Customer impact \
Nil @V V ‘

Nil. 2
18.0  Policy impact ' Q‘

der Vision 2026 and relates to

18.0  Environmental impac

Nil.

20.0 F@ impact !
21.0 uman ré % e impact

Nil.
22,0 Urgency

This decision needs to be made as soon as possible.
23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

N/A



Options

Option 1: Approve the recommendation, appointing Kevin Griffiths as a new member to the Brisbane
Powerhouse Pty Ltd Board as per Attachment “B”.

Option 2: Otherwise amend the board membership.
Option 3: Do not change the board membership.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

Attachment A — Submission summary

Attachment Lists: ’ @@

'Attachment B — Proposed membership of the Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd Board
| Attachment C — CV of Kevin Griffiths O




E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 14 JUNE 2011 \
LEASE DATE \
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT
Other
14/06-01 .
164/810/807/4 OLMCEO gg}’f”per Hnt LS Super Merger 1 July Approv N/A N/A
R
14/06-02 s . '
137/800/1121/234 OLMCEO gt;’;g5%%1%2;225Eg;;g:mgrfsm“” C)ved Yes
M Y
14/06-03 . . _
131/830/826/1 OLMCED | oo o Servmooe for A @ N Held N/A N/A
M L
14/06-04
137/800/1121/217 Corpasate | hontily Beport— D Approved Yes
M Services Travel — April 20
14/06-05 | 137/800/1121/213 T A ye— S g8
Services Ashgr
M 112/445/898/13
14/06-06 .
137/800/1121/206 Corporate gormy Approved Yes
M Service rch re
e ay 137/800/1121/232 nd Recreation Facility
Fal 2010/2011 Approved Yes
M 106/335/919/73 C . § ogram
14/06-08 137/800/1121
n’s Sheds Grant Program — 2010/2011 Approved Yes
M 106/335/1050,

QO
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14/06-09 137/800/1121/227
FaCS Housing Support Program — 2010/2011 Approved S
M 106/335/156/362
137
140810 - Proposed acquisition of land at 398 and
M 161/20/430/114 GFas 410 Hawesbury Road, Anstead
161/20/439/115
Flexible Funding Program Community
14/06-11 137/800/1121/253 Development and Recovery Package,
FaCS Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery Yes
M 106/335/1554/16 Arrangements (NDRRA) — Yeronga
Recovery Centre Grant
a2 137/800/1121/256 OLMCEO Dissolution of the City Busines
M 109/800/286/227 Unit Advisory Board
14/06-13 152/160/516/203 (01-
05) SIMTARS report
CPAS Health Risk Asse Approved Yes
M 460/144/7(27)

Present: Lord Mayor G_raham Quirk, A Schrinner, G Knapp, A oop&

cLachlaw de Wit & J Simmonds.

R - Indicates an E&C_Co
available for inspecffop

o
NS



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. 
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION Cél\ﬁMlTTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/234
Related subject matter files
182/210/179/22

2.0 Title

Stores Board Submission - Rafting Ground Road Flood Damage Remedial Works.

3.0 Issue/purpose

source contract expenditure authority for the contract with Queensland Bri@ge a ivil Pty Ltd (QBC)

To seek approval from the Establishment and Coordination Committee of i crease in the sole
from $787,056 to $822,056 (ex GST), an increase of $35,000 (ex G% indg a contingency sum

of $4,654; for Contract E90494/08/09 Rafting Ground Road Flood D emedial Works.

4.0 Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer. \
5.0 Submission prepared by O
. Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Manage&%
6.0 Date ?\
7 June 2011. O )

Q Mayor
7.0 For E&C approval or recom enm to Cou 777 ﬁ
i
For E&C approval. ' I-V /Q@( E
8.0 If for recommendation cil, is i resolution required under an Act or Local Law?

No.

9.0 Recom e\ public gelea
Im i Relgease. ;
ibn!

10.0 _Régomnjendat

the Establishmen®and Coordination Committee approves the attached submission.

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

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

20.0

Background

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

June 2011.

The submission is referred to the Establishment and Coordination Committee as it is considered the

" most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services:

CONTRACT NO. CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION
E90494/08/09 Rafting Ground Road For E&C approval
Flood Damage Remedial Works

Consultation '
Chief Executive Officer
Chairman Infrastructure Committee < ,

Divisional Manager Brisbane Infrastructure
Stores Board
Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

The recommended process will provide the mo ak ous ou@Council.
Commercial in confidence | & %

Not Applicable. Qv @v

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The recommendation of thissubmission will géntfigute 4o the efficient management of the City's
resources.
Customer impact
The submissj e carryilgg out ork or supply of goods and services to meet Council
approved p 8. 7 @
EnvirCm: ental impact

s submi€si evaluated in line with Council's policy on the use of environmentally

giendIR'and recyic ucts. Environmental considerations will be taken into account in the
ion of issi where applicable.

olicy i ct

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

Subwt\
Financial impact

Financial details are included in the Divisional submission.

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 1 is the preferred option.

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

Ve
0
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guBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 FILE NUMBER: 137/800/1121/217

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

3.0 ISSUE/PURPOSE

provision of relevant monthly travel report. | %
40  PROPONENT @

Greg Evans, A/Chief Operating Officer, Corporate Services @

50  SUBMISSION PREPARED BY & :

Irene Murphy, Travel-Co-ordinator, Strategic Procurement Office, ext. 391%

6.0 DATE

06 June, 2011

70 FOR E&C APPROVAL OR RECOMMENDA’\@COUN
For information purposes. «

80 IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO C ,IS A (DUNGHETR

REQUIRED UNDER AN ACT O@ AN CE”
No.

9.0 RECOMMENDED FQ REL,Q{Y e Mdym
Immediate release. Q < 3 9 AQ
10.0 RECOMM /f/l'ﬂ” / /@( %

That the Estab ment d Co-oigdinati@p Committee note the information submitted on apptroved travel for
April, 2011.

11.0 @
A%geratmg OflA Chairman
I Support/Reject-the Recommendation

£
&‘/ L = ‘k If Rejf:!ct ]» pléase ftate reasons
p i,

Z /% IA \\:;"_'",,ny/‘"w";"’”m”“
\W 7/}
Greg Evans Cf Adrian ‘Sehrinner
A/CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENTANDADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE

5 Recommenc{ Acéprdfﬂgiy
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BACKGROUND

12.0

ursuance of the request for information on a monthly basis of travel approved under delegation, reports are
enclosed for April, 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:

April 2011 &
Non-Commercial Operations @
a) International Travel %

5 Number of Bookings QI
(ii) Airfares %

b) Domestic Travel
(i) Number of Bookings O 10
Gi)  Airfares &\ % $3,321.95
¢) Accommodation and Allowam@? v $4,635.32
d) Registration Fees for ConfeN @
e) Other Costs e.g. hi® : @V $2,275.42

TOTAL

Q 4 Q~ $10,932.69

Q)C,zmiu\

NO



PUT P TIRNR a TTRgEEN

- 13.0

Liaison with Officers undertaking travel and Divisional Travel Officers.

14.0
Nil.
15.0
No
16.0
Nil.
17.0
Nil.
18.0
Nil.

19.0

CONSULTATION

IMPLICATIONS OF PROPOSAL
COMMERCIAL IN CQNFH)ENCE
VISION/CORPORATE PLAN IMPACT
CUSTOMER IMPACT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

POLICY IMPACT

In line with Council policy.

20.0

21.0

22.0

FINANCIAL IMPACT QE

HUMAN RESOURCE V
Not applicable. 0 Q~

URGENCY
In the normal cougse o iness.
@ STRATEGY

isegetion of the Lo ‘
24.0 TION
(1) hat E& the information submitted on approved Travel for April, 2011.

2)

Not a - recommendat1on

Option (1) is the 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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2.0
3.0
4.0
5.0
6.0
7.0
8.0
9.0

10.0

Q)

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

137/800/1121/213
112/445/898/13

Title
Lease renewal at 477 Waterworks Road, Ashgrove (The Gap Ward Office)

Issue/purpose

To seek approval to renew the lease at 477 Waterworks Road, Ashgrove (The Gap% 5&'0 )
Proponent @

Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating Officer, Ext: 34161 %

Submission prepared by O

Wendy Lucey, Property Officer, City Property, Ext: 34711 %
Date ‘

13 June 2011

For E&C approval or recommendation to C

E&C approvall

If for recommendation to Council, | uncil rescﬁtlon e |;ed ury,er ariiﬁc%t/gr focal Law?
-7

7

s P

No A, /’ , / e;{//
L e e
// ,/, ........ (o prinecencn cacesennoc
B TRen publlc ........ .

é

Immediate release v)"’“

\
C”i’>
)

Recommendati
That the ittee approves%he renewal of the lease at 477 Waterworks Road, Ashgrove on
the follo rms
oss Reéhtal dacted +GST per annum ( redacted per square metre +GST)
Are 3.37m*
Revie CPI annually on anniversary of commencement date

(d Lease T Three (3) years
Commengem ate 1 July 2011
) Expiry 30 June 2014
% and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, City Property and the Chief Legal Counsel,
isb ity Legal Practice.

Divistonal Manager Chairman

| Support / Refett the recommendation.

leect, plea}% state reasons.
é(f {0 BN A

[ A/ '\\;,,m/{( P
6&7 <V L"Q s

Greg E\;;\ns Coungillor Adrian Schrinner
ACTING CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER DEPUTY LORD MAYOR
CHAIRMAN, FINANCE, ECONOMIC
f Qeﬁommﬁnd Accordmgw DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

: COMMITTEE
— 43
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13.0

14.0

15.

16.0

17.0

18.0

Background

E & C approval was granted on 6 December 2004 to enter in to a Lease for the property situated at
477 Waterworks Road, Ashgrove (the Gap Ward office) commencing on 1 July 2004 for four (4) years
with an option for a further term of four (4) years. The original lease was only entered in to for three (3)
years and expired on 30 June 2007.

No further lease was prepared or executed, although all parties agreed that the option had been

- exercised and that the premise was required until 30 June 2011. A Deed of Extension, with the same

terms and conditions as the previous lease, was executed as at 28 January 2010 for the rerpéining
period of the term.

The owner has offered Council a further three (3) year occupation on the same terms itions
as the current lease, commencing 1 July 2011.  After consultation with the Corp state
Strategy Manager, it is recommended that the three (3) year option be exercised. @

It is therefore recommended that the E&C Committee approves the ren ease at 477
Waterworks Road, Ashgrove, on the following terms:

(a) Gross Rental redacted +GST per annum (redacte 0 per square metre +GST)
(b) Area 73.37m*

(c) Rent Reviews CPI annually on anniversary of comm t date

(d) Lease Term Three (3) years

(e) Commencement Date 1 July 2011

(f) Expiry Date 30 June 2014

On terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manag @ Propertyfand the Chief Legal Counsel,
Brisbane City Legal Practice. -
Consultation & :

e Councillor Adrian Schrinner, Deputy , Chair nce, Economic Development &
Administration Committee

Councillor Geraldine Knapp, £olncillofifor The 19/05/2011)

Peter Rule, Executive Managx xecutive’s Qffi (05/05/2011)

David Askern, Chief Leg&hCouns®l, Brisb it al Practice (06/05/2011)

Greg Swain, Acting wMana g and Communications (05/05/2011)

Glenn Gomez, Acti /05/2011)

: > Manager, City Property (05/05/2011)
All are in ager with the endation.
Implications of proposal
e to sn@ ap Ward Office.
rc1al i fid
Visio@te Plan impact

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

Customer impact

The proposal is consistent with the Organisation 2014 Strategy of Serving Brisbane through Customer
Focus.

Environmental impact

No environmental issues associated with this proposal.
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49.0 Policy impact

Nil
20.0 Financial impact
The rental costs are covered by the Operational Property Management base budget.

21.0 Human resource impact @
Nil _
22.0 Urgency ®§§
Nil %
23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy ) O
Nil :
24.0 Options %

Option 1:  That E&C approve the recommendation

Option 2:  Not approve the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option. \d '

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is llo , the I s for departure from that
recommendation should be recorded here. J

(ER%2S




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

11.0

FILE NUMBER
137/800/1121/206

TITLE

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Public release of Council’'s community research reports.

ISSUE/PURPOSE

To seek approval for the release of finalised community research reports to t@ §ia Council

libraries under the Market Research Procurement and Release Policy (AP19

PROPONENT

John Burton, Manager, Corporate Improvement & Strategic Planning@EO

SUBMISSION PREPARED BY

Maureen King, Research Officer, Corporate Improvement

DATE
14 June 2011

E&C Approval

No

RECOMMENDATION FOR LIC RELEAS

Immediate release. @
N

RECOMMENDATI

FOR E&C APPROVAL OR RECOMMENDA&\;UNC

COUN

IF FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUN /
ACT OR LOCAL LAW? b JUN 2611
R s

trate@i€’Planning, OLMCEO

PROVED

LUTION REQUIRED UNDER AN

Lord Mayor

,M@.A@/ /%{ 2y

That E&C gra @ proval to re the Pesearch reports listed in Attachment B, to the public via
Council librarieS\@nd to not r research reports in Attachment C, in line with the reason
he p odram

hasin or Division.

provideb
Division Manag:@
GregEvm

Divisional Manager
Organisational Services

I Recommend Agzordingly

CHIEF EXECUTIVE CFFICER

Committee Chairman
| support / rejectthe recommendation.
If reject, ple;-?e ate reasons:

Al

Cr Adrian Schrinner

Deputy Mayor

Chairman, Finance, Economic Development
and Administration Committee
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12.0

13.0

18.0

19.0

BACKGROUND -

In October 2008 the Establishment and Coordination Committee (E&C) approved the Market

Research Procurement and Release Policy (AP194). This policy allows for research reports to be

released to the public via Council libraries upon approval by the E&C Committee and following a
minimum deliberation period of six months from the completion of the research study.

In accordance with the policy, all market research is recommended for release to the
Council libraries unless a request has been made by the purchasing Divisional or Progra
that the report not be released due to factors favouring non disclosure in the public i
officers commissioning research were given the opportunity to claim such exe
Divisional or Program Managers.

Currently, market research reports are released once a year. E&C last apprqve er of reports
for release in March 2010. Further reports have now been finalised and it meénded that these
reports be released to the public via Council libraries.

Attachment B lists the research reports which are recommended f@r r o the public via Council
libraries.

Attachment C lists the research reports which are recom ot to be released due to factors

favouring non disclosure as requested by Divisign Program Managers. Reasons for

recommending non-release are provided in each inst @

E&C approval is now sought for eligible commu Ns to be d jgMay 2011. These reports

will be provided to Brisbane City Libraries, afid Will be made @vai o the public, in electronic

format.

CONSULTATION

e David Simons, Right to Informagion,and/informat rivaCy Manager

e All Internal parties who con% ed the regsgarch d in the attachments (43 Council officers
ive

in total) were consulted an he oppbrtthity 46 recommend whether research reports be
released/not released%
All are in agreemenfwithtge%ecomm

IMPLICATION ROPOSA
Research reports ¥€leased will available to the public via Council libraries.

COMME@V CONEJIDE
Nil.
PL

< RPOA IMPACT

arch reports recommended for release are in line with Program Outcome - 10.7.1.2 Listening
p€ Peop lease is also consistent with the following City-Wide Outcomes: Learning &

lnformed&m ities, Connected & Engaged Communities, Cooperative Governance.

CUSTOME PACT
Research reports released will be available to the public via Council libraries.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Nil.

POLICY IMPACT
Nil.
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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 5&\

Nil.

24.0 OPTIONS %
Option 1: Approve the release to the public via Council librarigs th@ge¥esearch projects listed in
Attachment B and the non-release of research projects Iist@ achment C.

Option 2: Amend the list of research projects recomrr% forJelease in Attachment B and non- 3

release in Attachment C.

‘N

Option 3: Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1 is the preferred option. O ‘




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

8.0

9.0

10.0
.
ade P
o
DivisionalNQ Chairman

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

137/800/1121/232

Related subject matter files

106/335/919/73

Title

School Sport & Recreation Facility Upgrade Program 2010/2011
Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval for the allocation of funding for the 2010/2011 School S creation
Facility Upgrade Program.

Proponent O
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifestyle Division >

Submission prepared by _

ApPRCYED
Lavinia Wood, Business Alignment Manager n Sjities, " Sport & R’/‘gcrt;‘ation,

Community Lifestyle Branch (ext - 35807) \
Date

13 June 2011

For E&C approval or recommer@ti Coung ‘

For E&C approval \ y .

If for recommendati@Vl, is a€ouyncil resolution required under an Act or Local Law?
blic r

e E
Immegdiat ea
mendatio Q

hatlE&C apprxe ocation of funding for the 2010/2011 School Sport & Recreation Facility

). / Gt
& Lord Mayor

No

as Set out in Attachment B.

| Support / Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

> < proue dhoy

Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Geraldine Knapp
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
} BRISBANE LIFESTYLE DIVISION BRISBANE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE
1 Recommen 2{o'rding|y
{ g (_ﬁ’\m:— 49
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12.0

. 13.0

15.0

Background

The School Sport & Recreation Facility Upgrade Program is a jointly funded (Brisbane City Council
and Education Queensland) program established to upgrade school facilities for school and community
use. The sport and recreation facilities eligible for funding include indoor/outdoor courts, sport fields,
cricket pitches and nets and pool facilities.

Schools were notified of the program opening in March 2011, with a funding allocation of $200k, with a
closing date of 9 May 2011. Twenty-three (23) applications were received for projects totalling
$663,194.45 (ex GST) with grant requests of $410,877.44 (ex GST). A panel of officers from Brigbane
City Council and the Department of Education and Training assessed the applications agaifistdhe
approved criteria.

A copy of the School Sport & Recreation Facility Upgrade Program Guidelines 2011 ided as
Attachment C.

Attachment B contains a list of the recommended schools, projects and gran
projects which have not been recommended. Eleven (11) schools are

and those

$201,311.00 (ex GST) in grant funding, delivering projects with a value of, 9.00 (ex GST).
If approved, the grant will be made subject to each recipient oly(ongbehalf of the State of
‘Queensland represented by the Department of Education & Trai tering into a Construction &

Community Use Agreement with Council (executed on behalf of Cou by the Manager, Brisbane
Lifestyle Branch) in accordance with that document’s terms an®yconditions (as previously approved by
Brisbane City Legal Practice).

Therefore, E&C approval is now sought to allocate of g\for the 2040/2011 School Sport &
Recreation Facility Upgrade Program as set out in et B.

Consultation & 6

= Kent Stroud Manager lty Lifestyje Br. 0 May 2011)

= Lorraine Gregory Mana ealt & Vibr: nltles (20 May 2011)

s Neville Wilmott Prograay N smes Serv anager, Community Lifestyle Branch

«  Nelanie Rodngues \ 23!1(1)p io ager Community Facilities, Sport & Recreation

= Jim Lynch munlt cer, Brisbane Lifestyle (20 May 2010)
«  Pokeriar Dlrector lr(m)f11 ructure Coordination Unit, Education Queensland,
. Steven i = 1eensland School Sport Unit, Education Queensland
agr emen@mmendatlon
tions pos

will d of their level of funding support. Unsuccessful applicants will be able to contact

| apph%m be advised of the outcome of their respective applications and successful applicants
Cou 0 ss their applications and the opportunity to resubmit for future grant funding rounds.

Commercial in confidence

No
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16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Vision
This grant program responds to the Living in Brisbane 2026 Vision Theme ‘Active, healthy city’ and
aspirational goal which states:

Corporate Plan J
This proposal supports a key action under Program 5 — Your Brisbane, 5.5 — Well Managed 1

Community Facilities, 5.5.2 — Community Facilities Management: \
Customer impact

Acceptance of the recommendation will provide upgraded sport and recreation faciliti ols for
use by the school, the wider community and numerous community groups.

Environmental impact

Nil '

Policy impact O

Nil | %

Financial impact

Of the twenty-three (23) applications rece|ve ‘ 11) are recommended for full funding
representing $201,311.00. Funding is avall Progra

& Maintenance and General Ledger Code @07 . OOO

Human resource impact &

Nil v

Urgency

In the normal course offgusines V
\e{

Publicity/market

All applican il Be advised o come of their applications within ten (10) working days of
approva ucce ants will receive a letter from the Lord Mayor. Publicity will be
preparé arketing : mmunication in consultation with the Department of Education & Training

staff. These releases will not be distributed until applicants have
8 outcomes. The Program area will provide successful grant recipient

formally advis
tails o be pla@ rporate website.

thl‘lS
Optlon 1 E&C approve the 2010/2011 School Sport & Recreation Facility Upgrade Program as
per recommendations in Attachment B
@ E&C not approve the 2010/2011 School Sport & Recreation Facility Upgrade Program as
per recommendations in Attachment B.

Option 3: E&C approve a mix of recommended and reserve applications from Attachment B,
providing reasons for the changed ranking recommendations in Attachment B.

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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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0  File number
137/800/1121
Related subject matter files
106/335/1050/27
2.0  Title
Men'’s Sheds Grant Program —2010/2011
3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval for the allocation of funding for the 2010/2011 Men’s ant program.

4.0 Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifestyle Divisj
5.0 Submission prepared by 6

Neville Wilmott, Program and Business Services Manager,\€¢ommunity Lifestyle Branch
(ext - 35807)

6.0 Date O

13 June 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommend @unml
For E&C approval

8.0 If for recommendation to o a Coungej ion requnred under an}&Nl oncal Law?

w5 "“,. o
ze : Teean

NO sc 205%% 5
Lord !wayor 2
9.0 Recommended Iease / 773 .-»~»
, C,
Immediate r Ieas (
> /\? /Cr( %v,
That E& prove the ion-of funding for the 2010/2011 Men’s Shed Grant Program as set out in
a hment

Q\C’ Manage!@ Chalrman

10.0 Recom

A Support/ Féeject the recommendation.

w11‘ reject, please state reasons.

Y o

— é“‘;%xs‘;&);&;ﬁ 'ff\ e }/}y{ﬂ{jh}_:ﬁ//
% = //'
Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Geraldine Knapp
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
BRISBANE LIFESTYLE DIVISION BRISBANE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE
| Recom me)i Arcwdmgw
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12.0 Background

Since 2008/09 Council has supported the development of Men’s Sheds across the city by offering one-
off grants to established and emerging men’s groups and networks. The Men’s Sheds Grant Program
provides funds to existing and emerging Men’s Sheds groups to develop accessible and inclusive
facilities and programs that cater for the health, social and emotional needs of men across Brisbane.

The Men’s Shed Grant Program guidelines are provided in Attachment C.

Applications closed on 11 April 2011, and a total of 12 applications were received reguesting a
cumulative total of $180,593.00.

Seven applications are recommended for either full or part funding, totalling $7 ) Four
applications are not recommended for funding and one application has been de d igible as it
was located outside of Brisbane City Council jurisdiction.

The quality of applications has continued to improve since the inceptioriNgf tis /fants program in
2008/09. The nature of proposed projects range from the purchase @f nt to creating and
_improving required space for existing and new men sheds. Many gr o have applied for Council
assistance are already members of the Australian Men’'s ed AsSeciation (AMSA), which

demonstrates their alignment to the philosophy and values of t Shgd movement.
0

Attachment B provides a summary of the applications, outlini that were recommended for full

or part funding, and those not recommended or ineligible:

E&C approval is now sought to allocate funding fo 1 11 Men’s Shed Grant Program as set
out in Attachment B.

13.0  Consultation \
Cr Geraldine Knapp Chaignan, Brispane Lifest%mittee (19/05/2011)
) t

L]
e Kent Stroud Manz ommunity ¢ anch (30/05/2011)
e Lorraine Gregory , Healthy @nd Communities (10/5/2011)
e Vanessa Fabre Man , InclugiVe unities (10/05/2011)
e Jim Lynch m Officer nity Grants (10/05/2011)
o Colleen Kelly ommunit ent Coordinator (28/4/2011)
¢ Rajendra Padhee VComm ity pment Strategic Project Officer (28/4/2011)
All are in agree @e reco ndatieh.
14.0 ImpIicati roposal
Success pplicants wi ed of their level of funding support. Unsuccessful applicants may

¢ t Council to di

15.Qm ercialsi
o

Cc
Vis@rporate Plan impact
Nr s are linked to the following Corporate Plan themes and program outcomes.

2026 Living in Brisbane — Inclusive and Caring Community Theme
e Service 5.4.2.1 - Community Capacity Building

ss tReir applications and be informed of the opportunity to resubmit for future

17.0  Customer impact

The proposed funding will allow development of programs and infrastructure that improves social
inclusion and in particular creates supportive community environments for a broad range of men
to develop networks, skills and participate in the life of the City.



Environmental impact
Nil

Policy impact

Nil

Financial impact

$80,000.00 has been allocated under General Ledger Code 1.15.1681.281.538.000.733.000.00"

Human resource impact
Nil @

Urgency

In the normal course of business

Publicity/marketing strategy O

All applicants will be advised of the results of their submission wit en)(10) working days of approval
by the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee. Successful cants will receive a letter from
the Lord Mayor. Publicity will be prepared by Marketigg_and Communication in consultation with
Community Lifestyle Branch staff. Media releases will buted until applicants nave received

written notification of outcomes

Options \
Option 1: E&C approve the 2010/201@ Shed Gra%a recommendations at

Attachment B.
Option 2: E&C not approveg the 0/2011 4Me ’s@hed Grant Program recommendations at

Attachment B.

Option 3: E&C appr ehmend W 1 Men’s Shed Grant Program recommended
appli% ttachmg€nt B, pre¥iding reasons for the changed ranking.
Option 1 is the fageferred option.

NB: If the 'S omm jon is’not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
recommen n should d here.

QC){((/?“
,\Q
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sUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0  Primary File number

137/800/1121/227

Related subject matter files

4.0 Prbponent

d 5.0 Submission prepared by

(ext - 35807)
6.0 Date
13 June 2011

; For E&C approval

Immediate release

10.0 Recommen

11.0

Div':éi@nager

[ INY
A

S

Vicki Pethybridge
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
BRISBANE LIFESTYLE DIVISION

/4: .
{ Recommaead Accordingly
.,«’./ ,/' 5
A

AR e R TR P P T

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

106/335/156/362
2.0 Title
a Housing Support Program —2010/2011
3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval for the allocation of funding for the 2010/2011 Housing

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation t

8.0 If for recommendation to Co c@g
No \
9.0  Recommended for p Mz

That E&C a ve the alloc
# Attac@B. v

rogram.

%
O

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifestyle Division O

Neville Wilmott, Program and Business Services Manager, C unity Lifestyle Branch

'&\O

Coungil

Soldtioh required, urider afjiAct or Local Law?

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

ding for the 2010/2011 Housing Support Program as set out in

Chairman

e e

I Support //If{'eject the recommendation.

!

If reject, please state reasons.

-~

o 6 L ] P

- Y O oewy U, L 347 S rg
el o n O

P . §

i i

LI

e

Councillor Geraldine Knapp
CHAIRMAN
BRISBANE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE

55



12.0

13.0

Background

The Housing Support Program is a new initiative that was approved by E&C on 31 May 2010. The
program has been made possible through financial contributions made by Mirvac to support responses
to affordable housing provision and tenants living in affordable housing. The program involves the
investment of $970,000 acquired from sale of land at Newstead River Park to earn interest of
approximately $50,000 per annum. The interest earned will be disbursed as grants to improve social
housing support services and programs for homeless people. The Housing Support program aims to
assist those who are homeless or have insecure tenure in New Farm, Newstead, Bowen Hills, Spring
Hill and Fortitude Valley.

Applications closed on 11 April 2011. 13 applications were received requesting a total of $ .00.
Of these applications, seven are recommended for either full or part funding, totalling $500Q0%€0.
applications are not recommended for funding and one application is out of the geograp ONE and
therefore ineligible.

The three applications recommended for full funding provided detailed bu resented as
excellent value for money. These projects demonstrated good planning an h with clearly

identified benefits and outcomes.

The four projects recommended for part-funding included non- e@ project costs, or items
purchased which could be procured at a cheaper rate.

The five applications which have not been recommended fog fundi nerally had insufficient budget
detail, the outcomes were not specific and they lacked consultation and partnering with other agencies.

Attachment B provides a summary of the applicationg®®8tliniag those that were recommended for full
or part-funding, and those not recommended or ine @

The Housing Support Program guidelines argfprovided at Atta

E&C approval is now sought for the allo ding for the"2010/2011 Housing Support Program

as set out in Attachment B. v

Consultation

e Cr Geraldine Knapp v
e Kent Stroud @

lfestyle Committee (19/05/2011)
nity Lifestyle Branch (24/05/2011)

e Lorraine Grego (o] y and Vibrant Communities (12/5/2011)
e Vanessa Fa lusive Communities (12/5/2011)
e Karen D clus e Brisbane Board Representative (Communify) (12/5/2011)
e Brigid |t Planning Representative (12/5/2011)
° J|m Lynch ram Officer Community Grants (12/5/2011)

elle Newcomb ommumty Development Coordinator, Access and Equity Team

(28/04/2011)
Kelly Communlty Development Coordinator, North Team (28/04/2011)

e in ag% the recommendation.
149/ Impli

15.0

mof proposal

plicants will be informed of their level of funding support Unsuccessful applicants may
Conta ouncil to discuss their applications and be informed of the opportunity to resubmit for future
grant funding rounds.

Commercial in confidence

No
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19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

t
Q
Opt

Vision/Corporate Plan impact
The grants are linked to the following Corporate Plan themes and program outcomes:

e 2026 Living in Brisbane — Inclusive and Caring Community Theme.

e Corporate Plan 2008-2012, Outcome 5.4 Social Inclusion - gives specific mention to the

delivery of the Housing Support Program.

Customer impact
The proposed allocation of grant funding supports community organisations to deliveggprojects or
services that respond to the housing and social needs of homeless people, or those, INingfin social
housing.

Environmental impact .

Nil @
Policy impact O

Nil

Financial impact %

A budget of $50,000.00 per annum has been bud om Service 5.4.1.4 Homeless and
Affordable Housing.

Human resource impact O
O &

Urgency
In the normal course of busineo ;
Mubmission within ten (10) working days of approval

ittee. Successful applicants will receive a letter from
by Marketing and Communication in consultation with

by the Establish
the Lord Mayor.

rove the recommended grants for the 2010/2011 Housing Support Program
tin Attachment B.

not approve the recommendations as set out in Attachment B.

ion 24E

: E&C approve a mix of recommended and reserve applications from Attachment B,
providing reasons for the changed ranking recommendations in Attachment B.

Mn 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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3.0

4.0

5.0

10.0

8

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/241

Related subject matter files
161/20/439/114; 161/20/439/115 -

Title
Proposed acquisition of land at 398 and 410 Hawkesbury Road, Anstead

Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to purchase 30.19 hectares of privately owned land fogfenv ntal
(bushland) purposes

Proponent %
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustainability< ,

Submission prepared by @
Susan Dymock, A/Senior Planning Officer, Natural EnvironmenRg & Sustainability, EPB6, ext 39149

Date
14 June 2011

For E&C approval or recommendation to

For E&C approval Y
If for recommendation to Coungil, is uncil g#€sqlu n*’li*eﬁzfm’@d Ehd@? a‘ﬁ ﬁét@ Local
Law? \ g .
"1 h BN 20
NO y V ; /1‘ ‘-‘D \//d/;i :’
o > ~> - ".&
Recommendation for elease , - .. 5
P Lord Mayor

;‘ *
Immediate releas Q~ C)j!(/ ’ P) ! %4l ‘.,«1
Recommen n \ w 2\9“ 7, /C@(
| M
That gtfority be grante% ase the entirety of 398 and 410 Hawkesbury Road, Anstead,
n 6

described Lot 6 84 and Lot 61 on SP163684, containing a total area of 30.19

clar r envir tal\(bushland) purposes, at a cost of $3,100,000 in accordance with the
ontragt sale as se ¥ Attachment E and subject to any additional terms and conditions as:
cOnsidered n ary bY the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.

ivisio anager Chairman

o

{ T ;ngpp_g[t;/ Reject the Recommendations.

If Reject — please state reasons:

Andrew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic

Divisional Manager Chairman

City Planning & Sustainability Division Environment, Parks & Sustainability Committee
{ F’Qecﬁfz‘:ﬁ‘:/;/’/ Fhcordingly
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11.0 Background

The subject properties at 398 and 410 Hawkesbury Road, Anstead are described as Lot 60 on
SP163684 and Lot 61 on SP163684 and contain a total area of 30.19 hectares (ha) (refer
Attachments B and C). The properties are both classified Rural and Parkland in City Plan 2000 and
‘both are within the Regional Landscape and Rural Production area of the South-East Queensland
Regional Plan. The properties are vacant and do not support any dwellings.

The subject properties are located south of the Anstead Bushlands and are mostly cleared. The
properties provide an excellent opportunity to restore endangered ecosystems that have been
extensively cleared in South East Queensland. Restoration of vegetation on these propertigg”will
also expand available habitat for threatened species known to occur in this area, includin
{ Restoration of the subject properties will also contribute to enhancing connectivity

Brisbane River corridor for wildlife movement. It is intended that approximately 100
be planted on these properties through the 2 Million Trees Program.

398 Hawkesbury Road is severed by a Queensland Government owned ved’ transport

corridor (refer area coloured green in Attachment C). This corridor rchased to

accommodate the Moggill-Warrego Highway Connection road. The De nt Of Transport and

Main Roads have advised that this transport corridor will not be required und d use projections

in the SEQ Regional Plan (as determined by the Western BRigbangl Transport Network

Investigation). However, there is a chance that this road ructed in the future.
q Irrespective, the subject properties will still provide important habi r threatened species.

The subject properties recently became available for salg_on open market. However, they are
not included in the current approved Bushland Acquisition®gc e 2008-2012 or the Addendums.
The properties have high strategic ecological value &nhd Te8$ the criteria for purchase through the
Bushland Acquisition Program. Given the prope t% e beco available for sale, it is an
opportune time to secure them in public own i efisure t erties’ significant strategic
ecological values are protected.

An independent valuation of the entiret e two- subj s was undertaken on 7 April

‘ 2011. This values the properties at a,c0 ed"total of $ (refer Attachment D). Following
negotiations by City Property with the re tate agefit mafKeting the property, the property owners

erties to Council for $3,100,000 (refer

have submitted an executed cagtract of
Attachment E). The contract h;& viewed and | idered acceptable.
It is recommended tha We gra ase the entirety of 398 and 410 Hawkesbury

p
Road, Anstead, desc L6t 60 o 3684 and Lot 61 on SP163684, a total area of 30.19
hectares, for enviro ’ﬁ bushla r s, at a cost of $3,100,000 in accordance with the
contract sale asyset o in Attach d subject to any additional terms and conditions as
considered the Chief Ledal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.
‘ Attachments?

(A of Decision

(B) oto map of the properties

( SWrvey plan of the properties

C)
(D) mary of the valuation
(E) ! ontract of sale
onsultation
Cr Pet

, Chairman Environment, Parks & Sustainability Committee (23 May 2011)
Jo ordai, Manager, Natural Environment & Sustainability Branch (20 May 2011)
J Philip Rgwland, Land Manager, City Property (20.May 2011)
Shane MaclLeod, Manager, Local Asset Services (24 May 2011)
Craig Stevens, Manager, Marketing & Communication (23 May 2011)

All consulted are in agreement with the recommendation.

13.0  Implications of proposal

Properties which have been assessed as having high strategic ecological value may be acquired
through the Bushland Acquisition Program. This proposal will support the Lord Mayor’s target for
the Bushland Acquisition Program to secure 500 hectares of land within Council ownership by the
end of December 2011.
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Additionally, the Bushland Acquisition Program protects Brisbane’s most significant environmental
assets within the public estate, affording residents and visitors the opportunity to visit and enjoy the
natural environment in a sustainable manner. ‘

14.0 Commercial in confidence
No.

15.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact

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

The proposal is consistent with the ‘Biodiverse City’ target of ‘Program 1 — City the
Corporate Plan 2008-2012, specifically the key actions to
e “Secure land of significant biodiversity value through the Bushland Acquisiti =
e “Save 500 hectares of ‘at risk’ bushland.”
16.0 Customer impact
Without prejudice negotiations by City Property have already takenfpl the real estate agent

marketing the subject properties and the owner has submitted ontract of sale for Council’s
consideration. The properties are vacant and do not support afiy dwel

17.0  Environmental impact
Acquisition of the subject properties will contribut toansion he Anstead Bushlands and
improve habitat connectivity along the Bris gOrridor. ubject properties provide
n

opportunities to restore endangered ecosyste d iNgrease t eatened species.
18.0 Policy impact

Nil Q '
19.0  Financial impact \ @
Funding for this acquisj W sourc@vmﬂ-mm Bushland Acquisition Program
capital budget. :
20.0 Hurﬁan resourc pa Q~
Nil Q %
21.0 Urgerg

| coursgfof siZss.
22, Qy/ma tihg strategy
blicity gmill occur once the properties have come into Council ownership, as per the Bushland
Acquisit gram Media Plan.
23.0 OptiA
Option 1: Approve the recommendation.
Option 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.




SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

~ Primary file number
137/800/1121/253

Related subject matter files
106/335/1554/16

Title

Flexible Funding Program Community Development and Recovery Package, Natural Disasiér Relief
and Recovery Arrangements (NDRRA) — Yeronga Flood Recovery Centre Grant

Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval to provide the Yeronga Flood Recovery Centre with f @ port the

ongoing operation of the Centre.

4.0 Proponent

Shane MacLeod, Acting Divisional Manager, Brisbane Llfestyl
»q 5.0 Submission prepared by

Vanessa Fabre, Manager Inclusive Communities, Cit Branch
6.0 Date

14 June 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommenda Colincil
q E&C approval Q ﬁa‘ E

8.0 If for recommendation to C a Councﬂ tion reqmred ui;de;ckn Agt‘qor Local Law?

e

-

Lovd Mayvor

Recommended relea 4 : o

N > ‘)*‘“ () /~
Immediat
# 10.0 Recomm ation % M

9/

o

yment of $50,000 to the Yeronga Flood Recovery Centre out of funds

rec from RA Flexible Funding Program Community Development and Recovery
kage to ongomg operation of the Yeronga Flood Recovery Centre as per the project
line in hme

4 ' Divisioan;ger Chairman
T ﬁs@om eject the recommendation.
7 \ \ / ject, please state reasons.

Shane MacLeod Councillor Geraldine Knapp
ACTING DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
BRISBANE LIFESTYLE DIVISION BRISBANE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE
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12.0 Background

On 24 May 2011, the Premier of Queensland approved a grant to Brisbane City Council through the
Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery Arrangements (NDRRA) Flexible Funding Program. The funding
is allocated over two years with $125 000 (GST excl.) in 2011-2012 and $125 000 (GST excl.) in 2012-
2013.

A funding agreement with the Department of Local Government and Planning was signed by Council’s
Acting Chief Finance Officer on 3 June 2011.

On 2 June 2011 Council’s Community Recovery Coordination Committee (CRCC) met an deged
a request that had been received by Premier to use part of the Flexible Funding Program
the continuation of the Yeronga Community Recovery Centre (CRC).

The CRCC agreed in principle to a meeting with Yeronga CRC as a priority€to gffep a project
proposal for approval. Attachment B outlines the project proposal.

On 3 June 2011, the State Government announced that the Yeronga uld received $50 000 to
continue their operations.

E&C approval is sought for the payment of $50,000 to the Ye lood Recovery Centre out of
q funds received from the NDRRA Flexible Funding Program, Com ity Development and Recovery
: Package to support the ongoing operation of the Yeronga d Recovery Centre as per the project

outline in Attachment B.

13.0 Consultation O

o Community Recovery Coordination Commitjé m 11)

o Kent Stroud, Branch Manager, Communijty Lifes (8 June

o David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Bris ity Legal tic une 11)

q o Craig Stevens, Manager Corporat Kk Communication Branch (8 June 11)
A

.
Paul Oberle, Acting Chief Financidl Officér¥Corporafe Finange (8 June 11)

Il are in agreement with the reconK
120 V

Implications of propos

A grant will be provige
the auspice of West

n of the Yeronga Community Recovery Centre under
incorporated community organisation.

15.0 Commerci o

q Nil
16.0 V'si®orate

026}Vision themes*

onne d aged Communities.

his initffidtiye also is linked to the following Corporate Plan programs and strategies:
N ome 5.4 Social Inclusion
° utcome 9.11 Disaster Operations
17.0  Customer impact
The Yeronga Community Recovery Centre operating from the Yeronga State School will be able to

continue to provide support to residents who were affected by the January flood event and assist them
access essential services needed to recover.

~ The Yeronga Community Recovery Centre will remain open 7 days a week until 30 November 2011.
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18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Environmental impact
Nil
Policy impact

This project is supported through the Community Recovery Coordination Committee as part of the
flood disaster recovery arrangements.

Financial impact

The Flexible Funding Program Community Development and Recovery Package is being coordi
through the Queensland Department of Local Government and Planning (DLGP) and c t'

$250, 000 over two years. The first payment of these funds will be $125,000 for the 2011/ i
year. An invoice has been sent to DGLP and it is anticipated that the funds will be recej

week.

Urgency

Human resource impact @
Nil %

As the Yeronga Recovery Centre is scheduled to close on 24 %011, arrangements will be
required to be in place to continue the service.

Publicity/marketing strategy

wider community on 3 June 2011. Council will ake affouficements through our media

The State Government announced this funding to ot Bronga munity Recovery Centre and
channels.

Options .
Option 1. Approve the recommen tlon Q
Option2:  Amend the recomm on

Option 3:  Not approve the reco

Option 1 is the preferre W

NB: If the officer’s rec ation is no

recommendation sh corde .

d then the reasons for departure from that
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

CiC File — 137/800/1121/256

File number

109/800/286/227 |

Title

Dissolution of the City Business, Business Unit Advisory Board.
Issue/purpose

To dissolve the City Business, Business Unit Advisory Board.
Proponent |

Colin Jensen
Chief Executive Officer

Submission prepared by

John Cowie
Manager, CEO Support

Date
14 June 2011
For E&C approval or recommendation to &

For E&C approval

i ,iu'éq" “"5

"¢ VAR FAi ] . :
If for recommendation to Cou m@uuncnl regol qwr naj ran Act/or Locaj Law?
No iﬁ d wie / K4

. b/
Recommended for p@ @ Lo/é? o
a lmm@ /(@{
Recomme
ove the dissol e City Business, Business Unit Advisory Board following Council’s

orga satlo | realignmen
1.0 Q
// 7 \Q

Colin Jensen
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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Background

Due to the recent organisational realignment, City Business division will cease operating as a business
unit on 24 June 2011 and branches within the division will be realigned within the other existing
Council divisions.

This resulted in a review of the need for a City Business Business Advisory Board. It is now

recommended that E&C approve the dissolution of the City Business, Business Unit Advisory Board
following Council’s organisational realignment.

Consultation
e Lord Mayor Councillor Graham Quirk, who is in agreement with the recommendation. @

Implications of proposal

Board members will receive their due remuneration and all monies owing for the d eptember
2010 to 31 August 2011. ‘

Commercial in confidence
No
Vision/Corporate Plan impact E )

Nil

;;Itm impact &\O 6@

Environmental impact

Nil

Policy impact \O @
Nil V V
Financial impact @

Council will e oafd members receive their due remuneration and all monies owing for the
period 1 Se er 0to3 ust 2011 by end June 2011.

Hum source impac;

rgegey @

delay in the dissOltion of the City Business Business Unit Advisory Board will extend the uncertainty
or Boa bers and will mean Council will incur additional board fees.

Pub&%‘keting strategy
Not applicable |
Options

Option 1:  Approve the dissolution of the City Business Business Unit Advisory Board.
Option 2: Do not approve the dissolution of the City Business Business Unit Advisory Board.

Option 1 is the preferred option.




E&C
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number _
152/160/516/203 (01-05)

Related subject matter files
460/144/7(27)

2.0 Title

5.0 Submission prepared by

6.0 Date

14 June 2011

For E&C approval

8.0 for recommendation to Council, i§'a Co

If
No \
9.0  Recommended for publi w
Immediate release
10.0 Recommendatj

| That E&C agree@:-

Q.

(a) see

2 K\
JUPE_

- Andrew Chesterman
& DIVISIONAL MANAGER
= CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION

-----
TtteervawnsokErTNBRIRTRRILCEERRIEACR IR

.(".I-III:E EYECHTIVE OFFICE

SIMTARS report — Willawong Air Quality Health Risk Assessment

Kerry Doss, Manager, City Planning Branch x34220

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Co
il resolgtion

v
&

%

3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek direction from the State Government on implementing the recommendations gf t TARS
report.

4.0 Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustéinability D@Q

ROVE %

N 2 ////,

quired under an Act or Local Law?

reo%o%tate Government on implementing the recommendations of the
RS or

Chairman

| Support /%e%he recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.

p
v
X
AN

Cr Amanda Cooper
CHAIRMAN, NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE




12.0 Background

In August 2009 the State Department of Infrastructure and Planning (DIP) provided a response to
Council regarding the 1% State Interest Review for the Draft Paradise Wetlands Neighbourhood Plan
(PWNP). DIP advised Council that the proposed buffer distance between the existing Ace Waste
incinerator located at Sherbrooke Rd, Willawong and proposed sensitive land uses within the PWNP.
area appeared insufficient. Furthermore DIP advised that if Council proposed a buffer distance less
than 500 metres, then an independent air quality report would be required to substantiate this position.

In response to the DIP requirement, in January 2010 Council engaged Safety in Mine Testing and
Research Station (SIMTARS), which is a business unit of the State Department of Emplgyment,
Economic Development & Innovation, to undertake an inve