i E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS -7 MARCH 2011
RELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT >
ia Other
Stores Board Submission- Phase 4
07/03-01 Consultancy Services in relation to Not
M 137/800/1121/117 OLMCEO environmental management and the A N/A N/A
s . ppr
Performance Specification Incentive
Scheme Evaluation Panel
Stores Board Submission- Provision of
07/03-02 support and maintenance of the Oracle
M 137/800/1121/113- OLMCEO Universal Content Management (UCM) Yes
Implementation for the Customer Services
Desktop and the Corporate Websit
07/03-03 1 137/80011121/1115 osbane | Monthly Project Report - J @ Approved N/A N/A
e :
07/03-04 Affordable Housin venapt and
137/800/1121/109 CPAS Management Plan*28 WMenser Stree Approved N/A N/A
M Calamvale
07/03-05 .
152/160/516/34 CPAS Lrat Ficqlandsy el C E Approved N/A N/A
R elgh\ n
07/03-06 . : :
152/160/516/129 F¥icecourdgBglcigel Neighbourhood: | 400 ved N/A N/A
R
07/03-07
137/800/1121/112 Sl Sl 8 Fiemsnee Approved Yes
M um
07/03-08 0/11 Creative Sparks Grant Program
' 137/800/1121/65 FaC and Lord Mayor’s Young and Emerging Held N/A N/A
M rtists Fellowships
07/03-09 Severe Domestic Squalor and Compulsive
M [ Hoarding Clean-Up Pilot Project Approved wes
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RELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT ]
Imptedjate Other
07/03-10
137/800/1121/37 FaCs Richlands TAFE Site Approved \YeEs
M
DEARA 137/800/1121/118 FaCS Council donation to flood affected 2 ed Y
M community facilities Group 2
07/03-11
137/800/1121/125 CPAS Joint Flood Taskforce pproved TBC
M

Present: Lord Mayor Campbell Newman, G M Quirk, G Knapp, A Cooper, D Mc@ ZA Schrinner, P Matic, M de Wit

M - Indicates an E&C C @ isi

R - Indicates an E&C

e recommen

item), which is included in this document.

jon to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for

inspection on Level 2 of t isbarr&are Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.
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Text Box
M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane. 
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION commifTeE /' 01

File number
137/800/1121/117
Title

Stores Board Submission — Phase 4 Consultancy Services in relation to environmental management
and the Performance Specification Incentive Scheme Evaluation Panel.

Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval to directly enter into a contract with McNeilage and Ass Piy Ltd to
provide consultancy services for the Legacy Way project and for the appointment of cNeilage
as McNeilage and Associates Pty Ltd’s provider of services in relation to:

» Strategic advice on environmental issues arising from required proj reports;

» Evaluation debriefs to the unsuccessful Proponents;

» Performance and Compliance Incentive Scheme (PCIS) eval

» Strategic advice on managing Coordinator General Co s required during the D&C

Phase.

The Contract will be entered into without seeking competltl rs from industry in accordance with
Section 1.2(c), Sole or Restricted Tendering, of the Procur t Manual pursuant to the City of
Brisbane Act 2010.

Submission prepared by

Proponent
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer &\O

Mark Johnston, Actlng Corporate R Se ices Division

Date b B £
\ . { .[‘ noas s

1 March 2011 1 2011

For E&C appro Vmend i o At EM
For E&C a ’ U/;é:/ 777/,’ /@ﬁ{ %}’f\

If forQ ation Qounc is a Council resolution requwed under an Act or Local Law'?

ecomend r lic release S

medlate el
-
Recommendation

% Establishment and Co-ordination Committee approves the attached submission.

A | £ m
,\/\,A/v(«#/

Mark Johnétg Colin Jensen
ACTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

19.0 impact

20.0

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on 1
March 2011.

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

CONTRACT CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION
NO.

A100026A-09/10  Phase 4 Consultancy Servicesin ~ For E&C approval
relation to environmental
management and the
Performance Specification

Incentive Scheme Evaluation
Panel

Consultation %

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

L]
L]
L]
e Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal O @

The recommended process will proviz@ advant@geaus'aytcome for Council.
Commercial in confidence v ?

Not Applicable. O

Vision/Corporate Plan imt

The recommendé ubmi@yﬁbute to the efficient management of the City's

resources.
Custo pa

i ssion cove ing out of work or supply of goods and services to meet Council

he
rovedyprograms.
18. @vnmen im t

recyc ducts. Environmental considerations will be taken into account in the evaluation of tenders
where appligable.

endererxr vajfiated in line with Council's policy on the use of environmentally friendly and
mitted in accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.

Financial impact

Financial details are included in the Divisional submission.

Human resource impact

Not Applicable




Urgency

As soon as possible.

23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy

As required.

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons re from that
recommendation should be recorded here.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE? f//
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File number
137/800/1121/113

Title

Stores Board Submission — Provision of support and maintenance of the Oracle Universal Content
Management (UCM) implementation for the Customer Services Desktop and the Corporate Website.

Issue/purpose

To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee to directly enter int tr
with ASG Group Limited, for the provision of support and maintenance of the Oracle Unive ent
Management (UCM) implementation, without seeking competitive tenders from indust ance
with Section 1.2(c), Sole or Restricted Tendering, of the Procurement Manual puggtian City of
Brisbane Act 2010.

Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer ‘ ,

Submission prepared by

Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Manager, Corporate Séyices Division

Date
1 March 2011 \O
For E&C approval or recommendation to &l %

For E&C approval
If for recommendation to Council| is a ncil r lusiomyrequired under an Act or Local Law?
No \

Recommended for p M @V
Immediate release Q~

Recommen
L Lord Mayor
Wb 77
That t stablishment apd Co%erdination Committee aﬁproves the a&lﬁﬁ/submissmn.

ark Jg on Colin Jensen
ACTING PORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

ACTION TAKEN

07 MAR 2011

TCWN CLERK
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12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

20.0

21.0

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on 1
March 2011.

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

CONTRACT CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION
NO.

V100285-09/10 Provision of support and For E&C approval

maintenance of the Oracle @
Universal Content Management
(UCM) implementation for the
Customer Services Desktop and
the Corporate Website %
Consultation < ,

The Chief Executive Officer

Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration responsible for tF€ subission
Stores Board

Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation. O

Implications of proposal \ @

The recommended process will provide t n@xantageou cone for Courjcil‘
Commercial in confidence ’v v

Not Applicable. O %

N

ntgibute to the efficient management of the City's

Vision/Corporate Plan impagt

The recommendatio missio
resources.

Customer img

The submissiomgovers the ca g out of work or supply of goods and services to meet Council
appra¥ed programs.

(viro tal i c
ers ar%'te in line with Council's policy on the use of environmentally friendly and

ycled products. Bnvironmental considerations will be taken into account in the evaluation of tenders

here q@)le.
PoliN

Submitted in accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.
Financial impact
Financial details are included in the Divisional submission.

Human resource impact

Not Applicable




22.0

23.0

24.0

Urgency

As soon as possible.

Publicity/marketing strategy
As required.

Options

Option 1: That the E&C approves the recommendation.

Option 2: Not approve the recommendation. ;@

Option 1 is the preferred option. :
NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for regrom that

recommendation should be recorded here.

So




SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number

137/800/1121/115
2.0 Title

Monthly Project Report — January 2011
P | 3.0 Issue/purpose

The purpose of this Submission is to provide regular Project performance updates on @Q

4.0 Proponent @
Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure Division, 3403 765%

5.0 Submission prepared by

. Greg Evans, Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Services, 3403 4161. t{,[z/( (

6.0 Date

24 February, 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Cou@ T oding U

For E&C approval. & FL g Qo ) '
8.0 If for recommendation to Council, is a cil resolutign requiged under an Act or Local Law?
N/A < , @

9.0 Recommended for public rele& V & zﬁ p % ‘! E ﬁ
o NV @ 20
10.0 Recommendation [ N

ss
-------------------

’ That E&C acc e ly Projegf Repo " .'q; ...... e Mayf/fﬂ
AT 5 o . ol
1.0 2 Aty
S

i

Divisional V\@ v Chairman /a( \\\~

C i AN
@ ' | Support / Reject the recommendation.

% If reject, please state reasons.

.
/J) A A «

Barry Broe Councillor Adrian Schrinner,
DIVISIONAL MANAGER, Chairman, Finance, Economic Development
Brisbane Infrastructure Division and Administration Committee

rEF EXECUTIVE OFF!
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13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

21.0

22.0

Background

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

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

Consultation @
Individual project reports are compiled by Project Reporters, in consultation with t
e Project Managers,

e Program Managers/Business Unit Financial Controllers,

e Divisional/Executive Managers,

e Branch Managers, and
e Manager, Marketing & Communication E < |

‘Are in agreement with the recommendation. %

Implications of proposal

It is envisaged that this approach will improve our capa spond to any emerging issues and

Commercial in confidence &\

No.
Visio'n/Corporate Plan impact v v
Nil. O @
Customer impact \ V

« Improved sta Mt - and

o Improved awa Risk e Principles.
Enviroan t g

il, - Q‘

>

Palicy impact

O\
j&

resource impact

Z

Nil.
Urgency

In the normal course of business.




23.0

24.0

Publicity/marketing strategy
N/A.
Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation that E&C accept the Monthly Project Report for January
2011.

Option 2: Do not accept the report.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for depart %at
recommendation should be recorded here.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE
File number
137/800/1121/109
Title
Affordable Housing Covenant and Management Plan 28 Menser Street Calamvale
Issue/purpose - @
To approve the entering and registration of the Affordable Housing Covenant angPi tation of
the associated Affordable Housing Management Plan for 11 units located ser Street
Calamvale, (Lot 9 RP907437). %
Proponent %
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustai t@ision

Submission prepared by
Brandon Bouda, City Planning, ext. 34863 P R Q E @

Date

7 March 2011 \

For E&C approval or recommendation to&il

For E&C approval v
-

If for recommendation to Co ouncil ti

4 Qfd "r‘ﬁ avaoY
.//707

required under an Act or Local Law?

No y W@N TAKEN S
i ii,«.. w"".:, e
Recommended for @' aSeQ~ Lo AR 70T R

Not for Releas F
ATG‘.‘M.\. \_4..4...._‘.\.\.

TS QRS e KL
Recomm n e s
Tha C approve edling and registration of the Affordable Housing Covenant and

implementfgtion of t ;%d Affordable Housing Management Plan for 11 units, (units 4, 5, 6, 7, .
2N

G , 16, 1#a ocated at 28 Menser Street Calamvale.

ivisi Manager Chairman
, | Support /\Rejegt the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.
; . %% R

Andrew Chesterman Cr Amanda Cooper

DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING

CITY PLANING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT
COMMITTEE




12.0

Background

The Affordable Housing Incentive Policy and Guidelines (the Package) was adopted by Full Council on
2 December 2008. The Package outlines the available incentives, eligibility requirements and
administrative processes for developers who incorporate affordable housing into their developments.

Brisbane City Council (Council) received an application from a developer requesting financial
relaxations in accordance with the Package for 11 units committed as affordable housing through the
Commonwealth's National Rental Affordability Scheme located at 28 Menser Street Calamvale. While
the development for 28 Menser Street was approved by Council on 4 March 2010, and the
assessment of the development was not for affordable housing, the application to the packagé” for
financial relaxation is therefore not in conjunction with a Development Approval. The lodgemenfof ife
Affordable Housing Covenant will be undertaken in accordance with the Land Title Act 1994 {&lighili

for financial relaxations Package is outlined in attachment “B”.

While not assessed and approved against the specific Affordable Housing Provisio ityNplan, the
approval allowed for an increase in density, (12 dwellings per hectare to 30.7 d hectare)
and subsequently additional units, (9 units to 22 units) than what would have othe plied to this
site.

The application has been assessed and it has been determined that it i@ or the Package. In
this regard, Council has negotiated with the developer impleme n e Affordable Housing
Covenant and implementation of the Management Plan. This i ey eligible tenants, (low to
moderate income households), the anticipated rental redugtions, &if#fented) and the reporting
requirements.

The developer now requests the formal lodgement
Covenant and implementation of the associated Managé

developfMmept conditions, approval from
Civic Cabinet is now sought to formally lodge er the A lepHousing Covenant and
implement the associated Affordable Housing emeént Plan.cc E

It is recommended that E&C approve the s d regist
and implementation of the associated dalife Housin
7,8,9, 12,15, 16, 17 and 21) locatedfat 28 ser St

List of Attachments: \
A- Summary V
(o

B- Eligibility for financfakr ns th

istration of the Affordable Housing

Affordable Housing Covenant
a nt Plan for 11 units, (units 4, 5, 6,
vale.

13




13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

21.0

»;

Consultation

e Cr Amanda Cooper, Chairman Neighbourhood Planning and Development Assessment
Committee;

e Maria Menchise, Team Leader Property Law, BCLP (10 February 2011)

All of the above are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

The Affordable Housing Covenant will be registered on the title of 11 units located at 28 Men€er Street

(units 4, 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 12, 15, 16, 17 and 21) and will remain in force for a period of ten (10f\eaks.
associated Management Plan details the requirements for maintaining the affordable,hou ring
this period. Each successive landowner will be subject to the Affordable Housj ant and
Management Plan provisions, for the term of ten years.

Commercial in confidence :
No < :

Vision/Corporate Plan impact
The sealing and registration of the Affordable Housing Covenant andyigfblementation of the associated

Management Plan will assist in meeting the outcomes in Livin Brishane 2026 and assist in meeting
the outcomes of the Affordable Housing and Homelessne )

y.
Program 4 — Future Brisbane
Outcome 4.1 — Planning for a growing City
“Provide a diverse range of housing options & changi oBio-dgfmographics.
o Facilitate building of low-cost housi d ermergen ac%dation ‘by the private and public
sectors.”

Customer impact < ’
The affordable housing wi enskthat thgs&yhouselolds on low to moderate incomes will have
access to quality and affgnga ommc@

Environmental impQagt

Nil

Policy impa

The firegistgring of ghe able Housing Covenant and implementation of the associated
t Plan esyio the requirements of the Affordable Housing Incentive Policy.

20, inapgcial impaa
nce the Affordablé Housing Covenant and Management Plan have been properly executed by the
d

eveloper, ‘and the Covenant is registered on the title of the applicable units. The developer will be
entitled e ne off financial rebate in the order of $275,000. This rebate can be funded through the
existing Affordable Housing Budget 00385792 and 00419662.

Human resource impact

City Planning and Brisbane City Legal Practice have been negotiating with the developer over the
provisions of the Affordable Housing Covenant and Management Plan. These have concluded and
once a resolution from Civic Cabinet has been received, Brisbane City Legal Practice will register the
Affordable Housing Covenant and City Planning will issue the financial rebates.

14




22.0

23.0

24.0

Urgency
Normal course of business

Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil

Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation

Option 2. Resolve not to approve the sealing and registration of the Affordable Housin ts
and Management Plans for 11 units located at 28 Menser Street Calamyale,
RP907437).

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reason ure from that

recommendation should be recorded here. O
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Nt

~
greatér than
con@itions satisfa
O ity'l egal ctice.

Greg Evans
ACTING CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER

E&C

07 MAR 28 1 0
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION commmég ' s

File number
137/800/1121/112
Title

Wynnum Central State School, 145 Florence Street, Wynnum
Issue/purpose

Acquisition of Wynnum Central State School, 145 Florence Street, Wynnum
Proponent

Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating Officer, Ext: 39110
Submission prepared by

Mark Mazurkiewicz, Branch Manager, City Property, Ext: 34145
Date |

7 March 2011

For E&C approVaI or recommendation to Council

e el Tk DAL Y S

E&C approval

No

Recommended for public rele\
Immediate release
Lord Mayor

Recommendation @V @
That E&C approvethe f8loWing: Q~ - m é%u‘liiﬁfdj
s

stter of int the Queensland Government seeking to acquire the Wynnum
ately 10,500m? of land and buildings), at an acquisition price

plus stamp duties and charges in 2011/2012, on terms and

the Manager, City Property and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane

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

da

Chairman
| Support / Rejett the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

Yol
@T ).

Cougcillor Adrian Schrinner
CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE

16
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12.0 Background

In early 2010 the Queensland Government (the State) advised Council of their intention to sell the
Wynnum Central State School site (10,500m?) located at 145 Florence St, Wynnum. The State
advised their valuation for the Wynnum site to be  redacted

During a meeting with Minister Paul Lucas on 24 August 2010, Department of Public Works,
Project Services Branch (DPW) officers advised that a further valuation completed by SVS

Valuers revised the site’s valuation to  redacted |t was agreed amongst stakeholder further
review the site valuation, taking into consideration highest and best use, current markgt nd

and assistance from DPW to remove the older buildings fronting Charlotte Street.

City Property met with Queensland Government Department of Education &an ing (DET)
and DPW representatives to agree the commercial terms of the disposalf owing items
were agreed in principle with the State:

e alarge area of the site in the middle section is to be retain arkpurposes.

o the heritage school building fronting Florence Street is {0 be rétathed and the old school
buildings fronting Charlotte Street would be remov; e State at their expense and
management, with some potential financial contributi ouncil.

e the balance of land at the western end of th&, site i be sold separately to Brisbane

Housing Company (BHC) via Council, afte ungil acquired the whole school site.

e purchase price was not agreed at thisO
A hypothetical feasibility assessment h % pleted ity Property, to determine whether
to proceed any further with the sit uisitien. See c — Wynnum Central State
School Site Plan.

The proposed master devel an allows,for f the existing heritage school building
in the short term at an estinfated of $80 e Manager, Library Services has supported
the potential relocation af the, exigting Bay cedibrary to the Wynnum Central State School
site. A further assessm%S e suitgbility new library facility, whether in the heritage
building or elsewhefg,on the¥site, wauldWgeedpto be undertaken. Costs associated with a new
library fit out (n e leted j# thgpinitigl phase) could be potentially funded from the future
sale of the B site.

The bala of the site could located for BHC’s proposal at the western end, park in the
centr r residential commercial development fronting Charlotte Street at the
east d. Costs a gs associated with this subdivision and parkland works are estimated at
$600,

Total acqliig costs, including stamp duty, consultants, refurbishment and
5 redacted

@visi naree
ubseqgifenigmegting with DET and DPW on 18 November 2010 and foIIoWing conversations
in early 2@1 Eland DPW representatives advised that if Council is serious about acquiring
the sitg, a\formalfetter of offer should be sent urgently.

Based on the feasibility assessment and subsequent preliminary discussions with consultants,
F approval is now sought to:

1) Issue a letter of intent to the Queensland Government seeking to acquire the Wynnum
Central State School (approximately 10,500m? of land and buildings), at an acquisition
price no greater than  redacted  plus stamp duties and charges in 2011/2012, on terms
and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, City Property and the Chief Legal Counsel,
Brisbane City Legal Practice.



13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

Consultation

e Councillor Adrian Schrinner, Chairman, Finance, Economic Development and Administration
Committee
e Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services ( 24 February 2011)

o Margaret Barrett, Program Outcome Manager Subtropical City & Biodiversity (24 February
2011)

e Greg Swain, Acting Media and PR Manager, Corporate Communications (24 February 2011)

e David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (24 February 2011)
e Emma Felsman, Business Services Manager, City Property (24 February 2011) @

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
Implications of proposal
This project will potentially deliver a range of community and economic ben

e Activation of the Wynnum CBD business precmct through crea of '@ new residential
development and supply for the next three (3) years (to be gevelo by BHC)

e Creation of a new large open park space in close proxnm|t o cofhmunity use facilities —
cost neutral to constituents

e Establishment of a community facility through adaptlv s@ of the existing (refurbished)
heritage school building - cost neutral to constitu

e Provision for a new library and community faci the heritage building or adjoining
vacant land on the Wynnum Central School si medium to long term - cost neutral
to constituents should the Bay Terrace sit€ t a later date.

Commercial in confidence \
K & %
V|S|onICorporate Plan i impact v v
This proposal is in line with tC ncil poh%
Customer impact @V
Enwronmen@ : Q‘

mpa t v

anma impact

Upogsacceptance of the letter of intent by the Queensland Government, City Property will seek
budg dmg for the acquisition.

21.0 Nn resource impact

22.0

Nil
Urgency

Urgent - in order to meet Queensland Government negotiation timing




23.0

24.0

Publicity/marketing strategy

Community benefits derived from increased population within the Wynnum central business
district and improvement in public open space and community facilities by refurbishing the school
building.

Options

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

Option 1 is the preferred option. @
NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for de
that recommendation should be recorded here. Q
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/51
2.0 Title

Severe Domestic Squalor and Compulsive Hoarding Clean-Up Pilot Project

3.0 Issue/purpose &
To seek E&C approval to undertake a pilot project that responds to severe domestigs nd
compulsive hoarding in the south region of Brisbane ‘ @ ;
4.0 Proponent :

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Servi<es ’

5.0 Submission prepared by %
Donna Bowe, Community Development Coordinator South j ,‘ mmunity Services, ext 70303

6.0 Date

7 March 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation t&:i

E&C approval Mja,-y?{//’
e T

8.0 If for recommendation to Coundil, is uncil r, required‘under an Act or Local Law?

_y X

' N e "PROVED
9.0 Recommended for p e . : > N\ 4 )
) /i o iy A ﬂ"'l*
Immediate release ‘ % . RTAY: MAR z‘.d.i
} , T il . D
10.0 Recomme dg)e'l*j’s{-mé Py . L

Lord Mayor

re'Womestic Squalor and Compulsive Hoarding Clean-Up Pilot Project, as

Y

uw ‘U e Yl G U

ovtcore, b hedur

11.0 @. re
PP 7 b (m 3 ¢
»|V|S|onal Man r Chairman
Q - | Support/'Reject the recommendation.
5\ reject, pléase state reasons.
@ SRS @mw ‘%aﬂo

That B&€ appréve the
set @ut in Attachment B.

Vicki Pethybridge . Councillor Geraldine Knapp
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN - FAMILIES & COMMUNITY
FAMILIES & COMMUNITY SERVICES SERVICES COMMITTEE

I Recomim ordingly

..... T ETTTT T e sassannsenanenes -

CHiEE EXECUTIVE OFFICER

L)

e




12.0

Background

Domestic squalor involves the ongoing failure to remove household waste and other rubbish, leading
to unhealthy and unsafe living conditions in and around the house. Compulsive hoarding is a
psychological disorder marked by an obsessive need to acquire and keep things, even if the items are
worthless, hazardous, or unsanitary. In these situations, living environments become so cluttered,
even basic living activities such as cooking, cleaning and showering are impaired.

Council is responsible for the administration and enforcement of the Public Health Act 2005. Council’s
current response to cases of domestic squalor and compulsive hoarding is outlined in its Public Health
Risk Standard Operating Procedure.

In 2009, Compliance and Regulatory Services (CARS) issued 35 Public Health Orde high 27
were from the South Region. Six of these escalated to Court issued Enforcement Ord g the
2009 calendar year CARS completed a total of 4 domestic cleanups at a total 42, The

current process is costly to Council and can be distressing for individuals. Cosi€ to e a not-for-
profit organisation at the Public Health Order stage will be lower than the costs{asséci with Council
coordinating a forced clean up.

cases of severe and exceptional domestic squalor or hoarding that @ttractfPublic Health Orders. Only
affected residents who are identified as significantly lacking c it
included in the project.

ic squalor and compulsive hoarding in a
d less distressing to the needs of the
t practice model that reflects significant
in New” South Wales, Victoria and South

research and successful models already imple

Australia. nx/

E&C approval is now sought to implem e Severe D alor and Compulsive Hoarding
hme

The proposed Severe Domestic Squalor and Compulsive Hoardi@ -Up Pilot Project targets

pond to an Order would be

This project also seeks to address the issue of sever
way which is less costly to Council and more respg
affected residents. The approach will be base

Clean-Up Pilot Project, as set out in
13.0 Consultation

Q

Craig Stevens, cat|on Marketing and Communication Branch (22 Dec

2010)

Greg Evans,

Karen

Mark T s, Solicitor,

J Rutt cting io
nda Gillam, Busine

Brett Turville, Acting Branch F! CA S (22 010
Kent Stroud, Branch ager, Commu y rv;c (22 Dec 2010)
David Askern, Chigf'L¢ Legal Practice (22 Dec 2010)

Corporate Finance (22 Dec 2010)
ity Legal Practice (19 August 2010)
City Legal Practice (19 August 2010)

ent Manager, CARS (31 August 2010)

urelle Muig, ager Community Planning and Engagement, Community Services (19 August
010)
Susan Grahan® Senior Coordinator for the Severe Domestic Squalor program at Catholic Community
Se NSW (2 September 2010)

NI greement with the recommendation.

@ esga Fabr andger Inclusive Communities, Community Services (15 June and 19 August
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14.0 Implications of proposal

Positive implications for the proposed Severe Domestic Squalor and Compulsive Hoarding Clean-Up
Pilot are:
e Financial Savings —
o Less time being spent by CARS Officers and BCLP staff in negotiation and enforcement
activities .
o Proposed case management and specialised cleaning costs of a not-for-profit community
organisation are substantially lower than a commercially contracted clean, of which there

is little to no cost recovery.
e Community Benefit — Case management and specialised cleaning may result in sting

positive change and residents getting support tailored to their needs.

e Corporate Responsibility — The approach proposed in this pilot is more regpon it is
inclusive to the needs and capacities of the affected group and can reduce emplo SS.
15.0 Commercial in confidence
Nil

16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact < ’

This pilot project is linked to the following 2026 Vision themes:
e Friendly, safe city
e Clean and green city

As well as the following city wide outcomes:
e Inclusive and caring communities
e Better Public Health \
e Connected and Engaged Communj ;
This pilot project is linked to the followirWrat_e Pla gr and strategies:
e Outcome 5.4 Social Inclugion ;
e Qutcome 7.1 Public H\ &

17.0 Customer impact

<.

The affected resid

e develop an
L]

Thi@ult in-=

proyed livin

e improved ndwell being for the resident and surrounding community

; ecreased gonf nd improve relationships with neighbours and the broader community

mitigated legal and financial ramifications to both Council and the effected resident

o re@housing insecurity/risk of homelessness.
Enm

mental impact

18.0
Nil.

19.0 Policy impact
CARS have the responsibility for the administration and enforcement of the Public Health Act 2005 and

the subsequent Public Health Risk Standard Operating Procedures (SOP). Under this pilot the new
procedures developed would be complementary to this SOP which can be resumed at any time.
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20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Financial impact

The estimated total cost for the pilot project (working with three problem properties) is $18,240
(including GST). Funding to implement this pilot project will be met in existing budget from Program 7,
Public Health Strategies and Services 7.1.1.2. -

Human resource impact

This project will not require any additional human resources.

Urgency

In normal course of business

Publicity/marketing strategy

Successful outcomes of the project could be promoted to stakeholders as identifi
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, reasons for departure from that

recommendation should be recorded here. O ' s




F&C
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COUM%ﬂ 1 0

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/37

2.0 Title
Richlands TAFE Site.

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to:
1. Rescind its decision of 9 September 2008 accepting land and associated facilities at

Street, Inala (the ‘Richlands TAFE site’) from the Queensland State Government, the
Department of Communities be advised accordingly; and '
2. Approve for the Lord Mayor to write to the Minister proposing that the 1.4 n.space

component of the Richlands TAFE site be ceded to the adjoining Richlands
a view to the development, in due course, of a community use aquatic faci

4.0 Proponent
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager — Families & Community Servic@

5.0 Submission prepared by %
Lavinia Wood, Business Alignment Manager - Community F&gilities ®8Port & Recreation - Ext 39184

6.0 Date

07 March 2011 MO
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation t(&un\ Yy
For E&C approval.

8.0 If for recommendation to Councif] IS a Euncil resdlut

No
d Mavor

9.0 Recommended for pu 'W V
Lor

For immediate reledse.
10.0 Recommendati
i d \\- «
That E&C:
8 \
1. (Rescind its decision tember 2008 accepting land and associated facilities at 79 Poinsettia

:
,li’«ﬂ,‘a.w g N
eetd'Inala

lands TAFE site’) from the Queensland State Government, and that the
ities be advised accordingly; and

TN

K el N N Al TN
REGEIVED

AL DY
! L

-2 COMMITTEE sE¢vic

fred under an Act or Local Law? "

Approv e Lord Mayor to write to the Minister proposing that the 1.4 hectare open space
component of the Richlands TAFE site be ceded to the adjoining Richlands East State School with

% the development, in due course, of a community use aquatic facility/ school pool.
11.0
DivisionalN

ﬁ;?@z:&ject the recommendation.

cted, please state reasons.

Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Geraldine Knapp
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
IR ccordingly FAMILIES & COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE

L?HI EF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 24




12.0

Background

At its meeting of 09 September 2008, E&C resolved to accept land and associated facilities (the
‘Richlands TAFE site’) from the Queensland State Government with the intention of developing the site
as the Inala Community Precinct (Attachment B).

The site is 2.3390 hectares and comprises four (4) buildings (originally the former East Richlands State
High School) and approximately 1.4 hectares of open space (Attachment E). The transfer has not
been finalised to date.

Council received correspondence dated 15 November 2010 from the State Government's,Community

Partnerships section (Attachment C) enclosing the proposed Capital Funding Agreeme een the
Department of Communities and Brisbane City Council. This proposed Agreement of aypent of
$650,000 (excluding GST) to Council to support master planning, office floor pl igh, fit out
preparation, furnishing and equipment and marketing and communication, whicfn réguction from

the original sum of $700,000 (excluding GST).

d be developed as
rres Strait Islanders

, respectively) together
The proposed Agreement

The State Government'’s proposed Capital Funding seeks to ensure the f
a Community Hub, housing the current tenants (Inala Elders Aborigin
Corporation and the Inala Baptist Church Community Care Branch
with ‘community organisations occupying departmental houses jnh Inal@’.

also binds Council to use its ‘best endeavours to enter into le ith llala Wangara and Inala Youth
Services’. In short, the Agreement seeks to ensure that a @ouneil- ed and operated facility would
house a client base which, in the main, is normally serviced e State Government.

Given the time elapsed since the last condition augi completed in June 2008, Council officers
commissioned an updated assessment (GH .12.10). The findings of the recent

assessment indicate that:

1. during the 29 months between th little @intghance if any has been done on any
of the four buildings;
2 has

n further onation of the buildings;

. between 2008 and 2010 there
3. the ‘Immediate’ and ‘Year sts ass rectification and maintenance issues
have increased consigérabl tween@ 2010.

ake the works set out in the Capital Funding

Approximately $1.3 million§ required to
Agreement. In additiog, the buildi w e are some 40 years old, placing them more than
&ip# gar |j g

halfway through t I d 60 yg@r life
The decision %8 to ace€pt tr ansfer of the former Richlands TAFE site was made prior to
the signific in globél aptslecal financial circumstances and at a time when Council held a

different pe

@ -11 t or forward estimates for this initiative and with the emergent flood
i y fu available in the short to medium term.
he ingplication of r ipd the 2008 E&C decision is that Council will not take on ownership of the

pace that forms part of the Richlands TAFE site is considered to represent the
st opportuni meet the longstanding need for an aquatic facility in the Inala/ Richlands

catchm jven a site approaching 10,000 square metres (1.0 hectare of land) is needed for this

pursose. Th& transfer of the land to the adjacent Richlands East State School would place it in
ua

space pe

@chl ds TAEE site @nd associated buildings/ facilities, including the approximately 1.4 hectares of

s ing for this purpose until such time as circumstances permit its development. The aquatic
fa uld benefit the school and the wider community. Recent examples of such community use
K acilities/ school pools are those developed at the Mount Gravatt East State School and the
RuReorn State High School, respectively.

In this context, a further option recognises the value that the approximately 1.4 hectares of open space
on the Richlands TAFE site represents in locating an aquatic facility in this catchment (an identified
community need) with the Lord Mayor writing to the Minister to recommend that the 1.4 hectare open
space component of the Richlands TAFE site be ceded to the adjoining Richlands East State School
with a view to the development, in due course, of a community use aquatic facility/ school pool on this
site.
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13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18

19.0

E&C approval is now sought for E&C rescind its decision of 9 September 2008 to accept the land and
facilities and that approval is granted to the Lord Mayor to write to the Minister to recommend ceding
the open space component of the Richlands TAFE site to the adjoining Richlands East State School
(Attachment F).

Consultation

Kent Stroud — Manager Community Services (10 December 2010)
Lorraine Gregory — Manager Healthy & Vibrant Communities (10 December 2010)
David Askern - Chief Legal Counsel (3 February 2011)
Greg Evans — Chief Financial Officer (8 February 2011)
Greg Swain — Corporate Communication Manager (3 February 2011)

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

The implication of rescinding the 2008 E&C decision is that Council will pot ¥ake o ownership of the
Richlands TAFE site and associated buildings/ facilities, including the @pproximately 1.4 hectares of
open space. This land is considered to represent the best opportunit meet the longstanding need
for an aquatic facility in this catchment, given a site approaching 1#( e metres (1.0 hectare of
land) is needed for this purpose.

Commercial in confidence

. O V
Vision/ Corporate Plan Impact \ @
The recommendation responds to the Active & H&althy Comm spirational goals set out in ‘Our
Shared Vision Living In Brisbane 2026
The recommendation responds to t g ‘Corpgrate ;an 2008-12 (2010 Update)’ goals:
e 5.3 Active & HealthiCo unltles
e 5.4 Social IncIu3|
e 55Well m ml@'

eisionCouncil offi e held discussions with the existing and some potential
rviceNand Inala Wangarra (Indigenous community organisation).
icated that they are interested in space at the site. These groups
ncn Is not going to take over responsibility for the site.

Customer Impact

Since the 2008

The r ndatlon re e land component be transferred to Richlands East State School
he id mumty need for an aquatic facility in the Inala/ Richlands catchment.

men%c
Pollt\

Nil
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20.0 Financial impact

A summary of the projected capital and operating costs of accepting the transfer of the land and
associated facilities at 79 Poinsettia Street, Inala (the ‘Richlands TAFE site’) is presented in the

following table:

CAPITAL COSTS
a Comprising:
Capital Costs $1éior}qg'§$ e  $650,000 repairs and maintenance upgrade
e  $650,000 fixtures, furnishings & fittings
. ($650,000) i .
Less Capital Revenue excl GST | ® one-off transfer to be received from the State toward ca
Shortfall $650,000
OPERATING COSTS
Operating Costs $5,000 /month | e  current monthly costs as advised by the Sta
Depreciation (not determined) | e  proposed Agreement is silent on transfeng
Operating Revenue (not determined) | ° Eﬁ;?:g?l to offset in part through tengat 73

There is no budget provision in the approved 2010-11 budget
and it is unlikely there will be funds available in the short to mgdi e

floods.

21.0 Human resource impact
Nil

22.0 Urgency

In the normal course of business

Attachment D.

24.0 Options V
In reconsidering itSYgo . E&C

Option 1
That E&C!

° cind s decisi
Street, Inala (the
e ment

° pprove f
omponeng of

of

due to costs with the recent

23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy v

The proposed marketing andeommunigation str is provided for E&C’s consideration as

eptember 2008 accepting land and associated facilities at 79 Poinsettia
s TAFE site’) from the Queensland State Government, and that the
mRiunities be advised accordingly; and

Mayor to write to the Minister proposing that the 1.4 hectare open space
ichlands TAFE site be ceded to the adjoining Richlands East State School with

avie development, in due course, of a community use aquatic facility/ school pool.

—

Option 1 is the preferred option.

Qm@
R consider a different allocation than has been recommended in Option 1, Attachment B.

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

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/118
2.0 Title
Council donation to flood affected community facilities Group 2

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to grant a donation of $5000 to each flood affected community C ‘
in Attachment B subject to Council being satisfied as to public access to the I
facility. ,
4.0 Proponent
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Servicesy

5.0 Submission prepared by

6.0 Date

7 March 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to CA

For E&C approval o ?@LERK
8.0 If for recommendation to Counc I, QA cil re uired under an Act or Local Law?
| Not applicable \

9.0 Recommended for pu

f’ é

Immediate release__

10.0

aﬂ{/ .......... dayor%ﬁ o

: onat 5000 to each flood a ected o munlty facility as set out i
Attach ent B ‘ubJect to Co ing satisfied as to public access to the relevant community facility.

@ Chairman
| Support LReject the recommendation
eject please state reasons

e Q\Q\CQA.&.O %

Vicki Pethybridge Geraldine Knapp
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
COMMITTEE
<
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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12.0 Background

On 1 March 2011, the Lord Mayor announced the Community Facilities Flood Recovery Package. The
package included a $5000 donation to 84 clubs that Council was aware had been damaged in the
January 2011 Brisbane floods.

Since the announcement, six organisations and clubs have contacted Council and advised that they
were damaged in the floods. All these organisations are on private land.

Two of the clubs are community clubs and therefore a donation of $5000 is recommended. Three of
the clubs are golf clubs and one is a church managed facility.

Golf clubs do not always allow public access. Information is currently being sought
of general
public access. It is therefore recommended that these clubs only be given a d 000'if they
can demonstrated public access to the satisfaction of the Chairman of the

Services Committee

» (ofo munify 'facilities as set

Approval is now for E&C to grant a donation of $5000 to each flood aff pc
iQ the relevant community

out in Attachment B, subject to Council being satisfied as to public
facility.

13.0 Consultation
Greg Evans, A/Chief Operating Officer
Jim Brabon, Team Leader - Community Fac

Michael Burmeister, Project Manager, Fami
David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel

14.0 Implications of proposal : v
15.0 Commercialin confirV\

he ri omrhe;n‘d tio ds to the following ‘Corporate Plan 2008-12 (2010 Update)’ goals:
¢ 5 FActivel& Healthy Communities

O

nclusion
-managed community facilities

Gi

Cu er impact .
& cted community clubs will receive immediate financial support from Council.
18.0 En

onmental impact
Nil

19.0 Policy impact

Nil




20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Financial impact

Funding of $30,000 is available from 5.5.1.1 Facilities Development and Maintenance
Human resource impact

Nil

Urgency

As soon as possible

Publicity/marketing strategy @
Nil. %

Options

Approve the provision of the grants to the organisations listed

Option 1: chAynent B.
Option 2:  Amend the list of organisations listed in Attachment B.
Option 3: Do not make a donation

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, the e redsons for departure from that

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

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/125

2.0 Title

ACTION TAKEN
AUE

o

77 MA

-
1

Joint Flood Taskforce

N
%

3.0 Issue/purpose

To provide E&C with information relating to the Joint Flood Taskforce.

5.0 Submission prepared by CGMMITTEE SECTION

* A

4.0 Proponent SRR
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, CPaS O < e LU

Shane Hackett, A/Manager, Water Resources (x36099)
6.0 Date

Monday 7 March
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to C

E&C Approval

8.0 If for recommendation to Councilgi NWH resolu
N/A \
9.0 Recommended for

public\elease
Netiorrelease | / SLASE

10.0 Recommendat

That E&C Qe informati ting to the Joint Flood Taskforce, as outlined in Attachment B.

11.0 ]
Divisi r @ Chairman _
4 | Support TReject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

7 It =
Andrew Chesterman Cr Amanda Cooper
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT
COMMITTEE
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12.0 Background
In January 2011, Brisbane experienced the second-highest flood of the last 100 years, after January
1974. There was major flooding throughout most of the Brisbane River Catchment, and thousands of
properties were inundated.
Following this event, a Joint Flood Taskforce was established to report, within 30 days, on key issues
relevant to flood controls in Brisbane. This taskforce was limited by the data and modelling available,
and that could be made available, during this timeframe. Further, the findings of this taskforce are of

an interim nature, pending the outcome of a number of reviews that are currently underway, including
the Queensiand Floods Commission of Inquiry and Council's Flood Response Review Board.

The work of the Joint Flood Taskforce is not yet complete, and the findings discussed in At
are initial draft findings.
It is recommended that E&C note the information relating to the Joint Flood Taskfgfce 4as Outlined in
Attachment B. :
13.0 Consultation %
o David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel (04/03/11) O

All are in agreement with the recommendation. %
14.0 Implications of proposal
N/A

15.0 Commercial in confidence &\O @

N/A

16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact ? g ?\
N <</
17.0  Customer impact V @V

N/A

18.0 Environmental ac

i Q %
19.0 PoIit@ct v

2 Qial irﬂ
/A
21.0 Huv@rce impact

N/A
22.0 Urgency

The initial work of the 30 day Joint Flood Taskforce is due to conclude on Friday 11 March 2011.
23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

N/A




24.0 ~ 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.




GRUSEE —~— - - "
E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 14 MARCH 2011
~ RELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESU i
Immediate Other
N/A N/A
14/03-02 Resumption of land for Environmental
112/20/439/198 CPAS Purposes situated at No.338 Lake Approved N/A N/A
R Manchester Road, Kholo
14/03-03 é:{stretlliaghGovernmdegt Dej : f
137/800/1121/120 CPAS imate ~hange and =Ny ney—= Approved Yes
M Tax Breaks for Gree ine
Consultation Pape
14/03-04 Acquisition of | istrict sp a
112/20/439/62 CPAS purpose a hedale Rgad, Approved N/A N/A
R Rocheda
14/03-05 S orola Zeon
137/800/1121/107 OLMCEO itapdata interface Approved Yes
M
ion — Approval of the
14/03-06 urement Activity Plan for
137/800/1121/129 0 tment Plant Beplacement. | eomied Yes
M an nce Services & Dunlop Park
ing Pool Water Treatment Works.
No. V110154-10/11
14/03-07 0/11 Creative Sparks Grant Program
137/800/1121/65 ‘FaC nd Lord Mayor’s Young and Emerging Approved Yes
M Artists Fellowships
14/03-08 .
137/800/1121/131 Qacs CEL Pregram Upeaied lmplementaion Held N/A N/A
M Approach
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 14 MARCH 2011

\ '\ * RELEASE DATE

Present: Lord Mayor Campbéell New

M - Indicates an E&C Committ
R - Indicates an E&C Committee r

M Quirk, G Knapp, A Cooper, D McLachlan, A Schrinner, P Matic, M de Wit

SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT ]
' mediate Other
14/03-09
137/800/1121/124 FaCS ‘Tag them back’ anti-graffiti campaign ved July 2011
M
14/03-10 ' : . L
137/800/1121/122 FaCS Fe§t|val Funding Coptract for Parkinson %Approved Vil
M Neighbourhood Festival
14/03-11 |
137/800/1121/87 FaCS Footpath Dining Local Law. Approved N/A N/A
R < Is
Sy oe g ity Facilit FI cove
137/800/1121/119 FaCS ORI FEckilr OIS ry Approved Yes
M Program — Rou
14/03-13
OLMCEO Exeout es Contrac Approved N/A N/A
M
14/03-14
OLMCEO Approved N/A N/A
M
14/03-15 ent of additional members to the
137/225/137/28 oL nduct Review Panel Approved N/A N/A
R
140818 i f Delegation — Resumption
109/105/219/12 OLMCSO ninmrmbiel o o P Approved N/A N/A
R

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



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

E&C

ThaMAR 200 ¢
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE :

File number
137/800/1121/120

Title

Australian Government Department of Climate Change and Energy Efficiency - Tax Breaks for Green
Buildings Consultation Paper

Issue/purpose

To seek your approval for the attached submission to the Australian Govern ment of
Climate Change and Energy Efficiency about the Tax Breaks for Green Buildin n on Paper.
Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustain@' ision

Submission prepared by
Ken Mackenzie, Senior Program Officer Sustainable uilt%nment, Natural Environment &
Sustainability Branch, 340 35713

M TAKEN

Date .
7 March 2011 O » g

\ L4 OMAR 70
For E&C approval or recommendation®o'Goun 6

TOWN CLERK

For E&C approval
If for recommendation to Couficil, iS\a*Councifreselution requir (under an Act or Local Law?

N/A \ V

Recommended fo%Vtse @ R bt

Immediate release Q~ k

Recom ti LA L L?rdEM;g\a or 7/’7« %BN\

ThatE&C approve C (%ssion to the Australian Government Department of Cliééﬂange
8

-

afild Energy Efficienc onse to the Tax Breaks for Green Buildings Consultation Paper as
inedjh Attachfen

%onal er Chairman

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

\ _
Pl Ay

Andrew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND
CITY PLANN[,, G AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

| Recom rdingly

B e

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




12.0

14.0

16.0

17.0

Background

The Australian Government Department of Climate Change and Energy Efficiency have extended an
invitation to Brisbane City Council (Council) to provide comment on the Tax Breaks for Green Buildings
Consultation Paper. Submissions were due to the Department of Climate and Energy on 18 February
2011. : ‘ . _

Contact was made with the Australian Government Department of Climate Change and Energy
Efficiency prior to submission closure. The Department verbally agreed to extend Council’s ability to
submit after the due date, however due to tight time frames for development of the tax breaks
program, the Department requested Council’s submission urgently.

The proposed Tax Breaks for Green Buildings program seeks to improve the engfgy eefficiency of
existing commercial buildings by offering tax incentives for capital works.

Participation in the proposed program is voluntary, and eligibility is open t i ice buildings,
hotels or shopping centres.

The proposed Tax Breaks for Green 'Buildings program provides eligible s with an opportunity
to claim a bonus tax deduction of 50 per cent of the cost of the eligi r capital works.

In light of the January flood events, the Department of ClimatelChange“and Energy Efficiency is also
seeking advice on special flood related challenges whic evant to the design of the Tax
Breaks for Green Buildings program.

It is recommended that E&C approve Council’'s sub ion to the Australian Government Department
of Climate Change and Energy Efficiency in to the Tax Breaks for Green Buildings

Consultation Paper as outlined in Attachment 2

Attachment B — Council’'s submisgion to Australi overnment Department of Climate Change
and Energy Effici or Green Buildings Consultation Paper
Attachment C — The Austra@ rnment Dgpa f Climate Change and Energy Efficiency Tax
reen

Attachments: \
Attachment A — Summary %
a

Breaks for Idings &ongeiltation Paper

Consultation \ y
Cr Peter Mati nviron / s and Sustainability Committee is in agreement with the
recommendaitio

Implicati of proposal

Prov a submis Australian Government Department of Climate Change and Energy
iciendy about ik reaks for Green Buildings Consultation Paper may ultimately assist Council

in the achieveme g in Brisbane 2026 sustainability targets.
e prop, ax,Breaks for Green Buildings program may also assist Council's current and future
sustainable builienvironment programs with the ability to leverage additional funding benefits for

com | offiCe building owners.

: Qercial in confidence
N ‘

Vision/Corporate Plan impact
Nil
Customer impact

Nil
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18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Environmental impact
Nil

Policy impact

Nil |

Financial impact

Nil

Human resource impact
Nil

Urgency

Urgent. Submissions on the Australian Government Departme
Efficiency Tax Breaks for Green Buildings Consultation Pap eregdue on 18 February 2011. The
Australian Government Department of Climate Change and Epergy Efficiency have indicated that they
are willing to extend Council’'s opportunity to make a s ] owever due to short time frames,
the submission must be provided urgently.

ate Change and Energy

Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil
Options \n @
Option 1: Approve the aﬁa@b ission{(to ustralian Government Department of

Climate Change and Energy Efv cy apout the Tax Breaks for Green Buildings Consultation Paper.
Option 2:  not approve @) mendati v

Option 3:  amend thx endation %

Option 1 is thespreferregr optio V |

NB: If the comm %not foilowed, then the reasons for departure from that

recommendati ould d here.



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

11.0

Immediate release.
‘Recommendation :

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number E&C
137/800/1121/107 TLMAR 201 05
Title

Stores Board Submission — Motorola Zeon MTM800 analogue to digital data interface Kits & software.
Issue/purpose

To seek approval of the Establishment & Coordination Committee to directly enter into a Prgferred
Supplier Arrangement with Motorola Australia Pty Ltd for the provision of Motorola Zeond¥TM800
analogue to digital data interface kits without seeking competitive tenders from industry ingac
with Section 1.2 (c), Sole or Restricted Tendering, of the Procurement Manual pursuant t
Brisbane Act 2010.

Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer. &
Submission prepared by < |
Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Manager, Corporate Servic%ion.

Date N wie "’Vﬁ-\]
| WTIOM TarE

For E&C approval.

If for recommendation to Council, is a% resolut
No. ‘ ,
Recommended for public@

8 March 2011. ¢ LR e
For E&C approval or recommendation to Com@ .

PROVED

nd CozondinatiomCommittee approves the attached subrﬁission.‘

CA'e
NO P

Mark Johnston Colin Jensen

That the Est,

ACTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

20.0

21.0

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on 8
March 2011.

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

CONTRACT CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION
NO. :

N/A Motorola Zeon MTM800 analogue  For E&C approval @
to digital data interface Kits &
software. @
Consultation %
The Chief Executive Officer 1 ,

Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration responsible fo
Stores Board

Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

The recommended process will provide th&st\antaget@%or Council.

Commercial in confidence

Not Applicable. ?“

Vision/Corporate Plan impa\

The recommendation ubgission (We to the efficient management of the City's
resources.

Customer im@
The subngi c s the ing out’of work or supply of goods and services to meet Council

approved rams.

line with Council's policy on the use of environmentally friendly and
onmental considerations will be taken into account in the evaluation of tenders

Poll@ct
SN n accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.

Financial impact

Financial details are included in the Divisional submission.

Human resource impact

Not applicable.




Urgency

As soon as possible.
Publicity/marketing strategy
As required.

Options
Option 1: That the E&C approves the recommendation.

Option 2: Not approve the recommendation. @
Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasong fo arture from that
recommendation should be recorded here.




E&C
TAba 80 06
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/129
2.0 Title

Stores Board Submission — Approval of the Significant Procurement Activity Plan for Pool Water
Treatment Plant Replacement and Maintenance Services. Contract No. V110154-10/11

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek Establishment and Coordination Committee approval of this Signifigént rement Activity

ro
Plan (SPAP) to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CP hegform of a Panel
Arrangement to cover Pool Water Treatment Plant Replacement and Mainte, ervices.

4.0 Proponent O 2% e

CT

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer
5.0 Submission prepared by YOMIN ©F B

Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Manager@ Services Division

6.0 Date \ @
8 March 2011 & %

7.0 For E&C approval or recommenda Council v
For E&C approval ,

8.0 If for recommendatio@cil, is ncil g€solution

quired under an Act or Local Law?

No

9.0 Recommented folpublic releQ~ ,

Elease

Lord M

)
10.0 mmerttation @, J;b/or T
Estabiishmpenfiand Co-ordination Committee approves the attacﬁ{éd submission. /Z’ﬂ(

O

11.0

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

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on 8
March 2011.

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

CONTRACT CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION
NO.
V110154-10/11 Pool Water Treatment Plant For E&C approval @
Replacement and Maintenance
Services

13.0  Consultation &
e The Chief Executive Officer
e Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration resp%ge submission

Stores Board
Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

14.0 Implications of proposal O

The recommended process will p&\’nost ad@ outcome for Council.
15.0 Commercial in confiden v v

Not Applicable. < ’ @
16.0  Vision/Corpora Phpact V

The recom of this submi€siap will contribute to the efficient management of the City's

17.0 C

Thefsubmission ¢ carrying out of work or supply of goods and services to meet Council
approved pro S.
s nviropghengal impact
Tendeters evaluated in line with Council's policy on the use of environmentally friendly and

rec products. Environmental considerations will be taken into account in the evaluation of tenders
where applicable.

‘& icy impact

Submitted in accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.
20.0  Financial impact

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

Not Applicable.




—_

22.0

23.0

24.0

Urgency

As soon as possible.
Publicity/marketing strategy
As required.

Options

Option 1: That the E&C approves the recommendation.

Option 2: Not approve the recommendation. @

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for depafturéfrom that

recommendation should be recorded here. %




B
ToizMAR 20111 0
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number
137/800/1121/65
Title

2010/11 Creative Sparks Grant Program and Lord Mayor’s Young and Emerging Artists Fellowships

Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval to rescind its decision of 21 February 2011 regardin
Sparks Grants Program and the Lord Mayor’s Fellowships as set out in A
the recommended grants under the 2010/11 Creative Sparks Grants
Young and Emerging Artists’ Fellowships as detailed in Attachment

10/11 Creative
C; and approve
d.the Lord Mayor'"

b

Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Comoit

i 18 i 5 Submission prepared by v
I :‘i‘ Lorraine Gregory, Manager Healthy and Vibrant Co@qs,@omhﬁuﬁity Services

60 Date

7 March 2011 ACTION TAKEN

E For E&C approval or recomr&da\ CoingiN T4 MAR 2011
g For E&C approval e TOWN CLERK
- 8.0 If fbr recommendati® uncil, xié‘ ,ow;solution required under an Act or Local Law?

N/A y,
APP VED
1 1 MAR/[2011

AP .
[TUUURUTTUTUT Hhved . S PP PR .
ord Mayo%%

| decision of 21 February 2011 regarding the*2010/11 m Sparks Grants

m and the Lord Mayor’s Fellowships as set out in Attachment C; and
ove the recommended grants under the 2010/11 Creative Sparks Grants Program and
Lord Mayor's Young and Emerging Artists’ Fellowships as detailed in Attachment B.

Chairman

| Support / Reject the recommendation.

ject, please state reasons.

%icki-Pethybridge Councillor Geraldine Knapp

DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY
SERVICES COMMITTEE




‘. \ 12.0  Background

The Creative Sparks Grant Program is a partnership between the Queensland Government, through
Arts Queensland, and Brisbane City Council.

On 21 February 2011, E&C approved a decision around these grants. This decision included awarding
grants to Category 4 Creative Laneway Activation, which no longer has funding available, due to the
3 reprioritisation of funds as a result of the recent floods. The original decision is set out in Attachment C.

é; _ This submission therefore recommends the rescinding of the decision on 21 February 2011 and the
making of a new decision with the Creative Laneways Activation Grants not included, Details of the
recommended applicants can be found at Attachment B.
~ 13.0  Consultation

Peter Denham, Director Museum of Brisbane

Neville Wilmott, Executive Officer, Community Services
i Charlie Cush, Team Leader Creative Communities

3 : All are in agreement with the recommendation. &
i ' 14.0 Implications of proposal :

Allocated funding will be provided to recommended app%$ tosupport the development of arts and
cultural projects in Brisbane. b, Nl

~ 15.0 Commercial in confidence I
E . O {

. 16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan lmpact

The grants are linked to the reatlve of Our shared vision: Living in Brisbane 2026
and will deliver on the ingiand Infor ed nities, Connected and Engaged Communities
and Outstanding C|t ofile t omes -2012 Corporate Plan.

_,"17.0 Customer imp ct

Successfl er on projects as per applications.

Environm

Q ds through the Council Budget Program 5.
reative Sparks

Funds are available from the following accounts:

Grant Program GL code Funding allocation
5.1.5.1 Creative Sparks 1.14.1658.062.934.000.733.000.00 | $247,222.26
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Lord Mayor’s Young and Emerging Artists’ Fellowship

Funds are available from the following accounts:

Grant Program GL code Funding allocation
5.1.5.1 Cultural Advocacy: | 1.14.1658.062.130.000.733.000.00 | $30,000.00

Lord Mayor’s Fellowships
5.1.5.1 Cultural Advocacy: | 1.14.1658.062.130.000.733.000.00 | $7,105.00
Cultural Advocacy
General

Human resource impact
Nil

Urgency

As soon as possible.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Successful applicants will receive a letter from the

Marketing and Communications and Cr
the release date to publicise the outcom

Options

Option 1:
That E&C:

10/11 Creative Sparks Grants Program and the Lord
21 February 2011 as set out in Attachment C; and

SUMMARY OF ATTACHMENTS

e Attachment A Establishment and Coordination Committee Formal Submission
e Attachment B Revised Applications Recommended for funding
e Attachment C Original E&C submission as approved on 28 February 2011
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E&C
TaMAR 20N 09
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/124
2.0 Title
‘Tag them back’ anti-graffiti campaign

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval of the ‘Tag them back’ anti-graffiti campaign as set out in Attagh e

4.0 Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge

- i =p AT
Divisional Manager i _")N [
Families and Community Services i ) o et T
: i MAR ZUt
50  Submission prepared by % .k
TOWN CLERE
Brad Kerwin .

Business Analyst

Compliance and Regulatory Services Branch ‘ O '
Families and Community Services P

6.0 Date &\ % v E B
14 March 2011 : % 4 m 20“

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendatigh to h ------------------- )

/ Lord Mayor

For E&C approval . \ dﬁ’gp 7777 -
8.0 If for recommendation to Wa Coup€il Mn reqlf{{'ed under an Act or Local Law?
No § . _ :

9.0 Recommended

July 2011,

10.0 Recomr@yén

r Th@approvet e paigh ‘Tag them back’ as set out in Attachment B.
11.0%
Division anagQ Chairman

\ | Support / Reject the recommendation.

[ (—‘D If reject, please state reasons.

Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Geraldine Knapp |
. DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN ' |
; FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

|
!
| Recommen ordingly COMMITTEE '

. CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




12.0 Background

The Compliance and Regulatory Services Branch (CARS) currently has a sponsorship agreement with
Crime Stoppers Queensland to support Council’s Citizen Security Strategy. The agreement for three
years commencing 16 February 2010 until 16 January 2013 and is set out in Attachment C. The
agreement is at a cost to Council of $250 000 per annum, and is intended to develop and implement a
jointly branded campaign addressing an area of mutual concern. Both parties agreed to focus on
combating graffiti for 2010/2011.

Crime Stoppers had put several draft creative concepts forward regarding this campaign. However,
Council's Marketing and Communication Branch had significant reservations around the jfitigl two
concepts submitted for consideration and recommended that Junior Advertising, one of
advertising agencies, be briefed. '

Crime Stoppers has now submitted the proposed campaign, developed by Jupi

support by Marketing and Communications branch, as' presented to E&C Strgle 1 February

2011.

The communication objectives of the campaign are:

Awareness

-« To raise awareness among residents that graffiti is not a victimlesS\crim

« To communicate Council's zero tolerance to graffiti

Attitude

o To increase the number of people who believe that4€ounct s a firm position on graffiti in
Brisbane.

o To increase the number of people who understa
dollars a year and they must do their part to coy

D
« Toincrease the number of people who belieye &
x

a ffiti costs the community millions of

safe, vibrant community.
Behaviour

« To motivate and encourage resident Bpicion of people who graffiti
within their community, with a focus on tag

graffiti t
« To decrease the number of taggerswfﬂ i offe S a Brisbane.

Corporate

« To decrease the need for graffiti re | acro risbane by reducing the number of offences.

« To increase awareness agongst Gouncil st oufythe cost of graffiti and encourage them to
report it. a\

Following the prese VC Strat€gye E&@" requested that a formal submission be made to
endorse the campaij

E&C approval i ught of the back’ anti-graffiti campaign as set out in Attachment B.

raig [Btevens Mandgér, Corporate Communication (7 March 2011)
i'McCah@h, BEnfofgement Co-Ordination Manager (3 March 2011)

inda Gillas, sing8€s Alignment Manager, Compliance and Regulatory Services (3 March 2011)

All support the régommendation.

mEli of proposal

|
T paign will be funded by Crime Stoppers as part of the sponsorship arrangement with Council.

13.0 Consulta %
gre:tt Turville, A/IMa mpliance and Regulatory Services Branch (7 March 2011)

14,

15.0 Commercial in confidence

No




16.0

17.0

18.0
- 19.0

- 20.0
21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

|
|
I
|

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The campaign is linked to the following Corporate Plan outcome, program and strategy:

o City-wide outcome — Safe Communities

« Program 7 — Public Health and Safety

. Strategy 7.2.2 — Citizen Security - Personal security of citizens and their property, security of the
city and effective disaster and emergency management and community safety services.

Customer impact

The campaign will provide an easy and accessible way for the community to report graffiti offenders,
and will motivate the community to support Council and Crime Stoppers to address graffiti in Bi

The campaign will also reinforce awareness of Council’s active approach to managin
Brisbane, and contribute to improving the community’s perception of safety. ;

Environmental impact

Nil @
Policy impact O

Nil
Financial impact

The campaign is funded through the existing Crime Stopp rshlp agreement of $250 000 per
annum.

Human resource impact

The campaign is anticipated to increase the the ence reports and removal
service requests. Volume increases will b mana Wlt in exn n resource capacity.
Urgency

As soon as possible, to enable c Iaunch i

Publicity/marketing strate

e ‘Tag them back’ i randed [s] etween Brisbane City Council and Crime Stoppers
Queensland Limit

Options

Optlon 1 ve the camp ;

Optio Approve the igf with modifications
Optlo ot approte t i

tion{ is the p tion. )
the o ecommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
omme atlon should be recorded here.




E&C

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION commeRl 10

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/122
2.0 Title
Festival Funding Contract for Parkinson Neighbourhood Festival

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to
1. Rescind the decision made on 23 August 2010 in relation to the Parkinson Neighbourho
Inc to receive funding to deliver the Parkinson Neighbourhood Festival; and

2. Approve the Rotary Club of Archerfield Inc to receive funding to deliver the Parkin
Neighbourhood Festival. Q

4.0 Proponent
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community ServicesO

5.0 Submission prepared by .
Neville Wilmott, Program and Business Manager, Community Services ch, Ext 35807

CeoNd T A
60 Date NTAKEN

14 March 2011 O c R LU
7.0  For E&C approval or recommendation to Co&\ e CFLERK

For E&C approval
8.0 If for recommendation to Council, i ouncil resol ui ed under an Act or Local Law?

No \
9.0 Recommended for public M V
Immediate Release Q~

APPROVED
14 WAR 2011

-

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

10.0 Recommendati

Lord Mayor
yor
That E&C: o
' August 2010 in relation’ to the Parkinson Neighbourhdod Fair Inc

arkinson Neighbourhood Festival, and

1. Rescima the deeision madg o
to réceive funding to del @

2.@ e Rota lub Qf Archerfield Inc to receive funding to deliver the Parkinson
N ;

eighibourhood al.
9.0

8 € graldio diog

| Support /Reject the recommendation.

, please state reasons.

Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Geraldine Knapp
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

COMMITTEE

. CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




10.0 Background

On 23 August 2010, E&C approved new funding agreements for City-wide and Community Festivals,
and Cultural Support (Attachment B). Various organisations were endorsed for new two year festival
contracts for the 2010/2011 and 2011/2012 financial years with an optional one year extension in the
2012/2013 financial year pending successful evaluation of the festival.

The Parkinson Neighbourhood Festival was one of the festivals approved for this funding. However,
the event is unable to proceed under Parkinson Neighbourhood Fair Inc as the organisation no longer

exists.

The Rotary Club of Archerfield Inc is prepared to run the Parkinson Neighbourhood Festival from 2010
to 2013 and as such is now recommended to receive the allocated festival funding.

Approval is now sought for E&C to:
1. Rescind the decision made on 23 August 2010 in relation to the Parkinson Neig od Fair
on

Inc to receive funding to deliver the Parkinson Neighbourhood Festival;
2. Approve the Rotary Club of Archerfield Inc to receive funding to delivegthe in

Neighbourhood Festival.
13.0  Consultation %
e Kent Stroud Manager, Community Service n CS -7 Mar 2011
e Lorraine Gregory Manager, Healthy and Vibran nities, Community Services
Branch, FACS — 7Mar 2041
e Councillor Angela Owen-Taylor Parkinson Ward Cogcillor — 7 Mar 2011
All are in agreement with the recommendatio

O

14.0 Implications of proposal \
To deliver certainty to festival organisers&e funded festi il®be able to proceed with planning and
production of their festival for the -201% and 2011- nancial years with a one year option to
extend in the 2012-2013 financial ygaf pehding suc valuation of the festival.

The cultural support toww\rga ations bgfabl&to proceed with the annual planning.

15.0 Commercial in conw V
- Q<</

16.0 Visionlc@ n impa
The l'is linked tQ @ ibrant, Creative City theme of Our shared vision: Living in Brisbane 2026

and wilNdeliver on the ¥ &and Informed Communities, Connected and Engaged Communities,

Outstanding rofile outcomes in the 2007-2011 Corporate Plan. The festival contributes to the
LordWlayors a Vision and Brisbane’s new branding campaign Australia’'s New World City.
@:ustome i ct
Fundeﬁﬂ&isation will be able to proceed with the planning and production of their festival and arts

pragrams.
18.0 \E%xmental impact
Ni

19.0  Policy impact

The proposal is in accordance with the 2010/2011 Budget.




20.0

21.0
22.0
23.0

24.0

o

Financial impact

Nil - the proposal is in accordance with the 2010/2011 Budget: with funding in — Service 5.1.1.1
Festivals and Events. Parkinson Neighbourhood Festival for 2010/11 is $6,000.

Human resource impact

Nil

Urgency

In the normal course of business

Publicity/marketing strategy

\Z

Option 1:  That E&C approve

a. Rescinding the decision made on 23 August 2010 in refation arkinson

Neighbourhood Fair Inc to be funded to deliver the soniNeighbourhood Festival;
and
iv

b. The Rotary Club of Archerfield Inc to be funded t
Neighbourhood Festival.

the Parkinson

Option 2:  That E&C does not approve the recom i

n .
Option 1 is the preferred option.
NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is n on, then régsons€ for departure from that

recommendation should be recorded hére. .

SUMMARY OF ATTACHMEN\Q @
e Attachment A Went CMon Committee Formal Submission Summary
ubmisgign

o Attachment B esfifal Funding Contracts 2010-2013 and leading

Organisatior@ 10-112Z aPprovell 23 August 2010

C)C){Q/?‘
,\Q




Colu
T 4 MAR 201 11 |

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

B 1.0 File number

137/800/1121/119

b L, itk

Community Facility Flood Recovery Grant Program — Round 1".

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek approval for the allocation of the first round funding under the Community Fa@@

Recovery Grant Program as set out in Attachment B.

k- 4.0 Proponent @
i-!" Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Service &

5.0 Submission prepared by

Lorraine Gregory, Manager, Healthy and Vibrant Communities, C y Services Branch,
extension 34725

6.0 Date

2 14 March 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to& % i -

E P awtitg 24 =i

’ For Establishment and Co-ordination Co approva?

* 8.0 If for recommendation to Counc ncil @ regliired under an Act or Local Law?

N/A
9.0 Recommended for | e

Immediate

o
7

o
ﬁ
(o)
<
m
<

J

4 10.0 Recomme gz b %/g/

‘ That stab ment dination Committe€approve the recomm nded grants under the flrst/Q,{‘K
3 Com% lood Recovery Grant Program as set out in Attachment B.
@ anage Chairman

eject the recommendation.

! \\ €ject, please state reasons.

= Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Geraldine Knapp

D|V|SI0NAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
FAMILY AND COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION SERVICES COMMITTEE

g

CH|EFV

54




12.0

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

The grant round will open on 1 March 2011 and close on 12 April 2011

Grants will not be available for works already undertaken '

in order to provide the funding quickly, limited documentation will be required at the jifne of
application, however, the acquittal process will be rigorous.

~e Applications will be decided in a maximum of 10 days.

Attachment C contains a copy of the guidelines to be used to assess the merit of g£ach ation.
Attachment D provides a list of items which Council will not fund.

As of close of business 8 March 2011, Council had received three comglet ts under the
program from:

e Brothers Saint Brendans Rugby League Football Club Q

e Brisbane Basketball Incorporated

o Bellbowrie Sport and Recreation Club
Officers assessing the grant applications have undertaken i and have met with the three clubs

to discuss their applications.

The applications from Brothers Saint Brendans an ; Basketfall provide sufficient detail for a
grant recommendation to be made. Both clubsgSustained considerablg” dagrage in the January 2011
floods and have received funding from othe ces such asfthe overnment. Considerable
work has also been undertaken by their v teers. Both these icalions are recommended to each
receive funding of $170,000 ($150,000 for and $20 or¥fi€lds).

it, however, there are inconsistencies in

the information provided and insuffici ail in regards toghkhat works the Council funding would be

used for. Therefore it is recqmmen that Codgcil staf¥work with the club to provide further detail
before a decision is made. Wes congitiera maged by the flood and it is likely that, should
they amend their applic ill be eli§iblgffor a“grant of $170,000.-
Attachment B provjdes afaSs€ssmen plication together with the recommended funding.

bs wilPbe required to enter into a funding agreement with Council

S 0 ae,funding agreement, which is similar to the funding agreements
ub’s obligations including what works the funding will be used for.

The application from Bellbowrie Spoff and Retreatiogfha
glb

nt Str Manager, Community Services
Jim Bgab Team Leader, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Paul M Project Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Brett Rol Project Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Shane Farrow Project Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Robert Ferguson Project Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery

All are in agreement with the recommendation.




14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

Implications of proposal

Once E&C has approved the recommendations those clubs recommended for funding will be provided
with a funding agreement. Once the funding agreement is signed by the club the funds will be
provided.

Council officers will work with any club where E&C requires further information before a decision can
be made. '

Commercial in confidence

No. @
Vision/Corporate Plan impact ' @
The recommendation responds to the Active & Healthy Communities aspiration@

Set out in ‘Our Shared Vision Living In Brisbane 2026’

e 5.3 Active & Healthy Communities
e 5.4 Social Inclusion

The recommendation responds to the following ‘Corporate Plan ZOOG 0 Update)’ goals:
e 5.5 Well-managed community facilities

Customer impact
Clubs recommended for funding will be able to contj ir recovery works.

Environmental impact

B NS
Policy impact v

Nil < , @

Financial impact \ V

2 longwas identified for the flood recovery special budget
f sauiftgs identified in the Council Budget.

this round total $340,000.

Damage to communif
review and include

The grants ended for fundin

Human res@firce impact %
Nil< , ?\
Urgency

order to e ten day turn around promised by the Lord Mayor in announcing these grants, this
E&C negds to be €onsidered on 14 March 2011.

Pn.&‘e rketing strategy
A marketing and communication strategy is being developed with Market and Communications
Branch.
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24.0

Options
1. That E&C approve the recommendations as set out in Attachment B.

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.




£&G
1 L MAR 201 13
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

137/800/1121/116

Title

Renewal of Executive Service Contract
Issue/purpose

To approve the renewal of Executive Service Contract for Alan Evans, Manager
Infrastructure, Major Infrastructure Projects Office (MIPO), Brisbane Infrastrucifire

Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer
Submission prepared by O

Scott Stewart, Executive Manager, Major Infrastructure Proje@ce

Date

14 March 2011 Q
For E&C approval or recommendatio \ @
ommli %

For Establishment and Coordinatio e approva
If for recommendation to C il, 1§ a Counci re% required under an Act or Local Law?
N/A ' G

Recommended for @ase V
Not for public r
Recommentdatio Q

Itisre ended tha 46 ablishment & Coordination Committee approve the renewal of Alan
ns’ confract under th&€urrent terms and conditions for a period of three years.

-

C¥




3 12.0  Background
Alan Evans is currently the Manager Transport Infrastructure, MIPO, Brisbane Infrastructure.

Alan has been performing strongly in ihis role and it is proposed to renew his contract for a further
period of three years.

: In this role, Alan manages the delivery of the Road Action Program and the $100m Bikeways Program
including CityCycle. Alan also has responsibility for the development and delivery of a range of other
gl road improvement projects and has extensive experience and knowledge of particular value to
Council. Alan has been instrumental in the achievement of $54.4m savings to date in the Road Action
Program (RAP).

Alan is a member of the MIPO Management Team contributing to the managementgf MIPO overall

and manages a team comprising of multiple disciplines including project manage engineering,
.f;‘{ contract and construction management.

A In light of the ongoing requirements for Transport Infrastructure, MIPO,t ue to meet the
- challenges of the road network, it is proposed that the Establishment & Cgbrdina ommittee renew

g Alan Evans’ contract of employment for a further three years.
- 43.0 Consultation &
t

' ._ e Councillor Graham Quirk, Chairman, Infrastructure C it
b e« Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Chief Executive’s O
e Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastayucture

g All are in agreement with the recommendation.

14.0 Implications of proposal O
The retention of a key executive Wh&\Very of % itygfoad network infrastructure.

15.0 Commercial in confidence

N
16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan i

= Supports the Vne objgcti Mementing the Lord Mayor’s Road Action Program.

i 17.0 Customer ifiga

%

e
by =

Lk

F Sup ely apd costgffective delivery of road network improvements that will reduce
’* co n and hav icant economic impacts for the city and people of Brisbane and the region.

18.0 nvironmental c 4 _
A ports @'ect management that incorporates effective environmental oversight of contractors

and sub4co ct
t

| 1 .0 Policy iffpac
» 20-Ninancial impact

The role is funded by an existing provision.
21.0  Human resource impact

The retention of a leader and manager critical for the delivery of major infrastructure and a succession
option for more senior executive roles.




22.0

23.0

24.0

Urgency

In the normal course of business
Publicity/marketing strategy

At the discretion of the Lord Mayor
Options

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 #br re from that
recommendation should be recorded here.
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T4 MAR 2D 44
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

09-68417(A1)

Title

Renewal of Executive Service Contract
Issue/purpose

To approve the renewal of the executive service contract of Scott Stewart, Executive M , Major
Infrastructure Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure

Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer

Submission prepared by

Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure
Date

14 March 2011

For E&C approval or recommendation to Cou

For Establishment and Coordination Commi @

If for recommendation to Council, is a&l resoluti ired under an Act or Local Law?
A ?\ v

Recommended for public r, Ie@ @
Not for release V\ V
Recommendation< b @

It is recommapded that"the Est@b\ & Coordination Committee approve the renewal of Scott
Stewart’s ofgemployment un@er the current terms and conditions for a period of three years.

el

EXECUTIVE OFFICER
\

4

" tord Mayor

P
5

g (
4 A@/ )
4,
Tt ] P

y/
Y




12.0 Background
Under Scott Stewart’s leadership, the Major Infrastructure Projects Office (MIPO) has delivered the
CLEM?7 Tunnel and Go-Between Bridge, and has successfully tendered the Legacy Way Tunnel for
construction. MIPO has also undertaken concept planning for a Kingsford-Smith Drive solution and
the East-West Tunnel.
As a result of MIPO’s outstanding project management capability under Scott’s direction, in addition to
major project delivery, it incorporated the Transport Infrastructure Unit in 2008 to deliver the Road
Action Plan, Bikeways and CityCycle. Similarly, MIPO was given the Howard Smith Wharf project
because of its record of achievement.
While there is a reduced project effort as a result of the redirection of the budget to flood recovery, the
delivery of Legacy Way, RAP, Bikeways and CityCycle projects require significant mafagement
oversight and leadership.

Besides his delivery role, Scott is leading the agenda for the establishment of _inte project
delivery arrangements under the Support Services Centre of Excellence model.

Scott has six direct reports with 160 total staff.

MIPO’s capital budget is $555m while its operational expenditure budget

To ensure the successful delivery of MIPO’s portfolio of projects, |t criti at Scott be retained for
the duration of the projects and to lead the subsequent develop ext portfolio of projects.

He has also undertaken significant executive developmept to pr, e him as a successor for more
senior executive roles.

13.0 Consultation O
e Lord Mayor \ @
e Chairman Infrastructure Committee %

All are in agreement with the recomme
14.0 Implications of proposal

The retention of a key e cutlkwo Iead@% ritical city road network infrastructure

15.0 Commercial in cod

16.0  Vision/ Qn i
t

S the oving objective of continuing to implement the Lord Mayor’s TransApex Plan
Action Pyog

17-Qtomer|
@ upports%nely and cost-effective delivery of road network improvements that will reduce

con on and Nave significant economic impacts for the city and people of Brisbane and the region

18.0 N ntal impact
Suppdrts sound project management that incorporates effective environmental oversight of contractors
and sub-contractors

19.0 Policy impact

N/A




20.0
- 210
& 22.0
- 230

24.0

Financial impact
The role is funded by an existing provision.
Human resource impact

The retention of a leader and manager critical for the delivery of major infrastructure and a succession
option for more senior executive roles

Urgency
In the normal course of business

Publicity/marketing strategy

At the discretion of the Lord Mayor @
Options @

1. Approve the recommendation @
2 Not approve the recommendation .

Option 1 is the preferred option. &

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, % sons for departure from that

recommendation should be recorded here.




'E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 21 MARCH 2011

SUB NO.

FILE NO.

DIV.

TITLE

RESULT § 1%

\ ./
\\

RELEASE DATE

mmediate Other
SHRE & t Q land Urban Utilities C te Pl
140/695/583/9 Sorpc.)ra e ueensland Urban Utilities Corporate Plan proded N/A N/A
R ervices 2010 - 2015
21/03-02 Inclusion of Charitable Organisation |
Corporate Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees'ahd
M TE7BUE T 110 Services Charges — Sandgate and Brackép Rid ApRroved ¥as
Action Group Inc
21/03-03 einrete Presentation and tabling 1 arterly
134/695/317/7 SeR/ices Financial Report for ghe d/ended Approved N/A N/A
R December 2010
21/03-04 A t @Ippoint(rjne f Dire N rftczhreplacd t
137/800/1121/137 s oy b S Approved Yes
M Services
21/03-05 Corporate cy - Partial
381/6/44(4) S pe tes (not-for-profit Approved N/A N/A
R ervices
21/03-06 -
137/800/1121/132 2 B UliGes - Doparas Approved 21-Sep-11
M modation
ZUAS-0F National General Assembly of Local
Amended Yes
M Government — Delegates and Observers
21/03-08 Summary Report of the Audit Committee
Meetings from 1 July 2010 to 27 January Approved N/A N/A
R 2011
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 21 MARCH 2011

SUB NO.

FILE NO.

DIv.

TITLE

RELEASE DATE

|- .;'

mediate Other
21/03-09 , . )
109/695/586/6 OLMCEO Report of the Audit Committee Meeting on A N/A
o 10 March 2011
21/03-10 Stores Board Submission — Maintena
243/80- Services for the Toowong Bus Dep
s 30113/2002/2003 OLMCEO | compressed Natural Gas Refuellin@ Agpmveg DG ol
- Contract No. K50068-2004/2095.
—
21/03-11 Stores Board Submissip i for
109/210/297/3 oLMceo | the Installation and Ma =haf Ol Approved N/A N/A
R Large Video Screengin
Mall and King Gegtg
21/03-12
137/800/1121/131 FaCS Approved N/A N/A
M
21/03-13
137/800/1121/149 FaCS Approved Yes
M
21/03-14 Brisb
112/20/711/332 Ha R Indoo ndabout Project Approved N/A N/A
R Infrdstructu
21/03-15 @’nes Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council
sbane Cogsent to Debt Financier Arrangements
M BT BT A Infrastructur itigroup Financial Products Inc — Midtown Approved Tes
Acquisitions LP)
6 Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council
21/03-16 Consent to Debt Financier Arrangements
137/800/1 138 Brisbane (Merill Lynch International Bank Limited P Yes
M frastructure | (London Branch) — Brevan Howard Master PP

N

Fund Limited and Brevan Howard Credit
Catalysts Master Fund Limited)
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e et v

" E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 21

MAR

CH 2011

RELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT
ediate Other
21/03-17 Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council
Brisbane Consent to Debt Financier Arrangements
M TS8O0 121 Infrastructure | (Deutsche Bank AG — DE Shaw Laminar R s
International Inc)
21/03-18 _ Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council
Brisbane Consent to Debt Financier Arrangements
M TRREREI 5 Infrastructure | (Deutsche Bank AG — Midtown Acquigftio REDYEd Yes
LP)
Claim for Compensation arisigg outef the
HORAIR resumption of land for Environ
" 137/800/1121/121 CPAS Burpases, sitiated 16 Road, Approved Yes
Tingalpa
21/03-20
152/160/881/276 CPAS Approved N/A N/A
R
21/03-21
137/800/112/102 CPAS Approved Yes
M
21/03-22 y _
460/144/9(5) CPA 5 Approved N/A N/A
R
21/03-23 the National Awards for :
137/800/1121/150 rnment 2011 for Council’s Approved N/A N/A
M Heart City Smart Initiative
Sl : ity Facility Flood R Grant
ommunity Facility Flood Recovery Gran
3 137/800/11 21/€) ey e Approved Yes
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 21 MARCH 2011

: RELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT X {
e e Other
21/03-25 c t
221/100 Sorp‘?ra € | Working Capital Facility Limits Approwéd N/A N/A
R ervices
21/03-26 th . : .
137/800/1121/154 OLMCEO 8" China (Chongqmg)'Internatlonal Garden _ Vs
M Expo — Chongqing, China
21/03-27 . ol
Draft Sherwood/Graceville Distric
- 460/144/10(4) CPAS Neighbaurtiand Plan Approved N/A N/A
21/03-28 . . .
152/160/881/260-07 CPAS f,lc;‘;th Erisoang R'Vers'h Bt Approved N/A N/A
R ;

Present: Lord Mayor Campbell Newman, G M Quirk, G Knapp, Wr,‘D Mclachla Schrinner, P Matic, M de Wit.

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

e Brisb uare Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.

AL

@ ttee refommen ation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for

4



100826
Text Box
M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane. 



e

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

XA
21MAR 20 07
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number
137/800/1121/110
Title

Inclusion of Charitable Organisation in Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees and Charges — Sandgate
and Bracken Ridge Action Group Inc

Issue/purpose @
To approve the inclusion of Sandgate and Bracken Ridge Action Group Inc into App

Schedule of Fees and Charges from 21 February 2011.

Proponent %

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

Submission prepared by %
Shelley Whincop, Principal Financial Analyst - Revenue, Corpgrate S es, extension 36068 )ﬁ lA:)

Date

21 February 2011 O

For E&C approval or recommendation to Cglincil

For E&C approval. V %

If for recommendation to Councﬂ@ ncil res equired under an Act or Local Law?
No RPPROVED

Recommended for publi V 71 MA&Z 1
Immediate release st

10.0 Recommendagi \Sﬁ%{ .. N & ...... h ... L ordMayor;;;"“MK '

Q

That E&C appr@ye the inclusi gate and Bracken Ridge Action Group Inc in Appendix ‘A’ of
the C il's Schedule of Charges effective from 21 February 2011, being the date of their

apph tion. @

Chairman

| Support / Rejeet'the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

Greg Evans Councillor Adrian Schrinner

CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER

CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

R COMMITTEE
€commen A rdmgly

7




12.0 Background
On 21 February 2011, Sandgate and Bracken Ridge Action Group Inc lodged an application for
inclusion in Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees and Charges to the Chief Financial Officer (see
Attachment B).

In support of their application for concessions, the Association provided the required documentation ,
the form of a ‘Certificate of Registration as a Charity’, registration CH1999 (see Attachment C).

Approval is now sought to approve the inclusion of Sandgate and Bracken Ridge Action Group Ing int,
Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees and Charges from the 21 February 2011.

13.0 Consultation

No broader consultation has taken place.

The Chief Financial Officer, being the delegated officer to receive suc
Association complies with the criteria for inclusion in Appendix ‘A’ a
Certificate of Registration as a Charity.

jeations is satisfied that the
y the provision of a

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

14.0 Implications of proposal %
Sandgate and Bracken Ridge Action Group Inc wi ible for concessions against certain

Fees and Charges as detailed in the Schedule of F and Charges document.
15.0 Commercial in confidence
This matter is not commercial in confi

16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The inclusion of Sandgate Rld e roup Inc Inc in Appendix ‘A’ supports the
outcomes under “Inclusi Car Comm es”!

17.0 Customer lmpact

Sandgate an dge nc will have access to a range of Council services at a
reduced le le for a charitable organisation.
18.0 Envir pact
s no enviro al impact.

19 Polic |mpac
is mpact as approving Sandgate and Bracken Ridge Action Group Inc inclusion m
i i nsistent with existing policy.

@e is no significant financial impact. However, some of the potential dlscounts the Association may &

\ ntitled to are:

Fee or Charge ' Discount
All DA & Compliance Fees, Garbage Grinders, Library Facility Hire (by ’
application), Public Health Licenses (except food), Plumbing Application 50%
Fees

Advertising Fees, Entertainment Venue — Permit Renewal, Venue Hire 100%
(Halls)
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21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Thé above discounts may not include some ‘out of pocket’ expenses and may be conditional on the
nature of the application.

Human resource impact

There is no significant impact.

Urgency

The approval, if granted may be processed in the normal course of business.

Publicity/marketing strategy

None required. @
Options @

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

Option 3:  Amend the recommendation. &

Option 1 is the preferred option. Q

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




E&C
21 MAR 201
1.0 File number
137/800/1121/137

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0 Title

Appointment of Director to replace lan Maynard on the Board of the TradeCoast Land
Pty Ltd ACN 111 428 212 ("TradeCoast").

3.0 - Issue/purpose @
To appoint Greg Evans as Director to replace lan Maynard on the Board of @
TradeCoast.

4.0 Proponent @

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer. O

5.0 Submission prepared by
Shannon Jarrett, Solicitor, Brisbane City Legal Practice ext 4.

6.0 Date

21 March 2011. O
7.0 For E&C approval or recommen(&r&ounc”%@

For E&C Approval.

8.0 If for recommendation t ungl, is a Coyncil oltUtion required under an Act
or Local Law?
Not applicable. \

9.0  Recommend ic rele@V

10.0 !
pointment of Greg Evans, Chief Financial Officer to replace
on the Board of TradeCoast.

11.0 //

,  APPROVED

Q- 2 1 MAR| a1

nnnnnnnn

Lord Mayor ] e

\olin Jensen A ) /} .............................. —

Chief Executive Officer

oty e K
. (5 et Ry




12.0

13.0

14.0

16.0

Background

TradeCoast Land Pty Ltd (“TradeCoast”) is a small proprietary company wholly
owned by Council and- was established for the purposes of Council's joint venture
with TradeCoast Central Pty Ltd, its role being to hold the TradeCoast land during the
development process carried out by TradeCoast Central. There are 2 $1 shares
directly owned by Council.

Council has resolved to delegate to the E&C Committee, its powers to exercise any
power or authority conferred on the Council by the articles, rules or constitution of a
company or other body or entity. These delegated powers include the power to make
decisions as shareholder of TradeCoast under its constitution at a general meeti

the company.

As lan Maynard has resigned as Chief Operating Officer of Brisbane il
effective from 11 March 2011 and resigned as Director of TradeCoastgffec m 8
March 2011, a replacement for his Director's position on the Board adeCoast is
required. Greg Evans, Chief Financial Officer, Brisbane City ilghas been
recommended as the most appropriate candidate for a replace or.
Approval is now sought for the appointment of Greg Evanglas replaéement Director to
lan Maynard on the Board of TradeCoast, effective fr rchy2011.

Consultation

e TradeCoast Board

e Greg Evans, Chief Financial Officer

o David Askern, Chief Legal CounselO

Are in agreement with the reco& ion. @
Implications of proposal %

Nil.

Commercial in co

No. V V
Vision @ Plan i c
tomer imp

Envj ntal impact

WQOHCV impact
il.

Financial impact

Nil — The Director position is not remunerated.




21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Human resource impact

Nil.

Urgency

In the normal course of business.
Publicity/marketing strategy

At the discretion of the Lord Mayor.

Options

Option 1:  That E&C appoint the replacement Director as recommended. @
h

Option 2:  That E&C not appoint the replacement Director as recommended,

Option 3:  That E&C appoint such other person as replacement Director Q
think fit.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then thefreas or
departure from that recommendation should be recorded h

&
O
QY é(/
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| ,O
. %Evans Cou\ncillor ‘kz

E&C
21 MR 21 Gg
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

137/800/1121/132

Title

Queensland Urban Utilities — Corporate Office Accommodation
Issue/purpose

To endorse the Board of Queensland Urban Utilities’ decision to enter into lease negoti ith City
of Brisbane Investment Corporation.

Proponent

Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating Officer Ext: 39110 &

Submission prepared by

Scott Birgan, Senior Commercial Manager, City Property Ext:

Date

E&C approval

21 March 2011

For E&C approval or recommendationt&\

If for recommendation to Council, %ncil res
; SR
Recommended for pu Iicm

..... LordMayoiA/g/ ‘ '

g
2o %
/
uired under an Act or Local Law? }

e

Other period - 21 011 @V

Recommendatio

That t mitte orse the Board of Queensland Urban Ultilities’ decision to enter into
negotiati with City of nvestment Corporation for future office accommodation.
@al Mana erv Chairman

Q | Support / Rejeet the recommendation.

é- If reject, please state reasons.

rian Schrinner
ACTING CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND
ADMINISTRATIONCOMMITTEE

B ol

IR el
ecomTe/meP/ﬂﬁgordmgly

R O
---------------------------

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

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




12.0

14.0

Background |

Queensland Urban Utilities (QUU) currently sub-leases approximately 5,743 square metres of office
accommodation from Council in the Brisbane Transit Centre (BTC) complex. The lease is due to expire
in 2014 with the provision to break the lease in July 2013, by providing notice by 31 October 2012.
Council holds the head lease until 31 July 2014.

QUU engaged the Queensland Government Accommodation Office (Department of Public Works) and
KPMG to undertake an analysis of future accommodation needs based on a set of criteria developed
by QUU. The criteria were based on the QUU predicted future space, location, sustainability, cost and
timing requirements.

These criteria have been reviewed by City Property and are considered to be consi t gvith
established industry guidelines for the provision of corporate office accommodation. -

In November 2010 the QUU Board approved the criteria and a procurement strategy vision
of future office accommodation.

QUU, in consultation with KPMG, shortlisted the potential properties and ‘Sgught #€st and final
proposals from three parties.

The three proposals were evaluated against the selection criteria afid analySed to determine the

comparative Net Present Value to QUU based on a ten (10) segtaking into account the
respective lease terms and incentives offered.

Based on this analysis, a proposal put forward by CBIC for 75Q00 sqtf&re metres of space at 15 Green
Square Close was recommended as the proposal that jsfied the QUU criteria. QUU Board
approval has now been granted to enter into lease neggtigtfgs with CBIC in relation to the proposal.

A preliminary analysis by City Property of the @ ed by and KPMG agrees with the
conclusions and recommendations put forwar Q@Y Board i tiop to the CBIC proposal.
While the Participation Agreement does not require,endorsem e QUU decision, the QUU Board

has requested endorsement by the partic Councils, nt nership of CBIC by Council.

E&C approval is therefore sought t@ end the Bo
into negotiations with City of Bri& Iny@stment C

Consultation V V
@r Chair

e Councillor Adria ) i , Rlnap€e, Economic Development and Administration
ranch Manag, Cl!yI Property (7 March 2011)
edia PR ager, Marketing and Communications (8 March 2011)

Committee
All are jp agre nt with the r@ommendation.

e Mark Mazurk
Impligations of prop®sal
@I sub-leasg tNg, exfsting premises to QUU. The sub-lease has been structured to mirror the

of QUeensland Urban Utilities’ decision to enter
i@n for future office accommodation.

e Greg$S
and iffions Of the Council held head-lease including the provision of break-in clauses to
count for early t§mination by QUU, if required. As a result, there are no implications for Council

SSOCi ith the QUU proposal.
Cor@n confidence

Yes

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This policy is in line with current Council policy.




18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Customer impact
Nil

Environmental impact

No environmental issues associated with this proposal.

Policy impact

Nil

Financial impact

Nil

Human resource impact
Nil

Urgency

S

Endorsement required enabling QUU to commence negotia@h CBIC.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Not Applicable

Options

O

Option 1:  The decision by the Board oRQueensland

City of Brisbane Inves CorPorationfor futurefoffice accommodation is endorsed.
Option 2:  The decision by the B Queens an Utilities to enter into negotiations with

City of Brishane

vest t Corpagétion

Option 1 is the preferredx
NB: If the officer’s re@@emmendatio

recommendaticW

recorded

Q.

%as to enter into negotiations with

future office accommodation is not endorsed.

Wwed, then the reasons for departure from that
re.
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1.0  File number
140/315/167/13
2.0 Title
2011 National General Assembly of Local Government — Delegates and Observers
3.0 Issue/purpose @
To gain E&C approval for Councillors to attend the 2011 National General Assembly of Lo
Government from Sunday 19 to Wednesday 22 June in Canberra.
4.0 Proponent ‘ @
Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Executive %
5.0 Submission prepared by < ,
Jo Gibney, Project Officer, Office of the Chief Executive, ext 343@
6.0 Date
7 March 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to C i @
For E&C approval
8.0 If for recommendation to Council, is a%' red under an Act or Local Law?
N/A < ’
9.0 Recommended for publig relea V
Immediate release V
b @ Lord M //
10.0 Recommendation , "-OE ayor/zo,/ :
S om a
1. That tw® Colinciffors be gfpipved to attend the ALGA National General Assembly as Council’s
official dej€gates at a .49_ proximately $2900 per attendee. (A £¢_ i+ + onC nul A
Haat additie "lel her-to-be-determined-by-E&ES-be-apprevedto-attend the AL GA
SHOAGT-CeRers ;v\:'g‘-, aS-Qbsenvers aline Same Cost.. .. [
o i A
1.0 e n 010 Wwle r

™~ N
1§

Z1MAR O D7
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

' @ J anagA Chairman

If reject, please state reasons.

Q | Support / Rejectthe recommendation.

p@Q,g., Wﬁ N

IED )e(tgg Rule Cr Adrian Schrinner
OFF UTIVE MANAGER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
ICE OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE DEVELOPMENT & ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE

| Recommend Accordingly




12.0 Background
The 2011 National General Assembly of the Australian Local Government Association (ALGA) wil| be
held in Canberra from Sunday 19 to Wednesday 22 June. The theme is: Growing with our Commumty
— Partnership, Place and Position.
Council has traditionally allowed Councillors to attend this conference. Cr Margaret de Wit attendeq
the 2010 and 2009 ALGA National General Assemblies. Councillor Margaret de Wit and Councillor
Peter Matic represented Brisbane City Council at the Local Government Constitutional Summit — A
Special National General Assembly in December 2008. The 2007 ALGA National General Ass,emb|y
was attended by Councillor Ann Bennison and Councillor Margaret de Wit.
Council is entitled to one vote on agenda items at the Assembly, although two delégaies can be ‘
nominated due to the debating structure of the Assembly. In addition to the offigi eggite(s), Coung) &
is permitted to nominate other attendees, who are given ‘observer’ status.
E&C’s direction is sought regarding the number and identity of Council$ offic egates and
observers, if any.

13.0 Consultation %
Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Ex iV

14.0 Implications of proposal
Nil

15.0 Commercial in confidence O
Nil &\ @

16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan imp %
Consistent with Corpor lang- specific
e Developing regional, natignal and i ional alliances to advance Brisbane’s interests and foster

long-term economic, lopment, ¢ nd social opportunities.
o Participating,in govegment rks alliances to develop and promote cooperative regional
and integaational ipitiatives

17.0 Custom
Ni

18.0 ronmental

C1)o

g
@.ancial impact

t with the established policy that the Brisbane City Council provides a voice on national local
overnment issues through its representation at the ALGA National General Assembly.

Cost for each Councillor attending will include return flights to Canberra (approx. $800),
accommodation (approx. $800), conference registration (up to $1,000) and miscellaneous expenses
(say $300). This would total approximately $2,900 per attendee.

Funds are available under cost code 101150301500000063300000 for accommodation and
conference fees and cost code 101150301500000062800000 for travel costs.
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21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Human resource impact

Nil

Urgency

In the normal course of business. However, early approval will ensure costs are minimised by taking

advantage of early bird conference rates and any available discounted travel and accommodation
rates.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Not required.

Options ;

1. To endorse the attendance and nomination of Councillors to the 20 General
Assembly of Local Government.

2. Not to endorse the attendance and nomination of Councillors tdithe 2@ ational General

Assembly of Local Government. %

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, t asons for departure from that

recommendation 'should be recorded here. O
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4.0
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE
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File number
137/800/1121/131
Title

CET Program Updated Implementation Approach

Issue/purpose ‘ @
To seek E&C approval to the updated Implementation Approach for the CET Solutio@

Proponent @
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Services%

Submission prepared by
Maria Robihs, CET Program Director, x 38278

Date

14 March 2011

For E&C approval or recommendation to Co nO
E&C approval &\ A
If for recommendation to Council, isWeil resolytion r
N/A @;

Recommended for public release ’
Not for release V @V
Recommendation @ Q‘

lerven

That E&C \% updat p tation Approach for the CET Solution to be:

o __ A production ready
Four live prod

not live pilot in July 2011,

ses in September 2011, April 2012, August 2012, October 2012; and
of legacy Customer Service Environment systems in March 2013 and

June 2013.

/,/Gha'rrman\\
{__ | Support /.Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

> b b
ol 1S PR /57@ MY

. \}

Vicki Pethybridge Cr Geraldine Knapp LE

DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN

FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
COMMITTEE

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 80




f 12.0 Background

The Customer Experience Transformation Program (CET) is a people, process and technology
program, resolving current legacy system issues and building the foundation for Council to deliver
superior service to all Council customers. CET is a Tier 1 high priority, transformational program for
Council.

On 17 May 2010, E&C approved a phased delivery approach of the CET solution to Council’'s Contact
Centre in 2011 and 2012. This approach was based on four releases in July 2011, September 2011,
April 2012 and August 2012. Low risk CET solutions would be deployed first; and high gisk (e.g. online
portal) would be last.

Council’'s response to disaster recovery for Brisbane residents, businesses and This event

The January 2011 flood disaster confirmed the critical need to implement the CET@S§ofdtio improve
also impacted CET'’s progression through Logical Design and its planned deliv et I‘e‘

CET Program has assessed the flood impact on its schedul peposes an updated
Implementation Approach which is compliant with previous E&C ctiep!” mitigates technology
delivery risk, and requires no increases or adjustment to budget al d 2010/11, 2011/2012 and
2012/2013 approved. The Transforming Council Progro d endorsed this updated

Implementation Approach on 25 February 2011.

3 The key differences between this updated Implementatio ch and that approved by E&C in May
4 2010 are:
1. The July 2011 Release becomes a pilot, e release;

Service delivery to all Consultants;
3. The online portal, subject to Lo
in October 2012 (not August
4. Further time is allocated to 8ecOgmisSioning ems arising from dependency and

complexity learnings fro Logteal Design;
5. CET's CRM provider La need to resource assignments and this would
necessitate a contgéct variation;
6. The program clpsa&s at efid June 2@ 3,40t Becember 2012, and will maintain budget
allocated. \
P@ustomer Service Environment systems in March 2013 and
closure in Jurig2013. The Logical Design has identified the importance and criticality

f this work. hen all technology risks are mitigated will the current CSE be
decommissi :

E 13. CoRsultati Q
o VickiiPe ge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Services (18 February 2011)
: ° alvatl, Branch Manager Customer Services (18 February 2011)
) e Nick Brant, CIO and Branch Manager Information Services Branch (18 February 2011)
1 ary Pittorino, ICT Transition Manager Information Services Branch (18 February 2011)
\ reg Swain, Marketing and Communications Branch (7 March 2011)
°

ransforming Council Program Board (25 February 2011)
All are in agreement with the recommendation.

2. The August 2012 release is re-focum plete the Requests for Information, Advice and

pprovalf’is {0 be delivered in an additional release

h ementation Approach for the CET Solution to be:
iv€ piletin July 2011;
fSeptember 2011, April 2012, August 2012, October 2012;

140 Implications of proposal

The updated Implementation Approach ensures solution quality is not compromised as a result of
recent Logical Design schedule slippage, and redistributes the project effort without requiring
additional budget. It provides Council with increased confidence of the behaviour of the CET solution
and greater mitigation of technology risks. This approach remains compliant with E&C’s previous
direction.
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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

The CET Program is a key component of Program 9 Customer Focus. CET is a Tier 1 high priority,
transformational program for Council. ‘

Customer impact -
Brisbane customers whether residents, visitors or businesses will benefit from the delivéfgo ET
ultants

solution in 2011 and 2012. Internal to Council, Customer Services Branch Contact Gentr
will be the primary users of the solution.

Environmental impact @
None %

Policy impact

None %

Financial impact

The updated Implementation Approach requires al funding.

Human resource impact \

The CET Program is directed and manage@acs thro |[borative partnership with ISB and
Lagan. The Program'’s delivery mode%d sed inJMarc by the Transforming Council

Program Board, and the program_is a atély resour eet the requirements of implementation.

The program received a Green @verall Rroject Rajing frafn MPE in August 2010.

Urgency

As soon as possible Wﬂalisa i MT Implementation Plan, and adherence to
schedule.
ategy Q~

quirement fQ licity or marketing until solution delivery.

Publicity/matketin

&

ion 3: ve the recommendation

(0] S
i . Appfove the recommendation
Option 2: the recommendation
; ta

Optign 1 is the preferred option.

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

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/149
2.0 Title

Lord Mayor's Flood Recovery Event Grant Program

3.0 Issue/purpose @
’ To seek E&C approval to establish the Lord Mayor’s Flood Recovery Event Gra @
- 40  Proponent Q
.‘ Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Se@%

5.0 Submission prepared by
Neville Wilmott, Program and Business Manager, Communit@s Branch, ext 35807
| 60 Date |

21 March 2011

7;0 For E&C approval or recommendationt&\Q

For E&C approval

A8.0‘ If for recommendation to Coun 'I,%ncil res
Not applicable
: 9.0  Recommended for pu@se V

quired under an Act or Local Law?

APPROVED
2 1 WAR 2011

Immediate releas .

LordMayor

10,0 Recommendati = ‘ S '
3 That ES8 c@ prove to est the Lord Mayor’s Flood Recovery Event Grant Program under th )

terms and€onditions as wAttachment B.

1.0

. iQIQMana er @ Chairman

| Support / Reject the recommendation
If reject please state reasons

i 4 ‘
| @tmdw Wﬁ)
.iCki Pethybridge Cr Geraldine Knapp

;.’ IVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
'AMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

COMMITTEE
| RWGCOMMQ!Y

. v
............................................




12.0 Background

The floods in Brisbane in January 2011 damaged many community facilities, including fields, buildings
and equipment.

The community support in the days following the devastation saw many flood impacted Brisbane
residents being provided assistance in the clean up of houses and businesses, offering
accommodation and providing meals to those impacted.

To recognise and celebrate the contribution made by Brisbane residents, community groups and

businesses it is recommended that E&C establish the Lord Mayor’s Flood Recovery GrantggProgram
under the terms and conditions set out in Attachment B.

The main features of the grant program are:
e The grants are for flood affected Wards to conduct a celebration event
Grants of up to $13,500 for a flood recovery event

The grant round will open on 22 March 2011 and close on 16 June
Grants will not be available for existing Council supported event
b

Applications need to be submitted by Wards a minimum 10 re the proposed event
u
e

In order to provide the funding quickly, all applications to be submitied on-line and assessed
by the Branch Manager Community Services using guideti
e No Councillor may use the event for political gain or p

achment B

E&C approval is now sought for the Lord Mayor's Flood Recovery Event Grant Program under the
terms and conditions set out in Attachment B.

13.0 Consultation O
o Kent Stroud, Manager Community S e&nch
e Jim Lynch, Grants Administration Team der, Com j ices Branch
e David Askern, Chief Legal Couns
All are in agreement with the re@v tion. ;
14.0 Implications of proposal \
Vv &Y
15.0 Commercial in cogfl e Q~
Nil

16.0  Vision/ ate Plan iny
T commendation to the Active & Healthy Communities aspirational goals:
Set out if) ‘Our Shared of’Living In Brisbane 2026’

Th® recomm n ggsponds to the following ‘Corporate Plan 2008-12 (2010 Update)’ goals:
o 8 Ac & Healthy Communities .

e ASocial Inclusion

17 Cus%impact

risBgne residents, community groups and businesses in flood affected Wards will be able to attend
Lord Mayor's Flood recovery events.

180 Environmental impact
Nil

19.0 Policy impact

Nil




20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Financial impact

A third budget review project submission of $195k for the Lord Mayors Flood Recovery Grant program
has been recommended to budget committee.

Human resource impact
Nil

Urgency

As soon as possible

Publicity/marketing strategy Q

A communication strategy has been developed by the Lord Mayor’s Office an@ letter to
each of the flood impacted Wards on Tuesday, 22 March 2011.

Options %

Option 1:  Approve the establishment of the Lord Mayors Flo vepy Event Grant program in
accordance with Attachment B
Option 2: Do not establish the grants program

Option 1 is the preferred option.

recommendation should be recorded here.

,g\

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not follg @ the reasons for departure from that
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

137/800/1121/140

Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council Consent to Debt Financier Arrangements
Issue/purpose

To provide consent to Substitution of a Debt Financier associated with the CLEM@@

Proponent

Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure &

Submission prepared by
Gregg Buyers, Manager Major Projects, Major Infrastructur ice, Ext 37329

1 3 EE
Date

21 March 2011
For E&C approval or recommendation t
For E&C Approval

If for recommendation to Councilnis a Co cil resol quu;ed under an Act or Local Law?
Not applicable
Recommended for publn
For immediate rel V
Recommend @
serove '
ation Committee consent to the slastitution of Citigroup Financial

e
That the Ilsh ent and Coordj
Prod ts righis; @ Ilgat| s and interests, with Midtown Acquisitions LP, in accordance with

Clause4@. of the De aiRce Side Deed

Lz%l)/!a\mw

airperson i

t
\ Cr Graham Quirk

Barry '
DIVIS% NAGER CHAIRPERSON
BRISB INFRASTRUCTURE INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
| Support / Reject the recommendation/s.
If rejected, please state reasons
| Reco/mepd Accordingly
/ o

............
lllllllll AStrriasSEINRIARINIEERIBITEIRIA

CHIEF EXE(‘UT!VF OFFICER




12.0

13.0

Background

On 23 May 2006, 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 Debt Financing
Documents such as the “Debt Finance Side Deed”.

By way of letter dated 17" February 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 CLEM7 Project with Midtown Acquisitions LP.

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

ithheld and
give its consent
institution and

Clauses 10.3(a) and (b) further state that Council’'s consent must not be unr
that within 15 Business Days after notification from the Security Trustee, C
for substitution of a debt financier’s obligations if the substitute is a bank
either:

i. has the required rating (a credit rating of at least BBB by and Poor’s (Australia) Pty
Limited or Baa2 by Moody’s Investors Service, Inc.) ; or
il. is guaranteed and indemnified on terms acceptable t cil Py a financial institution or

investment fund which has the Required Rating.

The Security Trustee advised in its letter that Midtown Agquisiff6fis LP does not currently have a credit
rating from any rating agency. Therefore, Council i iged to consent to the assignment under
Clause 10.3 but cannot unreasonably refuse tha

cil of funds becoming unavailable due
uction. Now that construction is

re greatly diminished and this
idtown Acquisitions LP is not as

A credit rating was stipulated to prlmarlly reguce
to the financial difficulty of one of the de
complete and CLEM?7 is operational, nse ences
change to Council’s risk profile means that credit rat
significant.

The CLEMY7 team and its ad sor on Utz nfirmed the view that the request should be
agreed by Council as the o) artlcular T r withholding consent.
Establishment and C dlna nt is sought to permit the substitution of Citigroup
Financial Produ rlght at! and interests, with Midtown Acquisitions LP, in
accordance wij 10.3(b) inance Side Deed
Consultatie
Barry . Divisional iflana anbane Infrastructure

g Evags, Chief 4

avi Askern Chi
cottStewart, £xecliive anager Major Infrastructure Projects Office

< Stever§, Mé&nager Corporate Communications
All are% nt with the recommendation.

15.0

| ations of proposal
osed recommendation will endorse the substitution of the current debt financier, Citigroup
nC|al Products Inc, with the proposed substitute of Midtown Acquisitions LP.

Commercial in confidence

No



16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This action is consistent with the Accessible City (Service Development 7.1.2.1.DO5 Tunnels) theme
of the Corporate Plan |

Customer impact ‘
Nil ‘
Environmental impact ‘
Nil

Policy impact

‘ &
Q

Nil

Human resource impact

Nil
Urgency

In the normal course of business

Publicity/marketing strategy \O @ ‘
Nil & % \

Options v ‘
Option 1: Accept the reco W@n and fo ove the substitution of the current debt ‘
financier, Citigroup Finan cts Ing, with oposed substitute of Midtown Acquisitions LP ‘
Option 2: Not acc % ‘
Option (1) is th %d opti |

NB: If,
recom




RN,
E&C

21 MR 9 g
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

137/800/1121/138
2.0 Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council Consent to Debt Financier Arrangements
% 3.0 Issue/purpose

To provide consent to Substitution of a Debt Financier associated with the CLEM7.
4.0 Proponent |

Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure
5.0 Submission prepared by

) Gregg Buyers, Manager Major Projects, Major Infrastructure P@fﬁce, Ext 37329

6.0 Date

21 March 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to \
; For E&C Approval &
b 8.0 If for recommendation to Councll is c|| res
T Not applicable % »
9.0 Recommended for pu e V

ui|§i fﬁd vﬁﬁ @Local Law?
21M R|§01

......................................... q/,wﬂ
w/l ord// l\;‘\;yor/&/ /Q,‘

=

rdination Committee consent to the substitution of Merrill Lynch
Branch), and its rights, obligations and interests, with Brevan

nd Brevan Howard Credit Catalysts Master Fund Limited, in accordance
Finance Side Deed

For immediate rele

10.0 Recommend tlon

Chairperson
P //7
// ,,/?/
£ / ;
, 7
e

,@

i
Barry Broe
*

Cr Graham Quirk
CHAIRPERSON

DIVISIONAL MANAGER
BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
| Support / Reject the recommendation/s.
If rejected, please state reasons

| Recom nd Accordmciy

............
e g esessusesuedt

dh"t‘éﬁ"éii’.ééunv& OFFICER
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12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

Background

On 23 May 2006, Council entered into a contract with the RiverCity Motorway Consortium (RCM) for
the delivery of the Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM?7), formerly known as the North-South Bypass Tunnel.

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

By way of letter dated 17" February 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 CLEM7 Project with Brevan Howard Master Fund Limited and Brevan Howard Credit Cajalysts
Master Fund Limited.

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

withheld and
st give its consent
ancial institution and

Clauses 10.3(a) and (b) further state that Council’s consent must not be unreago
that within 15 Business Days after notification from the Security Trustee,

for substitution of a debt financier’s obligations if the substitute is a bcba'
either:

i. has the required rating (a credit rating of at least BBB a

Limited or Baa2 by Moody's Investors Service, Inc.) ;

ii. is guaranteed and indemnified on terms acceptable to Cq
investment fund which has the Required Rating.

nd Poor’s (Australia) Pty

by a financial institution or

The Security Trustee advised in its letter that Brey, oWard Master Fund Limited and Brevan
Howard Credit Catalysts Master Fund Limited do @ ently hayg a credit rating from any rating
agency. Therefore, Council is not obliged to ent togfthe assj t under Clause 10.3 but cannot
unreasonably refuse that consent. &

A credit rating was stipulated to primagily reducethe risk to% of funds becoming unavailable due

to the financial difficulty of one of the o‘? gnciers d uction. Now that construction is
complete and CLEM?7 is operati " th&consequ s ISrisk are greatly diminished and this
ditgati
i

change to Council’s risk profile fpeansithat the of Brevan Howard Master Fund Limited

e
and Brevan Howard Credit C& aster FundW¥im is not as significant.
w

The CLEM7 team an W Clayt nfirmed the view that the request should be
agreed by Council no pa regsons for withholding consent.

Establishmengand nation consent is sought to permit the substitution of Merrill
Lynch Inte al Bank Limited (C@pdon Branch) and its rights, obligations and interests, with Brevan
0.3(b)

Howard Limi d BreVan Howard Credit Catalysts Master Fund Limited, in accordance
with Clau of th ipance Side Deed

nager Brisbane Infrastructure

ncial Officer

vid As hief'Legal Counsel

Scott Stewart, cutive Manager, Major Infrastructure Projects Office
Crai ens, Manager Corporate Communications

N| greement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

Grgg Evans,

The proposed recommendation will endorse the substitution of the current debt financier, Merrill Lynch
International Bank Limited (London Branch), with the proposed substitute of Brevan Howard Master
Fund Limited and Brevan Howard Credit Catalysts Master Fund Limited.

Commercial in confidence

No
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16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This action is consistent with the Accessible City (Service Development 7.1.2.1.DO5 Tunnels) theme
of the Corporate Plan

Customer impact
Nil
Environmental impact

Nil

Policy impact &
Nil @

Financial impact %

Nil O

Human resource impact % .

Nil

Urgency
In the normal course of business O
Publicity/marketing strategy &\ %

X 28

Option 1: Accept the recomN n and formal rove the substitution of the current debt
financier, Merrill Lynch Yaternatiohal Banle Lifaited gLondon Branch), with the proposed substitute of
Brevan Howard M F imited @hd Bre Howard Credit Catalysts Master Fund Limited
Option 2: Not ac ecom tio

Option h erred

ndation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
recorded here.
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E&C
TN 17
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/141
2.0 Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council Consent to Debt Financier Arrangements

3.0 Issue/purpose @
To provide consent to Substitution of a Debt Financier associated with the CLE j

4.0 Proponent

Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure

50  Submission prepared by ' < ,

Gregg Buyers, Manager Major Projects, Major Infrastructure Pggj Office, Ext 37329

6.0 Date

21 March 2011
7.0  For E&C approval or recommendation to @

For E&C Approval /%
8.0 If for recommendation to Council, i ncil res p required under an Act or Local Law?
. O XFPROVED
Not applicable

2 1 MAR 2011

9.0 Recommended for pudlic release /
e ’\ = . .
For immediate rel SRR e T iRt ",
Lord Mayo / /
- \ e /7 o f
10.0 Recommen@ Y )7 7 7] /Ag////q% %{\
lishme

P

That th nta ordination Committee consent to the substitution of Deutsche Bank AG

and its ri , obligations sts, with DE Shaw Laminar International Inc, in accordance with
Clatige 10.3(b) of th t Rigance Side Deed
11.06' ionhal Mapéages and Chairperson
o C\[mu 1“
Barry BN / Cr Graham Quirk
DIVISIONALWANAGER .~ CHAIRPERSON
BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

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

I Recommend Accordinal
gy Sl

Vecns il I et

e TTLE
..........................................

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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Background

On 23 May 2006, 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 Debt Financing
Documents such as the “Debt Finance Side Deed”.

By way of letter dated 17" February 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 CLEM7 Project with DE Shaw Laminar International Inc.

Clause 10.3(a) of the CLEM7 Debt Finance Side Deed requires the Security Trustee t prior
consent of Council before assigning or transferring any of its rights and obligations und ebt

Financing Documents.

Clauses 10.3(a) and (b) further state that Council’'s consent must not be un ably withheld and
that within 15 Business Days after notification from the Security Trustee, Coufgi st give its consent
for substitution of a debt financier’s obligations if the substitute is a ban nanfeial institution and

either:
i. has the required rating (a credit rating of at least BBB by S@and Poor’s (Australia) Pty
Limited or Baa2 by Moody’s Investors Service, Inc.) ;
ii. is guaranteed and indemnified on terms acceptable t ngil by a financial institution or
investment fund which has the Required Rating.

The Security Trustee advised in its letter that DE Sha r International Inc does not currently
have a credit rating from any rating agency. Thegéio uncil is not obliged to consent to the
assignment under Clause 10.3 but cannot unrea @ refuse th@t consent.

ofgftinds becoming unavailable due
lon. Now that construction is

are greatly diminished and this

Shaw Laminar International Inc is not

A credit rating was stipulated to primarily g@duce%he risk to
to the financial difficulty of one of the debt fifanciers during c

complete and CLEM?7 is operational, onsequenc
change to Council’s risk profile n e creditr
as significant.

The CLEM7 team and its ad ton Utz ha med the view that the request should be
agreed by Council as tfv particylafgeasops for withholding consent.

Establishment an jon Comrmi sent is sought to permit the substitution of Deutsche
Bank AG and its% igatio [ sts, with DE Shaw Laminar International Inc, in
accordance with Clausg 10.3(b) Bebt Finance Side Deed

Consu

r Brisbane Infrastructure
reg E¥ans, Chigf Fi fficer

Manager, Major Infrastructure Projects Office
er Corporate Communications

All in agreement with the recommendation.
mns of proposal

p
The Proposed recommendation will endorse the substitution of the current debt financier, Deutsche
Bank AG, with the proposed substitute of DE Shaw Laminar International Inc.

Commercial in confidence

No
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16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This action is consistent with the Accessible City (Service Development 7.1.2.1.DO5 Tunnels) theme
of the Corporate Plan

Customer impact
Nil
Environmental impact

Nil

S L &
X

Financial impact

Nil
Human resource impact %:J
Nil

Urgency

In the normal course of business O
Publicity/marketing strategy & \
Nil _ E )

Options <( ! E Q

Option 1: Accept the recomm and forma rove the substitution of the current debt
financier, Deutsche Barig AG, the prj d sypstitute of DE Shaw Laminar International Inc
Option 2: Not ac @c mme Q

Option (1) is the preferred option

NB: If t ficer’s rec ion is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
r@e tion sﬁ:l recorded here.

04((/

NO
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

| CHIE |

BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE

| Recommend Accordingly
_ //Z’.i B el

P

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

E&L
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number
137/800/1121/139
Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council Consent to Debt Financier Arrangements

Issue/purpose @
To provide consent to Substitution of a Debt Financier associated with the CLEMZ#Pro

Eroponent

Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure &

Submission prepared by
Gregg Buyers, Manager Major Projects, Major Infrastructure Pro%ﬂice, Ext 37329

Date

21 March 2011 O
For E&C approval or recommendation to N

For E&C Approval

If for recommendation to Counciimi anuncil resol uired under an Act or Local Law?

Not applicable \
Recommended for pule

For immediate rel

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

i

Recommenda

That the
and its rights;

6“5 Barry Broe Cr Graham Quirk
‘0\3 DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRPERSON

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
| Support / Reject the recommendation/s.
If rejected, please state reasons

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

EXECUTIVE OFFICER




-
")
(=]

13.0

wart,
Crgig Steve!

15.0

Background

On 23 May 2006, 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 Debt Financing
Documents such as the “Debt Finance Side Deed”.

By way of letter dated 17" February 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 CLEM7 Project with Midtown Acquisitions LP.

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

ithheld and
usfgive its consent
Institution and

Clauses 10.3(a) and (b) further state that Council's consent must not be unre
that within 15 Business Days after notification from the Security Trustee, Coungi
for substitution of a debt financier’s obligations if the substitute is a bank or fi
either:

i. has the required rating (a credit rating of at least BBB by S ar d Poor’s (Australia) Pty

Limited or Baa2 by Moody’s Investors Service, Inc.) ; or
ii. is guaranteed and indemnified on terms acceptable toglo a
investment fund which has the Required Rating.

financial institution or

The Security Trustee advised in its letter that Midtown Acqligitions LP does not currently have a credit

rating from any rating agency. Therefore, Council is n to consent to the assignment under

Clause 10.3 but cannot unreasonably refuse tha@ :

A credit rating was stipulated to primarily re t to CodRci

to the financial difficulty.of one of the de anciegs during S

complete and CLEM?7 is operational, the conSgquences of% e greatly diminished and this
ing of,

change to Council’s risk profile mean the Credit
significant.

The CLEMY7 team and its adyis@g Clayton Utz h firg¥ed the view that the request should be
agreed by Council as there a rticula

reas withholding consent.
Establishment and W Com Vt is sought to permit the substitution of Deutsche
Bank AG and its ri igations
e

, with Midtown Acquisitions LP, in accordance with
Clause 10.3(b) 0 Finan e

Consult
Barry Bro ivisional Ma sbane Infrastructure
vans, Chief Fi jal'@fficer

vid Agkern, Chjef L unsel
tivg, Manager, Major Infrastructure Projects Office
Corporate Communications

funds becoming unavailable due

0
d

All are in ag ent with the recommendation.

Imns of proposal

h&groposed recommendation will endorse the substitution of the current debt financier, Deutsche
Bank’AG, with the proposed substitute of Midtown Acquisitions LP.

Commercial in confidence

No
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16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This action is consistent with the Accessible City (Service Development 7.1.2.1.DO5 Tunnels) theme
of the Corporate Plan

Customer impact

Nil

Environmental impact

Nil

Policy impact @
Nil @
Financial impact @

Nil %

Human resource impact | O

Nil

Urgency %

In the normal course of business

Publicity/marketing strategy \O @

Options Y

Option 1: Accept the reéomm n@v forma@ the substitution of the current debt
financier, Deutsche Bank AG\ roposed sulsti of Midtown Acquisitions LP
Wndat@

Option (1) is the pRefe @ ption q‘ ,
NB: If th e com atiorNis not followed, then the reasons for departure from that

recomm ion shoula orded here.

Option 2: Not accept th




E&bL
21 MAR 20 19
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT & CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number:

137/800/1121/121

20  Title

Claim for Compensation arising out of the resumption of land for Environmental Purposes, situated at
1641 Wynnum Road Tingalpa

‘? 3.0 Issue/purpose

To obtain approval to reject the Claim for Compensation and pay an advance against C ation
4.0 Proponent
i
; Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustainability@

. 5.0 Submission prepared by

Susan Dymock, Program Officer Bushland Acquisition, Natura irClt & Sustainability, x39149
6.0 Date

21 March 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Cou
E&C approval &\
8.0 If for recommendation to Council, ountil res

V ution re i/l;e/d under an Act or Local Law?
o < ? ; APPROVED
9.0 Recommendation for publ& 14

7 1 MAR 011

Immediate release V @V 4
, (R 2 srsll el W
10.0 Recommendati @ W ord Mayor i g ()
ent “B”

That E&C e draft resoluti®g as outlined in Attacﬁ ’ ;;/ﬁ / . Of

DiViSion@ger v Chairman |
< ’ @ @/ Reject the Recommendations.
@ 4 If Reject — please state reasons:

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

| Recommend Accerdingly

el




-

12.0

13.0

15.0

16.0

Background

By publication in the Government Gazette dated 23 October 2009, Brisbane City Council (Council)
resumed land from Cubdale Pty Ltd and Michelle Mu Qing Huang for Environmental Purposes,
situated at No 1641 Wynnum Road Tingalpa, and described as Lot 38 on SP117767. The land
comprises an area of 23.79 hectares and is designated as Rural (RU) and Sport and Recreation (SR)
under City Plan 2000 (refer Attachment 1).

A Claim for Compensation has been received for an amount of  redacted  plus interest from the .
date of taking the land. The Claimants have applied for payment of an Advance.

As per Section 23 (3) of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967, the claimant may request the payment of
an advance, however, it must not exceed: (b) where the constructing authority has not madegén gffer
an amount equal to its estimate of the amount of Compensation payable to the claimant.

Currently, advice is being sought to quantify the planning constraints and dev. costs
associated with any potential development of the property, to assist Council's v rmining
the “highest and best use” of the land. Due to the complexity of this exercise, e several
months to compile. However, in order to pay some monies to the claimant an nalisation of
the valuation based on an appropriate development, Council’s consultant valu sed the market

value of the land based on a preliminary planning report furnished by o ouncil's town planning
consultants. On the basis of this report, the valuer assessed the value of,the land at $2,400,000
(Refer Attachment 2a and 2b). It is recommended at this timggthat $2,400,000 be adopted as
“Council’'s estimate of the amount of compensation payable to t i as per Section 23 (3) (b)
of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967, pending further investig ith regard to development
potential. The solicitors for the dispossessed owners are aw@ge of t osition.

Therefore, it is recommended that the claim for compensation” be rejected as excessive and the
@‘ on and,reasonable costs in making the

Further investigations into highest and se/Value of T y will be continued and if
necessary a further recommendation on the clai il be mades course.

It is recommended that E&C resoly, péfthe draft r o%tlined in Attachment “B”.
Attachments: G
(A) Summary
: (B) Resolution V
(1) Locati
(

e Cr Matic, Chai
o _John Jordan, Manag
Jap Skelton, Se

ironment, Parks & Sustainability Committee (16 February 2011)
atural Environment & Sustainability Branch (15 February 2011)
isitions Officer, City Property (9 February 2011) '

Creig Stevghs, Mahager, Marketing & Communication (16 February 2011)
@he above&re eement with the recommendation.

mplications of preposal

Th cI combensation will be processed and an advance against Compensation will be paid.
Co&cial in confidence

No

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

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




e R s

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Customer impact
A claim for Compensation will be processed and result in the claimant being paid advance monies.
Environmental impact

This submission deals with the completion of private propehy resumptions. The ehvironmental
impact issues associated with embellishment will be managed in accordance with current practices.

Policy impact

Recommendations are considered consistent with Council practice of pursuing resumption ofgprivately
owned land, following full and proper assessment of options and consultation with affecte S.

Financial impact

Sufficient funds from the Bushland Acquisition Program code DNUA 1261
accrued to cover the payment of an advance against the Compensation claim

Human resource impact '
Nil
Urgency E )

In the normal course of business.

egn previously
perty.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Marketing and communication activities wilh&en&@equ' @
Options 6
i Approve the recommendafion: v v
2, Not approve the reco e@. @
Wo Queensland for determination.

3. Allow the matter tdWaroceed%o the

Option 1 is the pre d rec option.

NB: If the r om ationis not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
recomme n should ed here.




E&O
1.0 File number 21 MAR 2011 ?

137/800/112/102

—

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

2.0 Title
Proposed acquiéition of land at 30 Dandys Court, Kholo

3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval to purchase 4.215 hectarés of privately owned land for environ
(bushland) purposes.

4.0 Proponent @
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustainability Divisio @

5.6 Submission prepared by
Susan Dymock, Program Officer Bushland Acquisition, Natural Environmegnt & Sustainability;
ext 39149

60  Date % |
21 March 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Counil\

For E&C approval

8.0 If for recommendation to Council, is ncil resol
Law? Q

No \
9.0 Recommended for public felease

Immediate reeaseg@w @

'or%red' under an Act or Local

10.0 Recommendatio

)LordMayor/ ............

That authori granted to e the entirety of 30 Dandys Cﬁ Kholo, described as Lot 18
SP120681, confaining an area'ef 4. hectares, for environmental (bushland) purposes, at a cost

of $4 0_in accordan i contract of sale attached and subject to any additional terms
and c@nditiofs as congidergdneCessary by the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.

10.0 ivisiohal Manader Chairman

Lo

| Support.#Reject the Recommendations.
e S

If Reject — please state reasons:

N2
O

L (7
~ Andrew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic
f DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT, PARKS &
CITY PLANNING & SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE
Recommen




11.0

12.0

14.0

Béckg round

The subject property located at 30 Dandys Court, Kholo is described as Lot 18 SP120681 and
contains an area of 4.215 hectares (ha) (edged in yellow on attachment 1). It is classified Rural in
City Plan 2000 and falls within the Regional Landscape and Rural Production area of the South-
East Queensland Regional Plan. The subject property is vacant and does not support any
dwellings.

The subject property supports remnant vegetation and is located adjacent the Council-owned Lake
Manchester Road Park. The Lake Manchester Road Park adjoins D'Aguilar National Park, which
supports a high diversity of significant species, including raptors and small ground-gwelling
mammals. Brisbane City Council (Council) has previously made significant investmefits jn the
protection of the Lake Manchester Bushlands. Acquisition of the subject proper
enhance Council's maintenance access into the Lake Manchester Road Park to and
maintain these ecological systems and values.

The subject property is currently listed for sale on the open market. However, itfis included in
the current approved Bushland Acquisition Schedule 2008-2012 or t d Acquisition
Schedule Addendums. E&C approval is required before the property ¢ ased.

An independent valuation of the entirety of the subject property vas aken in August 2010
(and then updated in February 2011). This values the propezy, a§$423/000 (refer Attachment 2).
Following negotiations by City Property with the real est arketing the property, the
property owners have submitted an executed contract of sal€ offgfing the property to Council for
we

$400,000 (refer Attachment 3). The contract has been r8yje d is considered acceptable.

It is recommended that authority be granted to p
described as Lot 18 SP120681, containing an afe

purposes, at a cost of $400,000 in accordan&

additional terms and conditions as consid
Legal Practice.

Attachments: Q
Summary of decisio
. Map of theropert
. Summary c&va uationg Augu 10 & February 2011
Contradyof s V :

Chairman Enviromflent, Parks & Sustainability Committee (16 February 2011)
er, Natmgal Envibonment & Sustainability Branch (15 February 2011)
. lns & Disposals Officer, City Property (9 February 2011)
ocal Asset Services (16 February 2011)
eting & Communication (16 February 2011)

e the entirety of 30 Dandys Court, Kholo,
5 hectgres, for environmental (bushland)
f sale attached and subject to any
iefd egal Counsel, Brisbane City

WM >

Consultation

Cr Peter

e jgfagreement with the recommendation.

of proposal

A pfoperty that has been assessed as having high ecological value and which would assist in
im access to Lake Manchester Road Park may be acquired through the Bushland

q on Program. The proposal will support the Lord Mayor's target for the Bushland
Ac@uisition Program to have 500ha of land within Council ownership by the end of December 2011.

Additionally, the Bushland Acquisition Program protects Brishane’'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. .

Commercial in confidence

Nil




15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

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

The proposal is consistent with the ‘Biodiverse City’ target of ‘Program 1 — City Smart’ in the
Corporate Plan 2008-2012, specifically the key actions to

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

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

Customer impact
Without prejudice negotiations by City Property have already taken place with the real esta e
marketing the subject property and the property owner has submitted a contract a r

Council’'s consideration. The property does not support any dwellings.

Environmental impact

chester Road
t for'significant fauna

Acquisition of the subject property will contribute to improving access to t
Park. The subject property supports remnant vegetation and provide
species.

Policy impact

Nil %
Financial impact

Funding for this acquisition would be sourced 010-20 Bushland Acquisition Program
capital budget. \
Human resource impact & %
NIl ?\ ?\
Urgency \Q @

ess

In the normal course of b

& Q&

Publicity will oégur ofice the prop come into Council ownership as per the Bushland

Acquisitio r edia P,
Options
pti : preve Ee recommendation.

ion 2: ot approve the recommendation

O&Qhe 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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F&C
21 MAR 2000 273

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/150

20  Title

Initiative

3.0 Issue/purpose @
To enter a submission (Attachment B) to the National Awards for Local Governifien20 1% for Council's

Green Heart CitySmart Initiative
4.0 Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainakility Division

Submission to the National Awards for Local Government 2011 for Council's Green Heart C@t

5.0 Submission prepared by

Melinda Bergmann, Program Outcome Manager, City%
6.0 Date

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendatiin &cil %Q

21 March 2011

E&C approval

8.0 If for recommendation to C @ n retiuired under an Act or Local Law?
AN T APPRDVED

No. V
9.0 Recommended f @e ease

| , .
N/A S -} A e M
Lord Mayor ' /f/ .
10.0 Recom ion Q‘ s & 777 /q(w
T@spp ove the submission to the National Awards for Local Government 2011 for

Calncil'sfGreen rt art Initiative as outlined in Attachment B.

11.0< , ,

naI Manager Chairman
/ Q | Support/ Reject the recommendation.
WX

If reject, please state reasons.

s S -
77,

Andrew Chesterman Councillor Peter Matic
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, ENVIORNMENT, PARKS AND
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE
| Recornmend Accordingly
o G e e
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 1
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12.0

13.0
14.0
15.0

16.0

17.0
18.0
19.0

20.0

22.0

23.0

VBackground

The National awards for Local Government are calling for nominations which close on Wednesday
23 March 2011. The awards were set up in 1986 and are run by the Department of Regional Australia,
Regional Development and Local Government. - They aim to identify and recognise local government
projects that are best practice and / or demonstrate new ways to manage challenges.

A category of the awards is the “Leading community Climate Change Action” which is sponsored by
the Australian Government Department of Climate Change and Efficiency.

Brisbane City Council's (Council) Green Heart CitySmart Initiative engages and empowers residents,
schools, businesses and community groups to adopt lifestyles and practices that copgfibute to
Brisbane achieving its climate change and sustainability targets.

It is recommended that E&C approve the attached submission to the National Awa Local

Government 2011 for Council's Green Heart CitySmart Initiative as outlined in Attagh
Consultation %

N/A

Implications of proposal < ,
N/A %

Commercial in confidence

No
Vision/Corporate Plan impact : \

The Program 1 goal is that the “CitySmart§program will{ e %isbane’s livability and show
leadership in sustainability”. The sub ion to the Natignal
recognition of Council’'s demonstraffd | ip&

mate change action.

Customer impact

N/A V\ V
Environmental im @

G)C) Y~

/
Hum esourc?impact
O

y

Urgent. Submissions to the National Awards for Local Government 2011 close on 23 March 2011.
Publicity/marketing strategy

If Council is recognised as a finalist or winner for the award, a publicity and marketing strategy will be
developed and implemented.
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24.0 Options

N Option 1:  Approve the attached submission to the National Awards for Local Government 2011 as
outlined in attachment B. :
Option 2: Do not approve the attached submission to the National Awards for Local Government
- 2011 as outlined 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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7 1 MAR 73 74

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/119

20  Title

Community Facility Flood Recovery Grant Program — Round 2

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek approval for the allocation of the second round funding under the Com
Recovery Grant Program as set out in Attachment B.

4.0 Proponent

5.0 Submission prepared by

Lorraine Gregory, Manager, Healthy and Vibrant Comm

extension 34725

6.0 Date

21 March 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recommend

For Establishment and Co—ordi@ mmittee prv
8.0 If for recommendation to (\ i a Counc sgfutio

at th@ Establisgme oordination Committee approve thefecommended grants under the
0 round @f'the Cammunity Facility Flood Recovery Grant Program as set out in Attachment B.

%

N/A
9.0 Recommende r rele

Immedia
10.0 Recom dation %

2
Bigdional gagager
\

Vicki Pethybridge
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
FAMILY AND COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

¢ Recsmmeng/_Acpqrdingky

o o
LG

........................................ N

CriEE EXECUTIVE OFFICER

%

n ility Flood

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community S@s%

ities, munity Services Branch,

equired under an Act or Local Law?

APPR

/ Lord Mayor , s

Chairman

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

éﬁwﬁ,ﬁ,@ﬁoﬁw _ /dﬁ/ag

Councillor Geraldine Knapp
CHAIRMAN FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
SERVICES COMMITTEE




12.0

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 req@ e of .
application, however, the acquittal process will be rigorous. .

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

Attachment C contains a copy of the guidelines used to assess the rQof g€ach application.
Attachment D provides a list of items which Council will not fund.

Two clubs were granted funding in round one. Attachment E pfovide summary of the grants
approved to date. The applications being assessed in this roun

Club : Recommended amount
Bellbowrie Sport and Recreation Club $170,000
Obedience Dog Club of Brisbane ) $19,490
Pankoakos Association O’Hippocratis of Qld . $2,750
Sherwood Australian Football Club $170,000

\ $15,015

Merthyr Croquet Club

Attachment B provides an assessmenf of eac plication % with the recommended funding.
Following the E&C decision o nd One g@pp , further information was sought from
Bellbowrie Sport and Recreation Cli The provided very comprehensive information
including several quotes. eSglub as seve ged in the floods and therefore a grant of
$170,000 is recommended. Cotgclil has had concefmpgfabout the financial viability of this club for some
time. The current Direc are,fdced wiit sOme upique challenges in improving the operations of the
0 conditions of the funding be that the Club agree to
r the next 5 years. In order to ensure that this plan is

formulate this
via Coun

recommende
No funding is regommended for Merthyr Croquet Club. They have applied for the State Grant at the
sarr%and this will fully cover the costs of repairs ($15,015).

e approves funding, the clubs will be required to enter into a funding agreement with Council
befotg the funds can be released. Once the club signs the agreement the funds will be paid.

It is recommended that E&C approve the granting of funds, as set out in Attachment B.
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13.0 Consultation

Jim Brabon Team Leader, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Paul Songhurst Project Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Brett Roland Project Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Shane Farrow Project Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Robert Ferguson Project Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Jeff Stewart Project Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
14.0 Implications of proposal '
Once E&C has approved the recommendations those clubs recommended for fu% rovided
f

with a funding agreement. Once the funding agreement is signed by the c ds will be
provided.

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

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

The recommendation responds to the following ‘Ce Plan 2008-12 (2010 Update)’ goals:
e 5.3 Active & Healthy Communitie
e 5.4 Social Inclusion
e 5.5 Well-managed communit ilitie
17.0  Customer impact C) ? >
ill e to contin

Clubs recommended for funding thgif recovery works.

18.0  Environmental impact V V
M @ Q~

19.0  Policy impac

Nil %
20.0

Financial impact v
amage to com iby’Tacilities of $6.928 million was identified for the flood recovery special budget
iewand inclugsd i $440 million of savings identified in the Council Budget.

egra ecommended for funding in this round total $362,240.

21.0 Hun@ce impact
Nil

220  Urgency

In order to meet the ten day turn around promised by the Lord Mayor in announcing these grants, this
E&C needs to be considered on 21 March 2011.




- 23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy
A marketing and communication strategy has been developed.
24.0 Options
1. That E&C approve the recommendations as set out in Attachment B.

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.




1.0

2.0

2.0

- 4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

&G
21 bim 2003 76
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

137/800/1121/154

Title

8" China (Chongging) International Garden Expo — Chongging, China

Issue/purpose @

To seek E&C approval for Brisbane to take part and exhibit in the 8" China (Ch ternational
Garden Expo to be held in Chongging, China from September 2011 to April 2032"

Proponent
Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Lord Mayor and the Ch@ jve’'s Office
Submission prepared by

Judy Liu, Client Strategy and Relationship Officer, Internatignal R ns Unit,
Lord Mayor’s Administration Office, ext 34531

Date
21 March 2011 \ @
For E&C approval or recommendation &nm %

For E&C approval v N

If for recommendation to C u@a ouncifregblut n:;‘é’;]uired under an Act or Local Law?
N/A \ V = o
Recommended fo Mse @

Immediate relgase _

Recom tio

T pproval be g d Wer Brisbane to take part and exhibit in the 8" China (Chongqir;g)
Internatignal Gardgn e held in Chongqging, China from September 2011 to April 2012 at an
S

cost U$203000.

ger >

nal Mana Chairman
Q | Support / Reject the recommendation.

Peter Rule Counéillor Adgian Schrinner
Executive Manager Chairman, Finance, Economic
OLMCEO Development & Administration Committee
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12.0 Background

City of Brisbane has been invited by the Chongging Municipal People’s Government to participate and
exhibit at the 8" China (Chonggqing) International Garden Expo (also known as Chongging EXPO)
which will be held from September 2011 to April 2012. The Expo is co-sponsored by the Ministry of
Housing and Urban-Rural Development of the People’s Republic of China and the Chongging
Municipal People’s Government.

The Chongging EXPO is themed as “Better Garden, Better City” and the goal is to guide the society to
pursue a harmonious living environment. The exhibition zone covers an area of 2.20 square
kilometres and will cover garden floral, natural ecology, leisure tourism, cultural and art, business and
trade exchanges. It will demonstrate China’s main garden styles and the historic and cultur afures
and it will be maintained as a permanent new scenic spot for sightseeing and interactive a nt

Foreign cities, cities from mainland China and cities from Hong Kong, Macao, Taiwan ing’'s
Sister Cities have been invited to participate in the Chongging EXPO.
The display by Brisbane will provide an opportunity to enhance tourism and iieRgatiog@l students to

a
Brisbane.
E&C approval is therefore sought for Brisbane to take part and exhi " China (Chonggqing)

int
International Garden Expo to be held in Chongging, China from S berf2011 to April 2012 at an
estimated cost of AU$20,000. %

13.0 Consultation

Lord Mayor, Councillor Campbell Newman

Councillor Graham Quirk, Deputy Mayor and Chaij omyInternational Relations and Multicultural
Affairs

Pip Hold, Manager, Lord Mayor’s Administrati iC

Barry Hancock, International Relations Ma mMayor’ MR ion Office

Tony Wehl, Chongging Representative, Brisban&Sister Citie ittee

David Kerr, Principal Landscape Archite bane Infr ctu isbane City Council
Ross McKinnon, Curator-in-charge, Biisb tanic Gar
All are in agreement with the re& endation.

14.0 = Implications of proposal V

As the Chongging

bagfe's sister city Chongging, Brisbane’s participation in
e er City relationship with Chongqing and support the
tional profile. This event could also potentially provide a
ic links between the two cities and other cities around the

platform for SS andeecono
world that taking partd expo.

15.0 c°v®cial in confidev
1 Q/Cor rate Play’impact

he p I contributes to the Regional and World City strategy by progressing actions:

-
6.3 B relationships with targeted international city governments and agencies;
6.5 nhance the capabilities of the Asia Pacific networks.

17.0  Customer impact
Nil.

18.0  Environmental impact

Nil.
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19.0 Policy impact
Nil.
20.0 Financial impact

Chongging will fund all costs associated with the Brisbane Exhibit, including construction and
maintenance of the exhibit.

There will be an estimated cost of AU$20,000 associated with audio visual, promotional materials and
hiring of local personnel to staff the Brisbane Exhibit during the Expo. Brisbane City Counci#will cover
half of the cost and the other half will be met by sponsorship.

Funds are available in the International Relations budge code:
1.01.1510.226.819.000.659.000.000.00.

21.0 Human resource impact @
Nil. %

22.0 Urgency
H Urgent, to allow for final design and construction of the exhibit mpleted in time.

23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy
At the discretion of the Lord Mayor.
24.0 Options \ @
Option 1: Approve the recommendation. &
Option 2: Amend the recommendatio
Option 3: Not approve the recommen . v
Option 1 is the preferred o& @
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[ E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 28 MARCH 2011
ELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT
Other
28/03-01 e — Inclusion of Charitable Organisation in
137/800/1121/127 S pe Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees and Approv. Yes
ervices E
M Charges — Pregnancy Crisis Incorporated.
28/03-02 o —_— Meetings Amending Local Law 2010 and
137/800/1121/91 S he Meetings Subordinate Amending Local Law ppraved Yes
ervices
M 2010
28/03-03 . .
137/800/1121/162 Corpqrate Strateglc Contracting Procedures — Public Approved Yes
M Services Notice .
28/03-04 Eriborate Delegation of powers undet tRg :
137/800/1121/153 S pe Brisbane Act 2010 in r tio\ Approved N/A N/A
ervices ;
R leases
Amendment of th ayor’s
28/03-05 137/800/1121/158 OLMCEO Community i ili Held N/A N/A
Deed
28/03-06 Storgs Boa iSSi t_ Pro |?cn of
137/800/1121/155 OLMCEO . y\ e Approved Yes
M ) ue hformation
i tighs Pty Ltd
280307 f lalg f k t 71
137/800/1121/33 of 'ang Tor park purposes at 71, 1 aApproved 1 October 2011
M e Road, Richlands ,
B City Council submission on the
28/03-08 rogductivity Commission Draft Research
137/800/1121/151 rt — Performance Benchmarking of Approved Yes
M stralian Business Regulation: Planning,
@ Zoning and Development Assessments

NO
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 28 MARCH 2011 N7

\\. WRELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT QA
‘ N ediate Other
¢
28/03-09 Response to Queensland Government’s
137/800/1121/128 CPAS Greentape Reduction Project Discussion Ap d Yes
M Paper 6
28/03-10 Resumption of land for Park and Recreati ;
112/20/439/166 CPAS Ground Purpose situated at 38 to 46 Fusc pproved N/A N/A
R Street, Hemmant
28/03-11 ; . ’ )
City Hall Restoration Project
|v| 137/800/1121/142 CPAS Exselitivs Group Menibarsh ik Approved Yes
Draft Brisbane Accegéta i
28/03-12 | 137/800/1121/161 Facs 201 2-201 7. AShigiing LINGEEalaf pe Held N/A N/A
with disability in t ustralias ne
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