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

E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 03 MAY 2011
' RELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. " DIV. TITLE .
] Immediate Other
03/05-01 . o
: Transport, Access, Parking and Servicing 8
. 152/160/1007/34 CPasS (TAPS) Planning Scheme Policy (PSP) " N/A N/A
03/05-02 152/160/1007/56 : S
109/280/265 Bl © | LD B CANRAG TRl Approved N/A N/A
R 137/800/1121/134 . '
- Stores Board Submissio
03/05-03 approval form Coungj
131/630/543/1114 OLMCEO Project Agreementffor t N/A N/A
R Energy Generatidn
Sherbrooke
03/05-04 Stores Board mission,
137/800/1121/181 OLMCEO Procurement Activity Plai ( Approved Not for Release
M New n Organisatior
03/05-05 . 'M -
137/800/1121/119 y ki el Approved Yes
M
03/05-06
109/105/219/9 ¢ Contracting Procedures Approved N/A N/A
R v
03/05-07 :
109/305/710/14, OLMGED: oposed Management Re-Alignment Approved N/A N/A
R
03/05-08 - ' Appointment of Senior Executive Service
(SES) Officers to Group and Branch
" 109/305/710/ LMCEO Manager Roles due to Management Approved Not for Release
Realignment

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, G Knapp, A Cooper, D MdLachlan, P Matic, M de Wit & J Simmonds
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E&C
03 MAY 2001 04
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 _File number
137/800/1121/181
2.0  Title

Stores Board Submission — Significant Procurement Activity Plan (SPAP) for the New Informatj
Organisation (NIO).

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee for

= The Significant Procurement Activity Plan (SPAP) in relation to the overg Le /’jion of

the NIO Program Service Strategy, and N
= Stores Board having authority to approve the individual pre;m@’missions for each

component of the overall NIO Program Sourcing Strateg 'S

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

ag,e%barét’é Se%%

6.0  Date , ?\

28 April 2011 \O @ i '

7.0 For E&C approval or recoW lion to W ~ %J})ﬂ.
4 Y shessasasdranassnances rd ayo _ L

For E&C approval " VLO ] 4
7 /s N Hn

Council, is uncil resolution requited ynder art Act or Local LAaw?

No 2\ 4
9.0 Recgmmended for pub
tf"fg\

ragicase
1 m“ﬁ'\’e%

hat t?@blishment and Co-ordination Committee approves the attached submission.

N

Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk M

- <
11.0 Mark Johnst Colin Jensen
ACTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

E iron
] et s are

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission
on 28 April 2011. ' :

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

CONTRACT NO. CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION

N/A New Information Organisation For E&C approval
(NIO) Sourcing Strategy

Consultation

The Chief Executive Officer L\ &
Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration responsible for the gubpaiss®
Stores Board A 3¢
Relevant Divisional Officers

The recommended process will provide the:a',:m'“

All are in agreement with the recommendation. i\ '
Implications of proposal ' )
\heous o m ouncil.

Commercial in confidence

Not Applicable. \
Vision/Corporate Plan impa >

A

The recommendation Qf to the efficient management of the City's

resources.

Customer im

The submission Qou! &f work or supply of goods and services to meet Council
approveg pro Jrams

b3

i |mp%
ted W'line with Council's policy on the use of environmentally friendly and

0 idled products. jronmental considerations will be taken into account in the evaluation of

gfiders w@)plicable.
PolicN

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 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
from that recommendation should be recorded here.




8.0 If for recommendation to Courﬂ a Qouncil re@

1

EF&C
0 3 MAY 201 G5
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE '

1.0  File number
137/800/1121/119
2.0 Title

Community Facility Flood Recovery Grant Program — Round 8

3.0 Issue/purpose @
To seek E&C approval for the allocation of the eighth round funding under the Comm @
Flood Recovery Grant Program.

4.0  Proponent @ |
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Service& '

5.0 Submission prepared by

Lorraine Gregory, Manager, Healthy and Vibrant Communities, Com Services Branch,

APPROVED

extension 34725

6.0 Date
3 May 2011 | \O
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to %
For Establishment and Co-ordination ee approval

Immediate

N/A V V
9.0 Recommended for uase 2

eightijroundjof the Cgmm cility Flood Recovery Grant Program as set out in Attachment B.

11.0
D% Manager Chairman
Q | Support / Reject the recommendation.
~//

If reject, please state reasons.

10.0 Recommen % »
That@blis ment a%' ation Committee approve the recommended grants under the
0

Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Geraldine Knapp
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
x COMMITTEE
| Recommend Accardingly
£ .
AT B e

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER J




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

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, E&C on 28 February 2011 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 &
e of

In order to provide the funding quickly, limited documentation will be require
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 it ach application.
Attachment D provides a list of items which Council will not fund.
Applications closed on 12 April 2011. In total sixty-four applications Qe}d.
To date: _
o Five applications were considered ineligible

e 45 clubs were granted funding in the first seven rounds,
o since the approval, one club (Kenmore i
withdrew their application as they receiyvee

ior Australian Football Club Inc)
ing from the State.

e Five applications are recommended for fundif this Tound @nd one is considered ineligible
(Attachment B)
e Eight applications still require a icAmforma j fo an assessment and
recommendation can be made (Attac F) %
Three clubs are recommended for the full t they h ted. The Underwater Research
Group had sought $19,800 which in ed funding for gtirnit@e€ which is ineligible: They are therefore

recommended for funding of $18,9Q0. e” Wool rk§Golf Club had sought $152,712 which
included funding for kitchen and oOffj pment that4€ ingfigible: They are therefore recommended
for funding of $127,656. TheyTingalpa Model Aéhg Club

are being undertaken by Ge

and recommended in t

@ il. Attachm vides a summary of the grants approved to date
It is recommende%prove @ of funds as set out in Attachment B.

Consultatio
ject Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery

Jim Br.
Paul Songhugst
Br n
ane gafrow Pg8ject Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
Stewart ! roject Officer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
are in agreement With the recommendation.

Impli@ proposal

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

not recommended for funding as the works

ader, Community Facilities Flood Recovery
fficer, Community Facilities Flood Recovery

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

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

~ The recommendation responds to the following ‘Corporate Plan 2008-12 (2010 Update)’ goals:

e 5.3 Active & Healthy Communities
e 5.4 Social Inclusion
e 55 Well-managed community facilities

Customer impact

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

Nil ‘ %

Policy impact O

Nil %

Financial impact

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

the Coungjl Budget.
The grants for clubs recommended for funding ingthisfgundtotal $38 . he total of all rounds,
including this round is $4,016,490. %

Human resource impact v
Nil 1 , @

Urgency \
In order to meet the ten .0, pr@ e Lord Mayor in announcing these grants, this

E&C needs to be consi 3 May

or the flood recovery special budget

Publicity/marke trategy
A marketing a mmunicati has been developed.

Optio

mmendations as set out in Attachment B.

er a different allocation than has been recommended in Attachment B.

Optio&%preferred option.




1.0

2.0

2.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

Colin Jensen
Chief Executive Offlcer Councillor Adrian Schrinner

E&C

03 MAY 201
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE 08

File number
109/305/710/14
Title '

Appointment of Senior Executive Service (SES) Officers to Group and Branch Manager Roles
due to Management Realignment

Issuelpurpose

To appoint Senior Executive Service (SES) Officers to new Branch Manager or Exe

roles resulting from the management realignment. @g
Proponent %

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer O

Submission prepared by

lan Niven, Chief Human Resources Manager

Date
27 April 2011 @
For E&C approval or recommendation to «

No

.4 /
If for recommendation to Counc1< is a j ncil n@;reqwred under an Act or Local Law?

Not Appllcable

Recommended for p%

Recommen 0

That E&C ap e the Group%ch Manager appointments as set out in Attachment “A”.
Qager & Chairman

| Support / Rejeetthe recommendation.

-

If rejegt, please state reasons.

Deputy Mayor

Chairman, Finance, Economic
Development and Administration
Committee




12.0 Background

Due to the management realignment, it will be necessary to appoint SES Officers to fill the Group and
Branch Manager positions resulting from the restructure.

E&C is the delegate for Council in the making of such appointments.

E&C is requested to approve the Group and Branch Manager appointments as set out in Attachment
“A”_

13.0  Consultation
e Executive Management Team @
All are in agreement with the recommendation. : @

14.6 lmpl_ieations of proposal |

Executive Officers will be appointed to the Groups and Branches as outlined in organisational
structure.

Approval of these appointments of the executive officers will be enac@equent. to the approval of
the new structure by Full Council.

15.0 Commercial in confidence

Nil ‘
16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact O |
This'.organisational change supports Visio&xthe Tra %uncil agenda.
17.0 Customer impact 6
The appointment of Executives t@hmﬁ@wensure ongoing leadership and
delivery of Council business.
18.0 Environmental impact \ V .
Nil @V

19.0 Policy impact

Nil - 9
20.0 Fingm®ial impact
O e ¥
@an resourge i ct
In merged Groups’and Branches, Executive structure will be reviewed and fewer roles overall is likely.

22.0 Unge

It is desirable that the arrangements are in place before the Council meeting on 10 May 2011.




23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy
Nil

24.0 Options
Option 1:  That E&C approves the recommendation
Option 2:  That E&C amends the recommendation
Option 3:  That E&C does not approve the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departu@% i

%
NS
%C)

O
QY g@

recommendation should be recorded here.




T R TS NI T S ST T

E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 09 MAY 2011

LEASE DATE -
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT
iate Other
09/05-01 Coroorate | Brisbane City Enterprises Pty Ltd CAN 075
137/800/1121/192 S pC 435 11 — Transfer of Shares and Deed of Yes
ervices :
M Novation
09/05-02 ' P — Inclusion of Charitable Organisation in : |
137/800/1121/173 Serl:\)/ices Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees an roved Yes
M Charges — Footprints in Brisbane Inc
09/05-03 : ,
137/800/1121/197 T B e e “Approved 1 August 2011
M Infrastructure | License Q
Lais-04 Acquisition of land f, proseé‘ |
. 137/800/1121/191 | CPaS iftiatad ot 88 Pin  Ridhiands % pproved Yes
09/05-05 Resumptigemef |ai{d for Envirgnm
161/20/439/43 CPaS Purpose §ituat No 21 erwood Approved N/A N/A
R Road X Milg Plains
09/05-06 vigbnmental
112/20/711/161 3 Underwood Approved N/A N/A
R
00/05-07 | 161/295/781/31 A il ianscrpproyslion Fifial Held
| Le Consegrvation Management Plan
09/05-08 . , .
137/800/1121/202 FaCs ) atian Army's Red Shisld Appeal Approved Yes
M
09/05-09 . .
137/800/1 Brisbane Powerhouse Funding Agreement Approved Yes
M A 2011-2014

111

R |



R B A e SR i e B e S S s L

09/05-10 Amendment  to  the Infrastructure

ISaa0 F i CPas Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy

M

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, G Knapp, A Cooper, D McLachlan, P Matic, M de
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E&C
09 MAY 200 01

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/192

2.0 Title

Brisbane City Enterprises Pty Ltd ACN 075 435 111 — Transfer of Shares and Deed of N(%

into a Deed of Novation. >

3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval of the resolution of the Board of Brisbane City Enterprisgé€’ P CN 075 435
111 on 21 March 2011 to approve the transfer of shares held in Brisbane CitydEntgfprises and to enter

4.0 Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer Lk 0 “ B
5.0 Submission prepared by % -~ 7
9 MAY 200 7

David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, ext 34740

6.0 Date @
18 April 2011 \
7.0 For E&C approval or recommenda 'or@mcil
E&C Approval. v
8.0 If for recommendation to \Q} a Coun@ ion required under an Act or Local Law?
No V V : oy
9.0 Recommende releas @

Immediate r se

10.0 Recom ation %
C approval is sou

(a the trafisf szC Holdings shares in BCE to SMEC International (as set out in Resolutions
of BEE, Holdings and SMEC International set out in Attachment “D”); and

(b) the entgring into a Deed of Novation and Release which replaces SMEC Holdings with SMEC

International under the BCE Shareholder Agreement as set out in Attachment "E".
11.0 \

Chairman

| Support / Rejeet the recommendation.

stgtle reasons.

Colin Jensen
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER CHAIRMAN, FINANCE AND ECONOMIC

DEVELOPMENT & ADMINISTRATION
: | COMMITTEE




Background

Council is a minority shareholder in Brisbane City Enterprises Pty Ltd (BCE) subject to the terms of the
BCE Shareholders Agreement dated 9 December 2005 between Council, BCE and SMEC Holdings
Limited (SMEC Holdings).

The BCE Constitution (as set out in Attachment “B”) allows for the transfer of shares in BCE with the
unanimous approval of the directors at a properly convened meeting of the directors. Section 7.2 of
the BCE Constitution indicates that Council has a right of refusal in relation to the transfer of shares in
BCE.

Section 4.6 of the BCE Shareholder Agreement (as set out in Attachment “C”) further provides #¥at “no
shareholder may transfer or encumber its shares to a third party other than a Related B te

without the consent in writing of the other shareholders.”

At a meeting of the directors of BCE on 25 October 2010, it was unanimously agfeed,thag having
SMEC Holdings as BCE’s 80% shareholder was problematic from a project g pwint of view
and that shareholdings by SMEC International Pty Ltd ACN 065 440 619 (SMEG, | ational) would
be preferable. )

SMEC International is a wholly owned subsidiary of SMEC Holdings @ccordingly a Related Body
Corporate under the BCE Shareholder Agreement and section % porations Act 2001 (Cth).

Accordingly SMEC Holdings (with the consent of SMEC In
to:

rnatio nd BCE) has requested Council

(a) prO\}ide its written consent for the transfer
International; and

(b) enter into a Deed of Novation and R€&leas&which rep MEBC Holdings with SMEC
International as a party to the BCE Shareholder Agrge ]

E&C approval is sought for: v

(c) the transfer of SMEC ings 8hares in (o} EC International (as set out in Resolutions
of BCE, SMEC Holdin ‘ EC Intern set out in Attachment “D”); and

(d) the entering i Wf Novaton an ease which replaces SMEC Holdings with SMEC
Internation h&"BCE Sh d greement as set out in Attachment "E".

13.0  Consultati 0

e Colin en, Chief E
o g Evals, Actin i
¢ [ DavidlAskern, Ghi

ares held by SMEC Holdings to SMEC

fficer (21 March 2011)
erating Officer (22 March 2011)
ouncil (23 March 2011)

All gre in agre ithpthe recommendation.

Tran: '% shares held by SMEC Holdings to SMEC International will enable BCE to continue to
PrRvid&goykernment consultancy services nationally and internationally using Council intellectual
PENty.

15.0  Commercial in confidence
No

16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact

No

14




17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

O

Customer impact

No

Environmental impa;:t
No

Policy impact

No

Financial impact

Human resource impact %

No
Urgency
In the ordinary course of business

Publicity/marketing strategy

. O

Options \ @
Option 1: Approve the recomme@ %
Option 2: Reject the recomm ion

Option 1 is the preferred op® v

NB: If the officer’s recom ion is not fol@wed, then the reasons for departure from that

) QL
e
<

NO




2.0

3.0
40

. 50

" : | 6.0

gy
N f

e e

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number
137/800/1121/173

Title

Inclusion of Charitable Organisation in Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees and Charges — Footprings
in Brishane Inc

Proponent

Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating Officer, Corporate Services Division:

Submission prepared by , % /.;7
Paul Oberle, Acting Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Services, eigensi 161 «(/ {};

Date _
31 March 2011 : O
For E&C approval or recommendation to C%;Q g

For E&C approval.
for recommendation to Council, is@ Co resol@ i}ed fmdér an Act or Local Law?.

If

No \ L 9 MAY 20V ,
Recommended for publi N @V nLc;|d/I;/!/ay5r g
Immediate release % Q~ ) ,

Recommendati A

That E&C approv&ihe inciusion oRgBotpHits in Brisbane Inc in Appendix ‘A’ of the Council’s Schedule

of Fees Gharge eﬁeotiv February 2011, being the date of their application.

e ROVED

}s

Chairman
| Support / Rejest the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

1B gjv—”"’" .

G CHIE Councillor Adrian Schrinner
F OPERATING OFFICER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

COMMITTEE

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

(9 MAY 701 67

Issue/purpose ' |
To approve the inclusion of Footprints in Brisbane Inc into Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedul d
Charges from 22 February 2011. v

#
#




12.0 Background

On 22 February 2011, Footprints in Brisbane 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 in
the form of a ‘Certificate of Registration as a Charity’, registration CH 1716 (see Attachment C).

Approval is now sought to approve the inclusion of Footprints in Brisbane Inc into Appendix ‘A’ of the
Schedule of Fees and Charges from the 22 February 2011.

43.0 Consultation
No broader consultation has taken place.

t the
siowof a

The Chief Financial Officer, being the delegated officer to receive such applications is
Association complies with the criteria for inclusion in Appendix ‘A’ as evidence by thefpr

Certificate of Registration as a Charity. ‘
All are in agreément with the recommendation. :

14,0 Implications of proposal

Footprints in Brisbane Inc will become eligible for concessions again rtdin Fees and Charges as
detailed in the Schedule of Fees and Charges document.

15.0 Commercial in confidence

This matter is not commercial in confidence. O
16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact &\

i The inclusion of Footprints in Brisbane Inc i ndix ‘A’ supports utcomes under “Inclusive

: Caring Communities”. '

L 17.0  Customer impact XSO @

] Footprints in Brisbane Inc will ave access to a of Gouncil services at a reduced level which will
. be more affordable for a ¢ b anisatjgh.

18.0  Environmental impac
There is no envj pact,

19.0 Policy impact

Ther? i&no pdlicy impaghas roving Footprints in Brisbane Inc inclusion in Appendix ‘A’ is
LCopsisteRiguiif existi icy!
20.08__ Flhanci Ifipagt

re is nq

ignificant financial impact. However, some of the potential discounts the Association may

Discount
’:” DA& Compliance Fees, Garbage Grinders, Library Facility Hire (by 50%
nggcat'o”)’ Public Health Licenses (except food), Plumbing Application o
?:;’lfsl‘;ising Fees, Entertainment Venue — Permit Renewal, Venue Hire 100%
The abOVe di

scounts may not include some ‘out of pocket’ expenses and may be conditional on the

Nature of the application.




21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Huh1an 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. R
NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the m@or departure from that

recommendation should be recorded here. %
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0
5.0
6.0
7.0
8.0
9.0

9.0

10.0

| E&LE
File number B3 MaY 201
137/800/1121/197

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

Title
Eleanor Schonell Bridge — Bus Terminal Licence
Issue/purpose

To seek approval for Council to enter into a new Bus Terminal Licence with the University of
Queensland, the State of Queensland, and the TransLink Transit Authority (TransLink).

Proponent

Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure Division

Submission prepared by

Sherry Clarké, Manager of Transport Planning and Strategy Branch, 10
Date %

9 May 2011 v

For E&C approval or recommendation to Council O

For E&C approval

15‘ Rl "t"‘i" WJ
eran: Actor Im Law?

No. < l Q G MAY ?.’JH\/

Recommended for public ’e'ease\ . S A e R
,‘ Oonspdetcoczace Lord xv’dygr ) )

’V /&é/ 7 SO pH

If for recommendation to Council,isa C CI| resolution req

1 August 2011

Recommendation 0@

That E&C appro

i the entryibto a new Bu Licence with the University of Queensland, TransLink and

tate oPQueen i spect of the Eleanor Schonell Bridge generally as per
ttac ent' B"Q e to the satisfaction of the Manager City Assets and the Chief
ounse

e surrend existing Bus Terminal Licence dated the 22 March 2004 with the

nlvers ueensland, TransLink and the State of Queensland in respect of the Eleanor
ell Brid

DIVIslc\ Committee Chairman

| Support / Reject the recommendation.

/ If reject, please state reasons //
R it N v OF

B - . e 7//4‘“27/?7 g7 # b
arry Broe < il s Cr J‘L’ﬂlan Simmonds

BlV|smnal Manager Chairman, Public & Active Transport
risbane Infrastructure : Committee

19




11.0 Background

The Eleanor Schonell Bridge Link provides a bus, pedestrian and cycle connection between Dutt
Park and The University of Queensland’s (UQ) St Lucia Campus. : h

As part of the Eleanor Schonell Bridge project the UQ Lakes bus station was developed by Coungj
and opened on 17 December 2006. The State Government connected this facility with the Buswa,
network (Boggo Road Busway) to allow UQ Lakes bus station to accommodate greater services from
mid 2009. :

To cater for the anticipated increased use, TransLink proposed that the bus station be expanded. The
State Busway project proposed to fully fund a $2m expansion in 2009/10 to include ghgrading the uQ
bus station waiting areas to Busway standards (from 3 stops to 6 stops) without ng the overy
footprint and to take ownership and maintenance responsibility of the upgraded tiguf.

On 22 March 2004, Council entered into a Bus Terminal Licence with the,, vernment and The
University of Queensland for the Council to licence areas of Universityffan the purpose of g g
terminal and bridge supports for the Eleanor Schonell Bridge.

TransLink is now the State Government entity entrusted with pub nspert functions. This entity wag
established after the Current Licence came into existence. C)
The Boggo Road Busway is now in operation, whilg n Busway from Buranda to Maj

Avenue Coorparoo is currently under construction by T . This is due for completion late 2011,

TransLink wish to take over Area A of the Bus Terfinal Licence (see Attachment “B”) and intend to
upgrade this facility to cater for the increase in r public transport.

Attachment “D” sets out the “Scheduespons'
responsibilities relating to the mainte -- 2sponsigfiti

of the subject site.

At regular meetings during ary and Fe ru@& representatives of The University o
Queensland, along with TransL the Stat reed to the Deed of Licence, as containedin

ilities” being the proposed division of
of particular tasks over particular areas

Attachment “B”.

An E&C submission wa

2010 for consideration a

eviously submitt E&C on the 17 February 2010 and again on 9 August
Wnse to the submissions, E&C advised that they would no

endorse suc r the e UQ Lakes Bus Station and raised concerns in relationto
the lack of fu r the project ahd standard of maintenance and upkeep of TransLink controlled
bus facilitie

T nsit ity (TTA) was requested on the 19 April 2010 to put forward their case by
providing Council tails on how such maintenance requirements would be undertaken.
inclu suppe@iting 8xidence such as scheduled programs, proposed Memoranda of Understanding
tagensure that t sed new facility will be kept up to the standard the community is accustomes

ceived this information on the 14 May 2010 and a summary of that information is
ment “E”.

tgr City

< , contai
C ils Transport Planning & Strategy Branch endorse the agreement and expressed their suppot
due to thebenefits arising for future public transport users.

d on the above information, it is recommended that E&C approve the following:

1 for Council to enter into a new Bus Terminal Licence with the University of Queensland.
TransLink and the State of Queensland in respect of the Eleanor Schonell Bridge, generally in
the form set out in Attachment "B" and otherwise to the satisfaction of the Manager City Asse!s
and the Chief Legal Counsel; and

2. the surrender of the existing Bus Terminal Licence dated the 22 March 2004 with the

University of Queensland, TransLink and the State of Queensland in respect of the Eleand
Schonell Bridge.

/

L




13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

Consultation

o Councillor Margaret de Wit, Chairman, Infrastructure Committee
o David Askern, Chief Legal Council, Brisbane City Legal Practice
o Alan Warren, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Transport

« Joe Bannan, Manager, City Assets Branch

o Ross Evans, Contracts Technical Officer, Local Asset Services

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
implications of proposal

The Bus Terminal Licence provides certainty in relation to the rights and obligations of t %
parties in relation to the maintenance and operation of the Bridge, Bus Terminal angnBio on

basin.

Commercial in confidence @
No. \2\

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Advancing the Transport Plan for Brisbane 2008-2026.

\)

The transport plan reflects Council’s plan to balance inyest t in public transport, walking and
cycling with an efficient road network.

The transport plan has been updated to take account

South East Queensland Regional Plan a r ure Plafl ap@ Program
TransApex g

Brisbane’s draft City Shape ImplementatiomStrategy

City Centre Master Plan
TransLink Transit Authority N rk\@fan
Since publication of the 2008 Transpg@rt Plafi, Brisba ity Cauncil has:

e implemented the two BUZN grade Zones es in addition to the existing nine routes
diti

e introduced 360 Iow-ﬂw one lw on buses
Customer impact @ 2

2

Nil _
EnvironmenQact _
Nil

e

NO




19.0 Financial impact

Annual funding is currently made available to allow for the ongoing maintenance requirements Negg
to ensure that the needs of the bridge structure, bio-retention basins, and all approach roags %
maintained at a high level. Savings will be achieved due to TransLink taking ownership of the existine
bus terminal and drivers facilities (Area A) shown in Attachment “C”. g

Such savings are as follows:
o Attending to Graffiti and vandalism issues : $15,000.00 per annum
e Power supply to the facility: $3,000.00 per annum
e General Maintenance and routine cleansing activities to the bus terminal, surroundings ang
drivers facility : $50,000.00 per annum
Total: $68,000 p.a.

20.0 Human resource impact @
Nil ‘ @

21.0 Urgency

High priority. TransLink have indicated constant interest d 0 to progress the constructiy
works for the expansion of the UQ Lakes bus station to ensufe the §xpansion is completed as soon g

possible. The bus station will remain operational during% tion period.

22.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

The signing of the Deed may provide a media ity to further enhance the goodwill developeg
between the parties in relation to this proje

23.0 Options %
~Option 1: Approve the reco&atl n. %

Option 2: Not approve t mendat

Option3: Part p@\ part reject #he recommendations.
Option 1 is the efe&pticm@V

<
&
NO

22




| | , DG MAY M 04
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

| 10  File number
137/800/1121/191
90  Title

Acquisition of land for park purposes situated at 83 Pine Road, Richlands

3.0 Issue/purpose @
To seek E&C approval to acquire land for park purposes situated at 83 Pine Road, Ric% >

4.0 Proponent , .
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustainability Division%

5.0 Submission prepared by < ,

Helen Favelle, Senior Planner, Natural Environment & Sustainability B , 34678
6.0 Date

9 May 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Counci

E&C approval

8.0 If for recommendation to Council, is aCu%olution I nder an Act or Local Law?
sgEy BRI /

No

R |
™ \

9.0  Recommended for public releage \
"9 N/, S g
Immediate release - ( : W ey %
/ i
/Q,(K
S
ro

N\
10.0 Recommendation ‘R\M

perty situated at 83 Pine Road, Richlands, for district
sports park purpo for $2,200,0Q usive of GST) on terms and conditions acceptable to the
itfyLegal Practice and the Manager, Natural Environment &

Chief Le ounsel} Brisb
Sustainalility.
11.0 iVisi Mangge‘r\@ Committee Chairman

That E&C appr acquisitiq

( I-Suppgr-,‘tﬁ’ Rejecf the recommendation.
Q If reject, please state reasons
,/—7 s . ;’;;T?g:,
e AL S
Andrew Chesterman ’ Cr Peter Matic
DIVISIONAL MANAGER . : . CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT, PARKS
CITY PLANNING & SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION & SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

I Recommend Accordingly

7

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

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 23




12.0 Background

The subject site is situated at 83 Pine Road Richlands (Lot 8 on Registered Plan 49601.) The property
is currently classified as Future Industry in Brisbane City Plan 2000 and is 1.6438 hectares (refer to
site plan at attachment 1, outlined in red). The subject site is bound to the south by Pine Road, to the
east and west by Future Industry land and to the north by General Industry. land. 83 Pine Road has a
current development approval for subdivision and industrial uses.

The site is within the Draft Richlands Wacol Corridor Neighbourhood Plan area. This plan is currently
with the Queensland Government for first state interest check following Brisbane City Council (Council)
approval on 19 March 2011. This property forms part of a future district sport and recreationgfark
identified in the draft neighbourhood plan, (refer to attachment 2). This property will add
deficiency in the provision of park facilities in the Richlands area which is undergoing sigai
growth.

An independent valuation was obtained and has determined a fair market va $2%200,000

(excluding GST) (refer to attachment 3). . , .
The property owner has been contacted and was originally asking redacted
negotiations an offer was received to sell to Council for $2,200,000 (incl
by the attached Contract of Sale (refer attachment 4). A condition of the offer is that the property owner
may leaseback the property for a period of one year at a total rent sewerage and water
charges. Development of the park cannot proceed until properties a ing) this site on each side are
also acquired. Therefore, the leaseback will not interfere with th posed park development

timetable, will ensure that the property is kept in a clean apd tidfgcondition during the period of the
tenancy and is therefore considered acceptable. :

thevsite. Following
e 0 T), as evidenced

Purchase of the property now will avoid future additi
the owner in accordance with the current develop =]9)¢
The offer is considered acceptable and is now r&
It is recommended that E&C approv e\a€quisition of
? Richlands, for district sports park p@irposes,$for $2

conditions acceptable to the Chiefﬁ Callnsel, Bri
y

5e shou e property be developed by

situated at 83 Pine Road,
(inclusive of GST) on terms and

Legal Practice and the Manager,
Natural Environment & Sustainability’

List of Attachments: V V
i Attachment A - Summa
_ Attachment 1 - Site plan :
| G a C

Attachment 2 - Map® Richfands Centr
Attachment 3 - \q mary,
Attachment 4 - t of Contra @ bale

13.0 Consult@
o Peter MatigpChairman Environment, Parks & Sustainability Committee (4/3/2011)
John Jdkdak§ Maffager Natural Environment & Sustainability (4/3/2011)
Shay cLe®d, Manager Local Asset Services (15/4/2011)
e Philip Rowjand, Land Manager, City Property (13/3/2011)
3 ° @vStevens, Manager, Corporate Communication (13/3/2011)
All conghijte

e are in agreement with the recommendation.

140 Implications of proposal
The ac_quisition of this property is an opportunity to secure land to offer a range of potential sport and
fecreation uses for the current and future community in this area.

15.0 '

Commercial in confidence

No




VisionlCdrporate’ Plan impact

This acquisition directly contributes to Program 6 — Subtropical City- Parks & Recreation; 6.2 City of
attractive parks. Brisbane will be a green city with attractive parks providing varied-opportunities for
leisure while protecting our heritage. Acquiring this site satisfies the Corporate Plan action:

o Use developmént approvals, financial cohtributions and infrastructdre charges to continue a |
program of land acquisition and increase the public park estate by approximately 60 hectares.

Customer impact
The acquisition of this property positively contributes to Brisbane’s open space networ ingpfor
informal recreation and sporting activities that meet the needs of the growing community.

Environmental impact

The acquisition of this property positively contributes to the open space netwo %ty.
Policy impact
This property is identified as sport and recreation area in ft Richlands Wacol Corridor
Neighbourhood Plan and replaces an existing recommendafiongi hlands Area Infrastructure
Contributions Planning Scheme Policy. This will secure district sporting/facilities to meet the needs of a
growing population and provide for a range of potential use '
Financial impact : »
Funds are available in the 2010-2011 Parks Infharg rggram budget.
Human resource impact & % :
In the normal course of b sines\ V
Publicity/marketin '

M be issued by the Chairman of Environment Parks and
Options ) »
0 on1: . Approve t endation
Option 2:§ Do no#apphefe the recommendation.
NB: If the offic8’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
reco dation should be recorded here.

Nl ?\
Urgency < ,
On contract settle t
Sustainabilit:;
@:n 1is th! préeryéd option.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0  File number
137/800/1121/202
2.0  Title

The Salvation Army’s Red Shield Appéal 2011

3.0 Issue/purpose @
To seek E&C approval to donate $5,000 to the 2011 Salvation Army’s Red Shield Apgea

4.0 Proponent @
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Services&

50  Submission prepared by

Kent Stroud, Branch Manager, Community Services ext 35952

6.0 Date

9 May 2011 O

70  For E&C approval or recommendation to C& ,,,,,,, “ ord wmg[é; /) /1 / -
E&C approval - /A(f e /dﬂ s
Nv g %\'\ i
8.0 If for recommendation to Council, #€ @ Council resolatio
IA

quired under an Act or Local La:N‘?
“‘ N\
9.0  Recommended for publi w V ‘
Immediate release @

10.0  Recommendati

; A it

9 My 01

A
i 4 S i
asssnnaead

That E&C apprefe to donate he Salvation Army’s Red Shield Appeal 2011
0

Divisionf| Ma r @ Chairman
! i

"1 Support //R’eject the recommendation.

o -
Q If reject, please state reasons.

i /A ’?ll i - —_—
s “‘Lu,a,}iw ﬁkﬁ “T
Vicki pe ?

thybridge Councillor Geraldine K
DNIS|ON g ounciiior Geraldine Anapp
AL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
FA
MILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

COMMITTEE

LT PP Fie2er38, i 1
IVE OFFICER :




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

200

210

Background

The Red Shield Appeal is a yearly nationwide fundraising appeal to meet the budget needs for the
Salvation Army’s many community service programs.

Over 1,000,000 Australians are helped by the Salvation Army every year. In any given week the

Salvation Army provide: ‘
= more than 5,000 beds for the homeless

more than 100,000 meals for the hungry

between 5,000 and 8,000 food vouchers

assistance to more than 500 people addicted to drugs, alcohol or gambling

refuge to more than 500 victims of abuse

training and jobs to more than 1,000 people through Employment Plus

aged car services to around 3,000 elderly people

chaplain support to more than 1,000 people in courts and prisons

Family Tracing services which help locate missing family members

Council has provided a donation of $5,000 to the Appeal for the past three years. s&cheques have
previously been handed over by the Lord Mayor at the annual Red Shield breakfast.

E&C approval is now sought to donate $5,000 to The Salvation Army’ Shigld Appeal 2011.
Consultation

Nil

Implications of proposal O
N

Commercial in confidence

Nil ? v ?\
Vision/Corporate Plan impact O

The donation to The Red Shw deliv W 2026 themes of Friendly, Safe City including
» .

the following city wide o
e Inclusive, Carj nities a
e Connected and¥En d Co jes.

Customer i
Nil Q‘
Envir@aﬂ imp v
O

licy impacA
Nil Q
Finammpact

Funding is available within Program 5.
Human resource impact

Nil

Urgency

l .
N the normal course of business

27




23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

Will be in liaison with the Lord Mayor’s Administration Office for the cheque presentation at the
Breakfast Launch

240 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 dep% hat

recommendation should be recorded here.




SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMIMITTEE? (11! 08
1.0  File number
137/800/1121/195
2.0  Title
Brisbane Powerhouse Funding Agreement 2011-2014
3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval to enter into a funding agreement with the Brisbane Powerhous rthe

period from 1 July 2011 to 30 June 2014.
4.0 Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Services<

5.0 Submission prepared by , |
: Lorraine Gregory, Manager Healthy and Vibrant Communities, G@mmuniigServices, ext 34725

6.0 Date

9 May 2011 O

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Coufigil

For E&C approval

8.0 If for recommendation to Council, |<a COFE“ reso %mrea w&r@é%ct or Lbcal Law?

N/A

’ e )
Lo d !\I:ayor / )
9.0  Recommendation for pu W /,/7 s _

- For immediate release

L)

10.0 Recommendati

That E&C appr to enter ) ding agreement of $3 million per annum with Brisbane

Powerh Pty L for th om 1 July 2011 to 30 June 2014 as set out in Attachment B and

subject o theffinal n a s and conditions being acceptable to the Manager, Community
e Chl unsel

Dianag Chairman
; Q @eject the recommendation.
o reject, please state reasons.

cki Pethybrldge

sIo Councillor Geraldine Knapp
ONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY

. 2 IL§S AND COMMUNIJY %ERVICES SERVICES COMMITTEE
] €commen CCOF ,

........
LI T £ o EUUR ot SO PR PR ST L
4 G P Trveassssresrete




120 Background

on 11 February 2000, Council established Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd as a wholly owned subsidiary to
operate and manage the Brisbane Powerhouse facility at 119 Lamington Street, New Farm. The facility has
three performance spaces in which it presents music, comedy, dance and theatre as well as staging
exhibitions in its public spaces. It also has function spaces, two restaurant / bars and a small number of
commercial tenancies. It operates seven days a week.

In the 2006-2007 budget, Council provided a $3.5 million capital injection to the Brisbane Powerho 0 allow
for the expansion of the facilities. Since the Brisbane Powerhouse reopened there have b ignificant
increases in revenue, expenditure and attendances. In 2009-10 financial year, the turnover i
powerhouse was almost $10million. Attachment C provides a summary of Council expengifur risbane
powerhouse over the past 10 years.

The Brisbane Powerhouse enjoys a strong reputation, nationally and internatiofgllWasg@ leader in the
presentation of innovative arts practice, and thereby contributes to Brisbane’sgam NW&s Australia’s new

world city.

Maintaining Council’s 2010-11 funding level for the next three years enab s@bane Powerhouse to grow
in stature and reputation, while encouraging the continued deve a broader corporate and
Government support mix.

That E&C approval is now sought to enter into a funding ag of $3 million per annum with Brisbane
Powerhouse Pty Ltd for the period from 1 July 2011 to 30 June set out in Attachment B and subject to
the final negotiated terms and conditions being acceptable nager, Community Services and the Chief

Legal Counsel. @
’ @

13.0 Consultation &\
d Community Services

Richard Ferret, Policy Liaison Offi
Kent Stroud, Manager Com [ ices
Michael Peterson, Acting Manhager ative unities

Charlie Cush, Manager mmunitie
Have been consulted and are i afwﬁ with Wndation.
Karyn Wernham, LP ha @h the review of the agreement.
140 Implications d ropa@sal Q~

Current agreeme h Brisbane irhouse concludes on 30 June 2011.

Itis impogt for Brisbane PO e to have triennial funding. In the arts, planning one of two years in
d

:g;/ance if\a norfhal part g buSifless. Without secure triennial funding, Brisbane Powerhouse would not be
g good planpifig, ®n any level — strategically, financially or artistically.

. ange%r funding agreement from the previous agreements are:
No CPI increas&® over the life of the agreement; and
Add@eﬁormance measures.
15, .
0 CN lin confidence

No




16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact
The Brisbane Powerhouse is critical to achieving the 2026 vision of a vibrant, creative city, The
Festival also aligns with Program 5.1 Thriving Arts and Culture in delivering a community that is
innovative, creative and participating in the cultural life of our diverse and vibrant city, specifically “5.1
Thriving Arts and Culture™ Brisbane will be a diverse and vibrant city that encourages and supports
opportunities for creativity, innovation and participation in cultural life by the whole community.

17.0 Customer impact

Ensuring that payments to the Brisbane Powerhouse are made within the context of a @%

agreement is important for the effective management of the Brisbane Powerhouse.

18.0 Environmental impact

Nil &
19.0 Policy impact < ,

Nil

20.0 Financial impact %

Funding is available in Program 5 under ‘Recurring Op '%acts’.
21.0 Human resource impact @

Nil &\ %
220 Urgency ' ?\ ?.

In the normal course of business O @
23.0 Publicitylmarketing strateg \

4 A publicity and marketin Vbe detel MMarketing and Communications Branch.

Options

Option 1:
Option 2: A
Option 3; . Not

OptionWy is thie prefeg@d o .
. If the officer endation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
ndation $ho e recorded here.
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E&C

o MAY 701 0
S/U_EM&SION TO0 THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTE“E s it i
1.0 File number

137/800/1121/72

Title

Amendment to the Infrastructure Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy

Issue/purpose

To adopt the Infrastructure Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy

Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustamablllty Divisi

Submission prepared by

Kerry Doss, Manager City Planning (ext 34220) %

Date

9 May 2011

For E&C approval or recommendation to Coun |I

For E&C approval

If for recommendation to Council, is a |I resolutigp req unde;?;n‘ﬁ?ctggr li‘fﬂ:)c::a'{ Law?

Not applicable "L‘\{ 20

Recommended for public relea
Immediate release V
Recommendatlon

That the E& Q e Infrastructure, Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy as outlined in

Attachment

anag Committee Chairman
! | Support / Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons

d /ﬁ;;iéﬁtmmmxym“m;~m,mLHWKMVWWVJ
\1‘-_'”# *_3-» =rbiey iy )
N o 1~
. e t
\“’ ~
gndrew Chesterman Cr Amanda Cooper
IVisional Manager Chairman

City Planning & Sustainability Division  Neighbourhood Planning and Development
Assessment Committee

I Recor Wd Accammgw
/

...........
---------------------- Csastasesencoes

CHIEF EXECUTNE OFFICER
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12.0

Background

On 5 October 2009, Establishment & Coordination Committee approved a subsidy administrative
policy for development applications lodged up to 30 June 2010. Under that policy, a subsidy applied to
infrastructure contributions imposed as conditions on development approvals and calculated under the
High Growth and Infill Infrastructure Contributions Planning Scheme Policies (PSP). Generally, this
policy provided a subsidy for all five infrastructure networks (Community Purposes, Transport,
Waterways, Water Supply and Sewerage).

The circumstances in which the subsidy is available is set out in the subsidy advice to the condition of
the development approval. The subsidy advice states that the subsidy is available until the end gf the
financial year following the financial year in which the development approval takes effect.

Applications lodged in the 2009/2010 financial year are provided a subsidy for all fivegrfra ure
networks.

The 2010/2011 budget continues to provide funding for a subsidy (up to 3 ipffastructure
contributions calculated under the City-Wide Waterways, Transport an y Purposes

Infrastructure PSP for development approvals lodged during and takin t in“the 2010/2011
financial year. The budget does not provide funding for a subsidy o
calculated under the City-Wide Water Supply or Sewerage PSP for_de
during and taking effect in the 2010/2011 financial year. The subsidy’tor and sewerage was not
continued as Queensland Urban Utilities (QUU) did not fund sidy or reduction of those

contributions for 2010/2011.

was as follows:

a. 2010/2011 — The subsidy is no longer ayai
applications lodged after 30 June 201

b. 2011/2012 -The subsidy will no lo be ilable fgrwat , transport or community
purposes charges on applications lodged after 30 Ju :

c. 2012/2013 — No residual subsi nditure wilhpe ou ding.

Council is currently reviewing all aspdCts of dtSyfinancialoperafions in relation to infrastructure charges
uee

following an announcement by t land G that it will reform the infrastructure
charges framework in Queensland

water ply and sewerage charges on

2011, The sed reforms will reduce the infrastructure

charges payable for many development approyals<after implementation date. They may also have
a negative impact on Cou i uctureghargeswgVenue.
0

i
To recognise the changeWN frastr es framework, it is proposed to reduce the subsidy
given the propose tat overnme s. It is therefore proposed to amend the subsidy
administrative pgJito 009 toWgrovide for a compressed timeframe for phasing out of the
esult in the following general changes:

® longer available for water supply and sewerage charges on
g&d after 30 June 2010, and
ubsidy (up to a maximum of 35% on transport, community purposes
an ys where applicable) in 2010/2011 payment must be made before close
sinégs 24 June 2011;
b. 2011/2 — No subsidy will apply to applications lodged after 30 June 2011. For
lications already in the system the subsidy will be reduced to 15% on all networks
%; applicable) and must be paid by close of business on 31 December 2011. No

y will be applied after this date and no residual subsidy expenditure will be
utstanding post this date.

jor the purposes of Council’s Budget the 2010/2011 Financial Year ends at close of business on 24
une 2011,

Under the Urban Land Development Authority Act 2007, some areas of Brisbane have been declared

. fo be Urban Development Areas and the City Plan does not apply to those areas. The Infrastructure

A;)ntributions Subsidy Administrative Policy excludes any land included in any Urban Development
ea.
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It is recommended that the E&C approve the Infrastructure Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy
as outlined in Attachment “B”.

List of Attachments:

A - Summary
B - Infrastructure Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy

13.0 Consultation

o Councillor Amanda Cooper, Councillor, Chairman Neighbourhood Planning and Developgfent
Assessment Committee '

Tony Chadwick, Team Leader/Solicitor, Brisbane City Legal Practice

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability Division
Kerry Doss, Manager, City Planning Branch

Andrea Kenafake, Manager, Development Assessment Branch

All of the above are in agreement with the recommendations. &

14.0 Implications of proposal g
The proposed amendment to the Infrastructure Contributions Subsj istrative Policy will align

the Council’s policy framework with the council’'s budget for the 2010 ancial year.

&everal references to the

. 150 Commercial in confidence

The proposal is consistent with corporate e Corporat
need to plan for infrastructure. The Infrast tributigns P ill continue to provide for well
planned and user-pays infrastructure which uncil rio ader the “Future Brisbane” program.
The Subsidy Administrative Policy will also tribute 4@ the §City Governance” program to ensure a

fair, accountable and transparent cﬂ\utio regime.

1 _:"‘ No. O
A 6.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact \
i'. : oa@'

7.0 Customer impact

Existing approvals conta@i es with c the application of the Subsidy Administrative

Policy. The guidelines t clearly state the applicant’s obligations with regard
to the payment of infgastrudiuré chargest adplicant accepted these conditions on the basis of their

total liability, inclu®ig ubsidy JAlthough Council is not legally committed to honour this subsidy,
the decision to @ onour the @- dy after 24 June 2011 will be unpopular with the development
industry.

The ph@uction 0 he%v and early communication with customers will lessen this impact.
R '@ental .

im
i W 4 Pfanning phi y of the Infrastructure Contributions PSP is based on creating infrastructure
3 ﬂ@ is sustainable and minimizes impacts on the city’s environment. The outcomes of a City Wide
2 tem wil % e sustainable planning and delivery of infrastructure and protection of environmental
values. SubSig g contributions is consistent with delivery of these outcomes.

i ghef? is no amendment of the Infrastructure Contributions PSP proposed by the adoption of the
.~ Subsidy Administrative Policy.
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21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Financial impact

The proposal is likely to require an increase on the subsidy budget in this financial year because more
applicants will seek to pay their charges prior to the expiration of the subsidy period on 24 June 2011.
The 2010/2011 Council budget provides a total of $33.4m for the projected subsidy expenditure. The
anticipated increase in the number of applications for the subsidy for the remainder of this financial
year is estimated to result in the subsidy requiring an increase of $43.5m.

There is likely to be a significant increase in revenue in this financial year and a decrease in revenue

next financial year as applicants seek to pay their charges early as described above. This adgditional
revenue is estimated at $67m.

There will be a substantial reduction in the amount of money needed to be budgeted sidy
expenditure in the coming financial years if this amendment to the Subsidy Admipi [ licy is
approved because it will reduce the number of development applications which nI le for a

subsidy. Overall the proposal is estimated to reduce expenditure on the Subsi ni rative Policy
in the 2011-2012 financial year from approximately $23 million to approximately :

Human resource impact

Administrative Policy is largely undertaken through the Infrastr alculations Group and Plan

The implementation of the Infrastructure Contributions PSPs and e Contributions Subsidy
Sealing Section Development Assessment Branch, with trategi port given by the Strateglc

Urgency
In the normal course of business.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Notification of the changed subsid one as ai the development Industry, including
letters to applicants with existing a@prov ffecte ange Specific direct contact will also be
made with peak industry groups

Options

Option 1:  Approv set ent “B”

Option 2: ov@the recommengdations and modify or defer the proposals.

Option1is t referred o

lcer s co%atlon is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that

C tion recorded here.




"E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 16 MAY 2011

/ FILE NO.

ELEASE DATE

| ——

DIV. TITLE RESULT A Other
] Corporate Brisbane City Council — Revenue Policy
16/05-01 ] 134/800/286/3 SEricus 5011/2012 Hel N/A N/A
. Corporate Amendment to Brisbane City Council Rates
e 134A0H 2868 Services & Charges — Revenue Policy 2010/2011 : Bl i
16/05-03 _ c at
137/800/1121/193 Sorpqr i Renewal of lease at 49 Cribb Street, Njilton Approved Yes
M ervices
16/05-04
137/800/1121/212 %Orp‘?rate Sale:ohl-et 59¢ e e Cogs @ pproved June 2012
M ervices Sasgar Pty Ltd :
16/05-05 _ Contracts and T ring eport to
109/695/586/2 OLMCEO Council of Contra pted by Approved N/A N/A
R Delegates (Februaty)
16/05-06 Brisb
137/800/1121/187 i hly PrdJect Rep Approved N/A N/A
M Infrastructure
16/05-07 . )
182/20/439/9 Brisba y Street Intersection Approved N/A N/A
R Infrastr.
16/05-08 ' Resumggtion of land for Park Purposes
137/800/1121/211 PaS 5 & 7 Wellington Road, East Approved Yes
M Brigban
16/05-09 < ’ ; :
eronga Memorial Park — Approval of Final
R 181i205ro 1y Land and Conservation Management Plan APEIRYED RUA i

O




—EZ c bkh- SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 16 MAY 2011 \
' RELEASE DATE \

[ sueno. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT
Immefia Other
16/05-10 . . .
109/800/286/125 OLMCEO ngnraets"’” of the Standing Commitios Approved ) N/A
R

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, G Knapp, A Cooper, D McLachlan, P Matic, M de \A@ onds.

2

i
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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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16 MAY 201
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTE

File number

137/800/1121/193

Title

Renewal of lease at 49 Cribb Street, Milton

Issue/purpose

To approve the renewal of the lease at 49 Cribb Street, Milton %
Proponent @

Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating Officer, Ext: 39110

Submission prepared by 5\,.
PLEANS
Wendy Lucey, Property Officer, City Property, Ext: 34711 A O

Date %

16 May 2011

For E&C approval or recommendation to Counc'O

E&C approval | \

If for recommendation to Council, is a Councijresolution g %aﬁ‘»A"&fOFLﬁ@al Law?

£\

Recommended for public rel\o @ ra v

That the E&C C pproves al of the lease at 49 Cribb Street, Milton
terms:
(a) Gross Rengal 00C +GST per annum ($44.56 per square metre +GST)
(b) 1 ‘
(c) Rent R@views ater of CPI or 5% annually with market reviews in 2013, 2016 & 2019
L erm Ten (10) years
(e) CommencemieRgater 1 July 2011
iry Date 30 June 2021

n ter nd conditions satisfactory to the Manager, City Property and the Chief Legal Counsel,
Brisba@Legal Practice.

Divisiagal Manager Chairman

| Support / Rejeet the recommendation.

%C If reiect, ple -s,\e state reasons.

Greg Evans Councillor Adrian Schrinner

ACTING CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER DEPUTY LORD MAYOR

' CHAIRMAN, FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE

38

Immediate release V &’ “Lord Mewar » M
@’ 7 7 % .
Recommendation @ @ //‘/féﬁuj’ / i _
4 3
@ on the following




12.0

Background

Council has leased Railway Land at 49 Cribb Street, Milton, described as Lot 2 on Registered Plan
160559, containing an area of 1122m? since 1 July 1979 for traffic signal purposes. The initial lease
term expired on 30 June 1988. The lease was renewed for a further 9 years and from 1 July 1997 the
lease-has been renewed on a yearly basis. In June 2001, due to possible impacts of the Suncorp
(Previously known as Lang Park) Stadium and Milton Railway Station redevelopments, it was decided
by Queensland Rail (QR) to allow Council to remain in occupation on a monthly basis which has
continued until present day.

As of 1 July 2009, the category of this land changed from freehold to corridor. All corridor agr ents
must have a defined start and end date, thus the need to move to a ten (10) year lease te

e
than a month to month basis. There has been no impact on the site by either of
developments and QR has proposed that the lease be a ten (10) year term with a greatgr of oF5%
annual increase.

It is therefore recommended that the E&C Committee .approves the renewal ofg{h&deasgrat 49 Cribb
Street, Milton on the following terms:

(a) Gross Rental $50,000 +GST per annum ($44.56 per squdfe mefréy+GST)

(b) Area 1122m?

(c) Rent Reviews Greater of CPI or 5% annually with m i in 2013, 2016 & 2019
(d) Lease Term (10) ten years

(e) Commencement Date 1 July 2011

(f) Expiry Date 30 June 2021

Brisbane City Legal Practice.

Consultation &\
Chair

e Councillor Adrian Schrinner, Deput or,
Administration Committee

Or on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Mana@ roperty and the Chief Legal Counsel,

o Councillor Peter Matic, Councill ong W /2011)

e Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Bri e Infras 05/2011)

e David Askern, Chief Legal CN, risbang City Practice (13/04/2011)

*  Greg Swain, Acting Med P anage etipg and Communications 15/04/2011)

¢ Eric Bradley, Senior, a icer T t tems, Brisbane Infrastructure (14/04/2011)

spér
Emma Felsman, Bu ervices Manager,4ity Property (14/04/2011)
All are in agreemefg with the recommenRdation.

Implications oposal

Securgenuri to site for t ol facility.
@ idl in confidesfce
sion/mte Plan impact
The m is consistent with the Corporate Vision Theme of a friendly, safe city.

Customer impact

The renewal of the lease would allow the signalling to continue to service the residents of Brisbane.
Environmental impact

No environmental issues associated with this proposal.

Policy impact
Nil




20.0

21.0

Financial impact

The rental costs are coveréd by the Operational Property Management base budget.

Human resource impact

Nil

Urgency

Nil @
Publicity/marketing strategy @

Nil @

Options

Option 1:  That E&C approve the recommendation O

Option 2:  Not approve the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, thefythe ré&@sons for departure from that
recommendation should be recorded here.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number
137/800/1121/212

Title

Sale of Lot 154 at Trade Coast Central to Sasgar Pty Ltd
Issue/purpose :

‘To approve the sale of Lot 154 at Trade Coast Central by Trade Coast Land Pty Lt Q y Ltd.

Submission prepared by

Proponent
Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating Officer Ext: 39110 &
lan Walker, Manager Commercial Property Development, Divisional%Management Office

Ext: 35439

Date

16 May 2011 O

For E&C approval or recommendation to Co il

For E&C approval ' Y %

If for recommendation to Counml igaC il res qui d%ﬁnﬁr('gfﬁ Ké‘tgo‘? LocalaLaw‘?
No % - i ﬁ\‘”““ ;utﬂ ,-

R /§
ecommended for publigfee /" L » W /_W,é____’/é‘_/ﬂ/\

June 2012 6 =L b‘%

Recommendat /{ﬂv‘:‘“i‘/ /Q{T\/ @Vl
That the E&C C ittee appro e of Lot 154 at Trade Coast Central by Trade Coast Land Pty

Ltidto S Pty Ltdatap edacted  (plus GST) at \redac/m2 of land area 5,914 m? and on

terms a d confliitions sa fa he Manager, City Property and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane

tlce
Chairman

| Support / Rejeetthe recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.

Councillor Adrian Schrinner

ING CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER DEPUTY MAYOR

CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE

4




Background

Trade Coast Land Pty Ltd (TCL) is a proprietary company wholly owned by Brisbane City Council to
protect Council’s interests in relation to the development and sale of land within Trade Coast as
defined within the Development Agreement entered into with Trade Coast Central Pty Ltd (TCC).

The current directors of TCL are lan Walker, Manager, Commercial Property Development, Divisional

Project Management Office, Corporate Services Division and Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating
Officer.

On 8 November 2004, TCL and TCC entered into a Development Agreement to subdivide, sellg@n
develop land at Trade Coast with the following requirements:

1. Displays world’s best practice in urban design and planning.

2. Establishes a ‘gateway’ image for the site comprising the land, giving high exp@suge, Quality public
spaces and an effective master-planned environment.

Incorporates successfully the principles of social, environmental and ec@no ainability.
4. Isrespectful of and integrates with, surrounding development and | us
5. Promotes and pursues innovation, excellence and responsible icgrowth on 'the land for
the City of Brishane.
6. Isviable from a commercial, profitable and financing per ectiv%
To date the final configuration of Lot 154 comprises 5,91 Attachment B) and the sale has

price for this parce'I approved by the E&C Committee ntember 0 is redact/m?2 although for a

larger land parcel. TCC has also obtained an in ndepigdpinion @ t alue of the land parcel of
redac/m? to redact/m? (refer Attachment C). Thgf8ale phige ackno agfredominately industrial use
site.

been based onredact/m2 of land area to produce a sa ﬂil e redacted ) (plus GST). The base land

Accordingly, the sale of Lot 154 to Sasgar represe e for money proposition given the
subdued market for industrial zonet(and.

TCC has negotiated an acceptab ction base market value. The sale is conditional
upon the following requirements be satisfi

t i ior to,Settlement which must be no more than 12
months from the date of t W:
1. The Seller/Develtge ) obtaij ilding/Development Approval; and

2. The Seller/Dewglopef(TCC) obtaiihg registration of plans for subdivision and recording of the
Communi ent menffor the creation of the lot;

with settlement@o occur withi of achieving all of the above (refer Attachment D for the sale

contracpy ‘
@ ig) the D@i TCL recommend approval of this sale.
0

Ot
C COmmittee agpro now sought for the sale of Lot 154 at Trade Coast Central by Trade Coast
ndto Sasg td at a price of ~ redacted ) (plus GST) at 'edact/m? of land area 5,914m? and on

ms and,conditions’satisfactory to the Manager, City Property and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane
ity Leg tice.




12.0 Consultation

e Councillor Adrian Schrinner, Deputy Mayor, Chairman Finance, Economic Developmenp
Administration Committee

Sunil Madan, Director, Divisional Project Management Office — 28/04/2011

David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice — 28/04/2011

Emma Felsman, Business Services Manager, City Property — 27/04/2011

Craig Stevens, Manager, Corporate Communication, Marketing and Communication-Branch\
27/04/2011 i

tand

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

Approval of this submission will enable the sale of a further lot in the Trgs t development on a
value for money basis. :

Sectional Support No impact
Service Levels No impact
Political No impact O

AR

Industrial Relations No impact
Regional Implications No impact
Social and Community No impact

14.0 Commercial in confidence

No
15.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact @
This submission is consistent \@fo owing:

Corporate Vision Theme: art and s City ' :
Council Program: City Goyern 3
Service Focus: Manafe @bungil’s finances and assets effectively to provide the best §

\ value T8 moffey for ratepayers 4
16.0  Customer ~~ '

17.0 rofiMmental Q ct
Ni ]
@ Polic ? :
O %ﬁst%h current policy :
Fina

19. ial impact

:

and rate of reda/m? by the land area of 5914m?) to TCL under the Development Agreement as the

\ he sale of Lot 154 will realise approximately redacted i reyenue (calculated by multiplying the basé
base land price payable under the Development Agreement.

20.0 Human resource impact

Nil ' |

43




21.0

22.0

23.0

Urgency

Approval is required as a matter of urgency to ensure Trade Coast Land Pty Itd can respond to Trade

Coast Central Pty Ltd in a timely manner.
Publicity/marketing strategy

N/A:

Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation
Option 2:  No approve the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.
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15 MAY 2g1

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0  File number
137/800/1121/187
2.0 Title
Monthly .Project Report — March 2011
3.0 Issue/purpose
The purpose of this Submission is to provide regular Project performance updates o jetis.
4.0 Proponent

Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure Division, 3403 7652.

5.0 Submission prepared by

7
Q

Paul Oberle, A/Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Services, 3403 4

“. )

6.0 Date
14 April, 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Co

For E&C approval.

80  If for recommendation to Council, is %
N/A G

9.0 Recommended for public r eaA V
Not for release. @V @

100 Recommendatio

That E&C acc onthly Proj port. , J

1.0 W | Lf
Divisiona (;ei, v Chairman

! | Support / Reject-the recommendation-

If reject, please state reasons.

Councillor Adrian Schrinner,
an Deputy Mayor,

& Infrastructure Division Chairman, Finance, Economic Development
and Administration Committee




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 ***MARCH 2011 UPDATE**** heading.

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

e Project Managers,
o Program Managers/Business Unit Financial Controllers,
o Divisional/Executive Managers,
e Branch Managers, and
e Manager, Marketing & Communication <
Are in agreement with the recommendation. . q
Implications of proposal ;
It is envisaged that this approach will improve our capabi ond to any emerging issues and

ensure all Stakeholders are well informed of the Pr ress.
Commercial in confidence @ @
No. & %
Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Y
Nil. < ’ @
Customer impact \
nd

+ Improved standa yMana ntV

+ Improved awar Q sk M rinciples.

Environme impa

Nil. %
F'Ol@ct v
Nil. @
ancial iA
Nl Q
HN’e ource impact

Nil.
Urgency

In the normal course of business.




23.0

24.0

Publicity/marketing strafegy
N/A.

Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation that E&C accept the Monthly Project Report for March
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 departure
recommendation should be recorded here.




SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number
137/800/1121/211

Title

Resumption of land for Park Purposes situated at 5 & 7 Wellington Road East Brisbane @

Issue/purpose

To seek approval for a private property land resumption in settlement of a compengatiomnglaim.
Proponent %
Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Susta'na@

Submission prepared by

Brad Wilson, Principal, Parks and Environmental Planning, Natural Enyifonment and Sustainability
Date

16 May 2011

For E&C approval or recommendation to&N: @

For E&C approval
If for recommendation to Counci a Gouncil re Iu%g{rgd uﬁderamActforngpl I;gw?
N/A e i

) 1EMAT AW
Recommended for pub 'W V X

JY. a—— & TP
Ear i diat 1| a_lﬁé:n/sn;"ﬁ:”“&“.....‘44};»1-.’..{..-..;......,.‘a-‘q'lnﬂ
or immediate releage s Lord Mayor

9C gl R
Recommendati A/ X //7% YOR S A A
mendzg ) [ e
A\

That E&C p ss the clai
East BrisbaneYy the giving o

1.0
DiviSi@nager !@ Chairman

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

o/ ensatiSn for the properties situated at 5 & 7 Wellington Road,
\otices of Intention to Resume.

JE—
g‘;‘\f’eW Chesterman Cr Peter Matic
ISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT, PARKS &
PLANNING & SUSTAINABILITY SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

DVision

) g
: Recommen/g,gégo,{dmgly
] ’/ ::"""‘fr

>
...............

48




Background

The subject properties situated at 5 & 7 Wellington Road East Brisbane are 486m? and 536m?
size respectively and are designated as Parkland Area under City Plan 2000. The subject
properties are described as Lot 1 and Lot 29 on Registered Plan 51249. The subject sites are
vacant but are surfaced to operate as hardstand and car park. The sites are outlined in red on the
map at attachment 1.

The subject properties were formerly included in the Light Industry Area of City Plan 2000. The
Woolloongabba Centre Neighbourhood Plan amended the City Plan 2000 to include the sites in the
Parkland Area. This amendment took effect when Brisbane City Council (Council) approfed, the

Neighbourhood Plan in March 2009. “Map B: Woolloongabba Centre Streetscape blj
Realm Improvements” shows the sites as “new open space link” and is included at a 2
(the subject properties are outlined in red). It is this amendment to the Area Cla ich
has triggered the claim for compensation sought by the land owner. This follow. lodging
a development application under the Superseded Planning Scheme which was¢ef Council.
The amendment to the Area Classification and the subsequent refusal development

application combine to provide the owner with the option to apply for, nsation under section
5.4.3 of the Integrated Planning Act 1997 (IPA.) The owner has lodg€d a for compensation in
the amount of redacted A claim for compensation under secti of IPA may be made
within two years of the amendment coming into effect. This clai received within that time
frame.

Council’s options in consideration of the claim for com are to grant the entire claim, part of
the claim and reject the rest of the claim, or refuse ntire’claim. It is also open to Council to
decide the claim by issuing a Notice of Intention tg @w nder the Acquisition of Land Act 1967.

It is recommended that E&C progress the cl \ pensati he,properties situated at 5 &

7 Wellington Road, East Brisbane, by the g ofWotices % 0 Resume.

List of Attachments: Q :
(A) Summary of Degision

(B) Schedule “A details
) Location Map
Woolloo ba ntre WOd Plan Map B
Consultation %
Cr Peter Matlc hairman Environ ks & Sustainability Committee (27 April 2011)
Margaret t, nagepsilatura nvnronment & Sustainability Branch (27 April 2011)

Jon Skel enior Acquig
Katherine Jolinson, SolicitongB
Laghlan Carkeet, Tea
Shane MacLeod,

ra vens,

g Officer, City Property (29 April 2011)
risbane City Legal Practice (27 April 2011)
City Planning (27 April 2011)

, LOcal Asset Services (29 April 2011)

arketing & Communication (27 April 2011)

|mplgs of proposal

at perty will be resumed for Park Purposes and there are no adverse implications.
0 nsation for the land proposed to be resumed is the focus of current and future negotiations
with the affected landowner.

Commercial in confidence

No

49




Vision/Corporate Plan impact «

The Parks Infrastructure Charges Program supports the Living in Brisbane 2026 Vision for a Green
and Biodiverse City by providing new recreation opportunities in conjunction with the growth of the
g:ﬁtomer impact

The recommendation is aligned with the expectation of the owner that Council acquires the land.

Environmental impact

The acquisition of these sites will provide additional park in Woolloongabba improvi 0
amenity.

Policy impact

These acquisitions deliver on recommendations made in the 0,

Neighbourhood Plan and are consistent with Council practice of purs@ mption of privately
tion

owned land, following full and proper assessment of options and consu ith affected owners.

Financial impact

A financial liability is not recognised until Council reso to complete the resumption in
accordance with the Acquisition of Land Act 1967 which ur until the 2011- 2012 financial
year. An allocation will be made in 2011-12 Parks In ure Charges Program on approval of
compensation.

Human resource impact &\ @

Nil

Urgency
Urgent. As required by the provis@, Counc@ake a decision on the property owner’s
claim for compensation by 2Q May 1

Publicity/marketing s V V

Publicity will occur onc operty@ nto Councfl ownership as per the Parks Acquisition

Program Media Pl

ch will prepare and issue Notices of Intention to Resume the subject
eciding the claim in favour of the applicant.

Options %
Optio<1: ’ Approve mendation proposed by this submission upon which City

2 nt part of the claim, acquire one of the two identified lots and reject the balance

of claim.

Optig BQ Reject the claim for compensation made by the applicant.

Option 1 is the preferred and recommended 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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~EZC FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 23 MAY 2011

T EASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT i
ediate Other
23/05-01
106/268/608/1 FaCS Community Grants Policy Amend - N/A N/A
R : %
Stores Board Submission — Amendment to Q aal
23/05-02 BRI e Significant Procurement Activity Plan for R
OLMCEO the Provision of Educting, Jet Rodding, pproved Yes
M 109/830/826/55 gCTy Inspection and Root Cutting
ervices
23/05-03 . e %
137/800/1121/180 CPas 2010/2071 Native Wildlite C @ hals. > pproved Yes
M Round 2 \ ;
23/05-04 . \ S
137/800/1121/201 Facs Museuns of Brs hipition Bi@gam Approved N/A N/A
M 2011 and 2 .
03/05.05 | 137/800/1121/87 \
o) 2041 Approved Yes
M 155/455/468/14
23/05-06
109/695/586/6 (0] oy PSS Approved N/A N/A
R N e
23/05-07 ‘ ) i SF
¥ el A dment to the Infrastructure
M 187180041 1211/72 S Pas oRtributions Subsidy Administrative Policy Appraved Tag
23/05-08
109/800/286/ Amendmgnts to the Rochedale Urban Arivarided N/A N/A
5 Community Local Plan




e 4 2 E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS — 23 MAY 2011

(REFEASE DATE

) N
SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT
ymypied ate Other

23/05-09 ‘

109/695/583/3 OLMCEO Flood Response Review Board Report Approvedi, || N/A N/A
R

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, G Knapp, A Cooper, D McLachlan, P Matic%gNuL J-Simmonds.

N4

inspection on Level 2 of t risba uare Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane.

M - Indicates an E&C C Q)eciéio Ofl mi item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C L%e recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for
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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. 



2 3
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMIT

Primary file number
137/800/1 321/221 '

Related subject matter files
109/830/826/55

Title

Stores Board Submission — Amendment to Significant Procurement Activity Plan for the Provisigff of
Educting, Jet Rodding, CCTV Inspection and Root Cutting Services

Issue/purpose

To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee to amend the gnifi
Procurement Activity Plan for the Provision of Educting, Jet Rodding, CCTV Ins
Cutting Services as follows:

(a) to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) in thefform: Panel Arrangement
(Contract) for the Provision of Educting, Jet Rodding, CCTV§InspeBtion and Root Cutting
Services with the following recommended panel participafits nitial Term of one year
with an optional Additional Period of up to one year:

o Transpacific Industries Solutions Pty Ltd (Transpac);
° Kembla Watertech Pty Ltd (Kembla); and
o Waste Trans (Qld) Pty Ltd (Waste Tra

I form of a Pre-qualified

(b) to establish a Corporate Procuremen ; ent (C i
Register for the Provision of Educj Jet"Rodding pection and Root Cutting
Services with the following recommende articipants initial Term of one year with an

optional Additional Period of up to year:
o ITS Trenchless Pty lid; i
° Drainflow Pty Ltds
o Power Pumping Pt ; and
° . V
(c) to issue a Regues Propos r the Provision of Educting, Jet Rodding, CCTV
Inspection ~and pff” Cutti The RFP will establish a suitable Corporate

Proponent

Colin J@Chie Execut jcer
Sﬂ repar%i '
nston%C porate Risk Manage
\ 4
17 Ma&g

For E&C approval or recommendation to Council
For E&C approval

If for recommendation to Council, is a Council resolution required under an Act or Local Law?
No

53 -




9.0 Recommended for public release
Immediate release
10.0 Recommendation

That the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee approve the attached submission

1. AL

[0 4 end =0
R (W2 N i
/Y - j

11.0 Mark Johnston Colin ./Jensen
ACTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFl__




12.0

13.0

14.0
150

16.0

17.0

Background V

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board ConSIdered the attached scheduled submission on
Tuesday 17 May 2011.

The submission is referred to E&C as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the
provision of the required services:
CONTRACT NO. CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSION
V110187-10/11 Provision of Educting, Jet For E&C approval

Rodding, CCTV Inspection and
Root Cutting Services

Consultation
The Chief Executive Officer
Permanent Head of the Unit of Administration responsible fo

Stores Board
Relevant Divisional Officers

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

The recommended process will provide th&a ntage% for Council.

Commercial in confidence

Not Applicable. < ,

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The recommendation Vss;on te to the efficient management of the City's
resources.

Customer im

The subm covers the out of work or supply of goods and services to meet Council
approved pri

onmental impact

@rers are te line with Council's policy on the use of environmentally friendly and
led pr . Em¥ironmental considerations will be taken into account in the evaluation of tenders

SMd 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 1is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons foxdey
recommendation should be recorded here. % v

from that

VN
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2 3 WMAT I 03
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/180

Related subject matter files

Title ‘ ' ‘

2010/2011 Native Wildlife Carer Grants — Round 2 @
Issue/purpose s 3.8 -, @ :
;’o seek approval for the allocation of funding for the 2010/2011 Native Wildlife er, — Round
Proponent %

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainabi |v ion

Submission prepared by

Sharyn Holden, Sustainability Incentives Project Ofﬂcer nvironment & Sustamablllty, City
Planning & Sustainability (extension 39281)

Date _

6 June 2011 | @
For E&C approval or recommendatlon %

For E&C approval v

If for recommendation to Coun ouncil res n reqwred under an Act or Local Law‘?
" 6/ APPROVEL
Recommended for %ease Q~ ,

Immediate re
Recommendatign % @Zﬁu

That the 2010/2011

SR

/

T
,-,..77

Divisidnal Man% Chairman
@/ Reject the recommendation.

ﬁ %{/}/(’/__ﬂ If reject, please state reasons.

. =

g"drew Chesterman Cr Peter Matic
; I\”SIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND
ITY PLANNING AND SUSTAlNABlLlTY DIVISION SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

as
....................................................




12.0

Background

Brisbane City Council’s (Council) community grants programs have been developed over the last 16
years to provide strategic funding to local, non-profit organisations that are seeking to develop and
improve programs and services in the areas of arts, culture and heritage, community development,
active sport and recreation participation, sustainability, and the environment.

There are four separate grant programs managed by the Natural Environment and Sustainability
Branch, covering five themes (Lord Mayor's Sustainability Grants, Native Wildlife Carer Funding
Program, Cultivating Community Gardens, Environmental Grants Program — Biodiversity and Other
Environmental Projects and Environmental Grants Program — Waterway Management ProjgCts

Funding for the Lord Mayor's Sustainability Grants, Cultivating Communit and
Environmental Grants Programs has been redirected towards the flood recovery, he amount
allocated to the Native Wildlife Carer grants for Round 2 2010/11 has been ingfeageNin fesponse to
the large number of native fauna that were injured or became sick as a result,0 angiary flood.

Of the 23 applications received for Round 2 of the Native Wildlife grapts program, 20 are

recommended for either full or part funding, representing $58,730.3 heag 133,000 allocated in the
2010/2011 Native Wildlife Carer Funding Program grants budget. {{The finds approved in Round 1
totalled $49,729.07, with Round 2 available budget being $83,270%93.

Attachment B lists the individual applications that are recom d, and Attachment C lists the
individual applications that are not recommended. Attachmegt D provides the program guidelines.

sessed against eligibility criteria by Council
officers from related work areas. Appropriate Ca

icers wege consulted during the assessment
process (refer to 13.0 below). \ @
A review of the recommendations has b@er ken b rative Assessment Committee,

comprising the Manager, Natural Egwironment and Sust bility Branch, executive officers from

The assessment process involved the application @-
S

Natural Environment and Sustainabilit , and by i cy staff. The draft recommendations
were been circulated to the irman, Envir e ks and Sustainability Committee for
consultation.

It is recommended tha &C&rove the4fundingor the 2010/2011 Native Wildlife Carer Grants
Round 2 as per the re ndations seffout | chment B. :
Summary of Attagh

Attachment A Public Release Notification Summary

Attachme Sc e of Applications Recommended by the Assessment Committee
Attachme S Applications Not Recommended by the Assessment Committee
Att ent B ativig Wildlife Carer Grant Program Guidelines

13.0 sultation
o r Peter Mati Chairman, Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee (16/05/11)
John Manager, Natural Environment and Sustainability (11/05/11)

14.0

argaret Bafrett ~ Program Outcome Manager, Natural Environment & Sustainability (11/05/11)
o % Honeywill  Principal Officer, Green Communities Initiatives (11/05/11)

Nin agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

Successful applicants will be able to proceed with their projects, and continue their work with native
wildlife.

Unsuccessful applicants may contact Council to discuss their applications and may be unable to
proceed with their projects. :

Relevant applicants who received partial funding or whose applications are declined will be contacted
and assisted to resubmit applications for future rounds of funding as appropriate.

58 2



15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

Commercial in confidence
No.
Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The Native Wildlife Carer grants are linked to the following 2010/2011 Corporate Plan themes,
strategies and programs: :

¢ Green and Biodiverse City
e Program 1 - CitySmart — Biodiverse City.
Customer impact

Approval of the 2010/2011 Native Wildlife Carer grants program, Round 2gWill, pfayide valuable
support to community-based organisations and individuals managing wildlife ar@ and assisting

biodiversity conservation.

caring for the local environment and wildlife.

Environmental impact
The Native Wildlife Carer Grant Program, Round 2, will suppo% ity groups and individuals in

Policy impact

The processes followed were carried out in accopdd ith the Guidelines for the Native Wildlife
Carer Grant Program (refer to Attachment l@ have viously been approved by the
Establishment and Co-ordination Committee. \

Financial impact &

The recommended allocation to 20 a for Ro result in $58,730.32 spent from the
available budget of $83,270.93 (after Rolind 1 expegtditurey'in service 1.2.1.1.

Human resource impact \
Nil. V V

Urgency @ @

In order for 0 bg accrued inQr?ncial year, the E & C decision is sought as soon as possible.

Publicity. eting stra% '
Allfapplicants will bg a the results of their submission within 10 working days of approval by

& @ Succegésful applicants will receive a letter from the Lord Mayor.

A gommunication egy involving media and public relations opportunities will be prepared by
ting, Corporate Strategy Office in consultation with the Natural Environment and
ch and follow the requirements for approval. Media releases will not be distributed




24,0 Options

Option 1: That E&C approves the recommendations as set out in Attachment B and C.
Option 2: That E&C does not approve the recommendations as set out in Attachment B and C.
Option 3: That E&C recommends variance to the assistance provided.

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. @

%o
O
QK



r | T | E&C

23 MAY 2010 O

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEEb

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/201
2.0 Title

Museum of Brisbane Exhibitions Program for 2011 and 2012

3.0 Issue/purpose @
To seek E&C approval to revise the Museum of Brisbane Exhibitions Program for 2014¢an )

4.0 Proponent @ 4
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Community Services&

5.0 Submission prepared by
Peter Denham, Director, Museum of Brisbane :

6.0 Date

23 May 2011 O
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Cou l\ @
For E&C approval v & %
8.0 If for recommendation to Council, i@%sol OW@@@E@I Law?

N/A

- 9.0  Recommended for immedj @ V

& [l
- 10.0 Recommendatio Q‘ %\/
¢ , ¢

That E&C app e revised f Brisbane Exhibitions Program for 2011 and 2012 as set out
in Attach B.

% t
2 110 5 E
] Divisiona@er !@ Chairman

9

| Support / Reject the recommendation.

eject, please state reasons.

Vicki Pethybridge Coungllor Geraldine Knapp

DIVISIONAL MANAGER ' CHAIRMAN FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY
LFAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION SERVICES COMMITTEE

- IRecornme; fm%n’g!y

-----
-------------------- SERNINEAREaE P IEIARIIAAARAE

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

170

Background -

In November 2010, E&C formally approved the Museum of Brisbane. Exhibition Program for 2011 and
2012. The current museum program is set out in Attachment C.

The January floods affected many of the community groups _and individuals who' _contribute to the
museum and this has resulted in a number of delays and extensions to current exhibition dates.

The revised program for 2011 and 2012 will feature the City of Brisbane Collection and highlight some

i i talogue many of the items. This
of the work collection staff have been undertaking to update and ca oL
collection exhibition will continue to change and be refreshed with a number of mini-exhibitiong”and

rotations of artworks throughout the year.
The revised museum program for 2011 and 2012 will enable the museum to deal with@ of
t

the floods and also start concentrating on the upcoming work load to Feﬁpentahe mus f Y r?paarzg
the visitor experience for City Hall. The revised program will also allow the m

develop an exhibition program and the visitor experience for City Hall. It is envi his will be
presented to E&C for approval by the end of 2011.

E&C approval is therefore sort to revise the Museum of Brisbane Exhifiition ram as set out in

Attachment B.
Consultation .O
4 March 2011)
e Kent Stroud Manager, Commun es ( al
e Lorraine Gregory Manager, Acti@ t Communities (4 March 2011)
All are in agreement with the recommendation.&\ @
Museum of Brisbane will have the op
Collection in the lead up to the reopenjhg of

to concentrate on the high volume rk fequired
City Hall.

Commercial in confidenc V @V
No. Q~

Vision/Corporat ct

Implications of proposal

h display of the City of Brisbane
ortantly provide the opportunity for staff
the museum and visitor experience in

Museum of BrisbaNe is key part eX/ibrant, Creative City theme of Our Shared Vision: Living in

Brisbane@nd i1l deliv Learning and Informed Communities, Connected and Engaged

Communifies an§l Outstapgding rofile outcomes in the 2008-2012 Corporate Plan.

Cu@mpact
ed the revised Museum of Brisbane program featuring an in depth display of

ers will be pro _ ;
y of Biislagne Collection and related engaging public programs.

EnvironN act
Nil

Policy impact

Nil




Financial impact

Nil

Human resource impact
Nil

Urgency

In the normal course of business. @

Publicity/marketing strategy

Marketing and Communications and Museum of Brisbane will prepare a commugficatioMgtrategy for
the release the revised program and dates to publicise the revised exhibitions m gor 2011 and

2012.

Options _
Option 1:  That E&C approve the revised Museum of Brisban itios¥ Program for 2011 and
2012 as set out in Attachment B.

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

Option 3:  That E&C consider different Museum of, exhibition programming that has been
recommended in Option1, Attachment

Option 1 is the preferred and recommend@

NB: If the officer’s recommendation i%llowed, easons for departure from that

recommendation should be recow@he J @
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/8001121/87
Related subject matter files
155/455/468/14
20  Title @
Footpath Dining Local Law 2011
3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek E&C approval to continue the local law making process for the pro&y Dining
Local Law 2011.
4.0 Proponent
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Families and Commumty Ivision
5.0 Submission prepared by
Felicia Duncan, Principal Officer Legislation, Busine ent, Compliance and Regulatory
Services
6.0 Date
23 May 2011
7.0 For E&C approval or recommen %uncn
E&C approval O
8.0 If for recommendation th Iutlon required under an Act or Local Law?
Not applicable @ Y2 @
9.0 Recommendedifor public release e Vi
Immediate / ) J/l'\Y !UH/ /(
10.0 o /%/fmw ..,..,//W b

ﬂac/au
co ance with Attachment “B”. ,v/; /

_ /J‘L

@
NS

Re@nda ion
resolvelin

Cha|rman

IR

If reject please state reasons.
. ‘ ] // — /
{ ;"‘\“3“

Councillor Geraldine Knapp

Vicki Pethybridge
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY
SERVICES DIVISION

I Recom-rrfgad‘@cccrdfrzgiy

CHAIRMAN

COMMITTEE

b/; i 64
CHIE!~ FXF(‘I iTl\/lZ AEEIAED

Lord mvaer

Y/

v 2
A

B

”""'I"’Support / I%;eject the recommendation.

t{/ﬂi

,/»’./r/"‘

a&i}h}-\ L

‘f\r/

FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES




12.0

Background

On 22 March 2011, Council resolved to propose to make the Footpath Dining Local Law 2011, (“the
proposed local law”). Attachment “C” contains a copy of the proposed local law.

Under the requirements of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, (“the Act”) and Council’s local law making
Procedure, public comment was sought on the proposed local law from 28 March to 15 April, being the
required 15 business days. A notice calling for submissions was published in The Courier-Mail, on
Council's website, and displayed on the public notices cabinet at Brisbane Square. Copies of,the
proposed local law were available at the Brisbane Square Customer Service Centre and co
downloaded from Council’s website.

One submission in regards to the proposed local law was received during the consultati efiothand
is noted in the submissions summary at Attachment “D”.

ongPeriod had
submission
opoSed local law, in

A submission from the Spinal Injuries Association was received after the congu
concluded. Given that the Association is a lobby group within the disability sector
has been included in the submissions summary and two amendments to_th
response to the submission, have been made. Five other disability asso
of Queensland and the Department of Communities were also directly n
entities made any comments to the law as proposed.

ified, Bowever none of these

As the proposed local law contains a permit regime, pogsible ig€ompetitive provisions were
identified and a Public Interest Test on the identified provisions Was conducted concurrently with public
consultation on the proposed local law. The following key rs were directly consulted by mail:

e Disability support groups;
e Disability Services;
e - Relevant Industry associations; and \ @

Current footpath dining permit holder
One external submission and four intern bmissfens were reC€vediin regards to the Public Interest
Test and are summarised in the submissi at Attac :
A draft report on the Public Intere Test been greparedfand is contained in Attachment “E”. The
draft report is of no effect untl y CouncilWé€solyfton and until after the Minister for Local
Government gives consent for Co il to procead to makgfthe proposed local law.

The Act also requires,
The following State
roadside vending or

° ent of Com @ "

Quee and Health;
e anment of P orks; and
artm Tram€port and Main Roads.

The State Goveln ponses and proposed Council actions in response are summarised in the
ission:s at chment “D”.

overnment entities about proposed local laws.
h have asked to be consulted about local laws for
) were consulted about the proposed local law:

the C ecutive of the Department of Transport and Main Roads to make a local law about
fo g on State controlled roads. Unless this permission is granted by the Chief Executive for
th artment of Transport and Main Roads, Council would be unable to grant, renew or revoke
permits along State controlled roads. Council did receive feedback from Department of Transport and
Main Road regarding the proposed local law, however this feedback did not include consent from their
Chief Executive. Negotiations are continuing to gain this permission.

Underhngransport Operations (Road Use Management) Act 1995, Council requires the consent of

It is therefore recommended that E&C resolve as per Attachment “B”.
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13.0  Consultation

David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel (May 2011) ' ‘
Brett Turville, Manager, Compliance and Regulatory Services (March 2011)
Luke Riley, A/Business Alignment Manager, Local Asset Services (March 2011)
Kerry Doss, Manager, City Planning (March 2011)

‘Kent Stroud, Branch Manager, Community Services (March 2011)

Beverley Homel, Solicitor, Brisbane City Legal Practice (March 2011)

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

14.0 Implications of proposal ‘ @
Approval of this submission will allow the process for consultation on the new local la @
15.0 Commercial in confidence | Q

16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact
This proposal delivers on the following prdgram outcome in the corporéte plan:

7.1 Improve and streamline local laws to reduce red ta nd\improve useability of the laws for
customers and officers.

This proposal is in line with Vision 2026- Vibrant, Cr a

17.0  Customer impact \ @

| The new law will benefit business by setti%ur ent re t%/ers and procedures in a clear

and transparent format. Consultation b undertaken ublic.

18.0  Environmental impact Q
Nil V\ V

Nil : Q~

20.0 Financial imQ %
Nil CJ

210 H n rce i c
O™

22.0 ency
In the&@urse of business.

23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy

19.0  Policy impact

The proposed local law and subordinate local law was advertised for public consultation in accordance
with the Local Law Making Procedure in newspapers and on the Council web site from 28 March to 15
April 2011.




24.0 Options
1. Apbr'ove the recommendation
2. Amend the recommendation
3. Not approve the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.

|
NB: If the officers recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for the departure@?t ‘
|
\

recommendation should be recorded here. : §
|
Q/ |




| 7 L OMAY 01
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE 2.3 MAY ar

1.0 File number

13?/800/1 121/72

Related subject matter files
2.0 Title

Amendment to the Infrastructure Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy
3.0 Issue/purpose

To adopt the Infrastructure Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy
4.0 Proponent

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sust
5.0 Submission prepared by %

Kerry Doss, Manager City Planning (ext 34220)

6.0 Date

S 23 May 2011

7.0  For E&C approval or recommendati@b.
For E&C approval '
8.0 If for recommendation to Ct@ Cou

Not applicable

9.0 Recommended fi Mease

Immediate rele

10.0 Reco i
That theSg&C approve nff&structure Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy as outlined in
men :

ch “B”.
1 1 |
] ivisional Man r CommittegChairman
; | Support / Rejeet-the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons

a —
% 7\ aall
- )
L
Andrew Chesterman Cr Amanda Cooper
Divisional Manager Chairman

City Planning & Sustainability Division = Neighbourhood Planning and Development
Assessment Committee

..........
----------------------------- LERR RN S

CER L
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12.0

Background

On 5 October 2009, Establishment & Coordination Committee approved a subsidy administrative
policy for development applications lodged up to 30 June 2010. Under that policy, a subsidy applied to
infrastructure contributions imposed as conditions on development approvals and calculated under the
High Growth and Infill Infrastructure Contributions Planning Scheme Policies (PSP). Generally, this
policy provided a subsidy for all relevant infrastructure networks (Community Purposes, Transport,
Waterways and, to a limited extent, Water Supply and Sewerage).

The circumstances in which the subsidy is available is set out in the subsidy advice to the condition of
the development approval. The subsidy advice states that the subsidy is available until th d of the
financial year following the financial year in which the development approval takes effect.

On 9 May 2011 Establishment & Coordination Committee amended the policy, to e*out the
subsidy over the remainder of the 2011 calendar year, reducing the subsidy fro %, to 0. It
also reduced the timeframe over which the subsidy was available.

Council is currently reviewing all aspects of its financial operations in relation
following an announcement by the Queensland Government that it Wi the infrastructure
charges framework in Queensland from mid 2011. The proposed re s educe the infrastructure
charges payable for many development approvals after the impleme&ntatiof date. They may also have
a negative impact on Council’s infrastructure charges revenue.%

Following the Queensland Government's release of the Systaina anning (Housing Affordability
and Infrastructure Charges Reform) Amendment Bill 2011 10 May 2011, it is now proposed to =~
further amend the Policy to extend the period of eligibi rease the subsidy during that period.

It is proposed to phase-out the subsidy as follows;
1. A subsidy is no longer available for water | ewerag€ ch@rges on applications lodged after

30 June, 2010 because Queensland Urba has not i foffa subsidy after this date;

INfp@structure charges

2. A subsidy is no longer available proval for water Ssupply and sewerage charges if not paid

before June 30, 2011;

Community Purposes and networks vaftlable if paid by close of business on 31 May

2012. \( y
4. No subsidy will .@ jlable for a%r s for applications decided after the introduction of

standard charges¥gs @ dtob y
Under the agd Developme uthority Act 2007, some areas of Brisbane have been declared
to be Ur evelopmen s and the City Plan does not apply to those areas. The Infrastructure

Contributi Subsidy A ive Policy excludes any land included in any Urban Development

3. For applications approve\n&re the introduefiongdf standard charges, a subsidy for the Transport,

Arge®
| men t tge E&C appfove the Infrastructure Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy
aseutlined in mept “B”.

13.0

ist of A&nts:
A - § ary
K cture Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy
C

onsultation

e Councillor Amanda Cooper, Chairman Neighbourhood Planning and Development Assessment
Committee

Tony Chadwick, Team Leader/Solicitor, Brisbane City Legal Practice

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability Division

Kerry Doss, Manager, City Planning Branch

Andrea Kenafake, Manager, Development Assessment Branch

All of the above are in agreement with the recommendations.
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14.0 Implications o_f proposal
The proposed amendment to the Infrastructure Contributions Subsidy Administrative Policy will align
Council’s policy framework with Council’s budget for the 2010/2011 financial year and will influence the
budget for the 2011/2012 financial year.

15.0 Commercial in confidence
No.

16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact
The proposal is consistent with corporate goals. The Corporate Plan has several rgfgre o the
need to plan for infrastructure. The Infrastructure Contributions PSP will continuegto for well
planned and user-pays infrastructure which is a Council priority under the “Futug€ Bgigbane” program.
The Subsidy Administrative Policy will also contribute to the “City Governanc&l rafi to ensure a
fair, accountable and transparent contribution regime.

17.0 Customer impact < I
Some customers have advice stating that their subsidy is availabfe | ior to 30 June 2012. This

proposal will bring the latest day for payment forward by one JAll affected customers will be
notified.

18.0 Environmental impact

The planning philosophy of the Infrastructure Con @ s PSP j
which is sustainable and minimizes impact&&J s’enviro
live

ased on creating infrastructure
" The outcomes. of a City Wide

system will ensure sustainable planning an f infra u protection of environmental
values. Subsidising contributions is consistent delivery of ufComes.

19.0 Policy impact v
There is no amendment of t @cture COntrigtti PSP proposed by the adoption of the

Subsidy Administrative Palicy.

20.0 Financial impact V Q

ated $67 million (and decrease expenditure by an
estimated $43 mpared to st in 3™ budget review for the 2010/2011 financial year. It
will increas the 20441/2012%inancial year by $41 million and increase the expenditure by
approxima 2 million. '

21.0 Hu esource impa
I entatigh ofgthelnfrastructure Contributions PSPs and Infrastructure Contributions Subsidy

Admifiistrative is J@rgely undertaken through the Infrastructure Calculations Group and Plan

jng SectionyDe pment Assessment Branch, with strategic support given by the Strategic

frastructure ing Unit, City Planning Branch. An increase in normal workload will be experienced
n thesQas in June 2011 but no additional resources will be required.

22.0 Ur&
In the normal course of business.

23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

This proposal will

Notification of the changed subsidy will be done as a mail out to the development Industry, including
letters to applicants with existing approvals affected by the change. Specific direct contact will also be
made with peak industry groups.




24.0 Options
Option 1: Approve the policy set out in Attachment “B” -
Option 2:  Not approve the recommendations and modify or defer the proposals.
Option 1 is the preferred option.

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

recommendation should be recorded here. @

%
>,
QY qfo




E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 30 MAY 2011

RELEASE DATE

SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT
ate Other
30/05-01
Corporate Brisbane City Council — Revenue Policy
5 124600/2006/3 Services | 2011/2012 NI
30/05-02 .
Corporate Amendment to Brisbane City Council R
2 134/800/286/3 Services & Charges — Revenue Policy 2010/2011 N/A N/A
Inclusion of Charitable Orga
30/05-03 Goraials Appendix ‘A’ of the Sched
137/800/1121/220 S pe Charges — SOS — Survi Approved Yes
ervices N
M Bereavement Suppoat’As >
(SOSBSA) R
30/05-04 cornorate | ESR Internatio 1 Speci
137/800/1121/218 S pe Achieve n Award #BC Approved Yes
ervices »
M Floodma D DY
30/05-05
106/590/785/13
. 204/83/5(1) OLMCEO Approved N/A N/A
30/05-06
137/520/148/2 Approved N/A N/A
R
Hi0e 109/105/219/11 ual Procurement Policy and Contracti
, 109/105/219/9 gl i y ontracling | approved N/A N/A
R 109/105/219/,
0GRS 137/800/1121/ cS Festival Funding Contract for Hamilton P —— e
o 106/335//1004/17 Festival PP
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS - 30 MAY 2011

SUB NO. FILE NO. DIV. TITLE RESULT
Other
S0gs10 109/305/710/18 Brisbane Proposed Brisbane Infrastructure N/A
R Infrastructure | Restructure 2011
Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Councll
30/05-11 ki consent to Debt Financier Arrangements — s
137/800/1121/228 (ifanttichire Substitution of Merrill Lynch International proved Yes
M Bank Limited with SC Lowy Financial (§K)
Limited
30/05-12 Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) —
Brisbane consent to Debt Financier Arrg
M el Sl Infrastructure | Substitution of Deutsche Ban AAppraved Yes
& Lee Asia Credit Opporjunt
30/05-13 .
131/590/273/5 Outdoor Recreatiop Mana )
. 131/590/273/4 Citai for Brisbane’s Nat Approses N DA
30/05-14
152/160/516/235 Approved N/A N/A
R
30/05-15
152/160/881/230 Approved N/A N/A
R
30/05-16
137/800/1121/225 Approved Yes
M
30/05-17 :J |
152/160/414-04 -CPaS Amended N/A N/A
R
30/05-18 . ey
152/160/516/264 ek [Maugili BelbmsricDistrict Amended N/A N/A
o \ Neighbourhood Plan
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Wi ol RELEASE DATE
SUB NO. FILE'NO. [ ! ‘
DIV TITLE Qther |
30/05-19 Advertisements Arﬁending Local Law 2011
155/455/468/15 FaCS & Advertisement Amending Subordinate N/A
R Local Law 2011
30/05-20 ' o .
134/268/608/3 Corpqrate QUU Earthlc‘,lpatlon Agregment Proposed \pbro N/A N/A
R Services Participation Return Policy Amend t LS
30/05-21 . SE JN 1
- Corporate Continued participation in Qf 2 S Y
: 140/465/1002/221 Bardises Urbain Utiies Pty Lid - Approved N/A N/A
155/190/12/5 /Q o S
109/105/219/10/ s
30/05-22 L :
204/147(P1) ‘State Governm islative :
R 371/2(4) BLEEES Requirem - Qate of P 'cie Apptoven e B
137/268/608/1 . &
204/145 . ‘ v,
30/05-23
88/156 OLMCEO Approved N/A N/A
M
30/05-24 W _ . i
99-49554(A1) oL Chief Finsrclal Ofserand | 0 orver N/A N/A
M v tive Service Contract

M - Indicates an E&C Cq @
R - Indicates an E&C Comn
inspection on Level 2 of the Bri

Present. Lord Mayor Graham QUirk@ﬁ”Qgrﬁ

item), which is included in this document.
to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for
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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&d
30 MAY 201 0
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0  File number

137/800/1121/220

2.0 Title

Inclusion of Charitable Organisation in Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees and Chagdes » SOS -
Survivors of Suicide Bereavement Support Association Inc (SOSBSA)

3.0 Issue/purpose

To approve the inclusion of SOS - Survivors of Suicide Bereavement Supfigr
(SOSBSA) into Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees and Charges from

4.0  Proponent S N
Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating Officer, Corporate Serys visin.

7 - Y
5.0 Submission prepared by ‘ % N,
Paul Oberle, Acting Chief Financial Officer, Corpéﬂces,extension 37884
6.0 Date O AW,
\ : _

11 May 2011

7.0 For E&C approval or recomme atiﬁCouncil ’ %
For E&C approval. v
8.0 If for recommendation\ 211, is a CotigCil ar:Locafhaw?

. olution requif& wﬁ %Aﬁt M b

No V V
9.0  Recommen @bﬁp relgase’

Immed;j elea

10.0 Rec endation. 4

hat E&C approv inClusion of SOS - Survivors of Suicide Bereavement Support Association Inc
(SOBBSAY \ppefldix ‘A’ of the Council’s Schedule of Fees and Charges effective from 5 April 2001,

< their application.

F @Msh@"ager Chairman
E \ | Support / R‘ej’&'fthe recommendation.

7[1 )/ If reject, please state reasons.

2&99 Evans CouncillorAdrian Schrinner

TING CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER DEPUTY MAYOR

CHAIRMAN, FINANCE, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

%ﬂmﬁn i COMMITTEE
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12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

o

Background

On 5 April 2011, SOS -Survivors of Suicide Bereavement Support Association Inc (SOSBSA) 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 in
the form of a ‘Certificate of Registration as a Charity’, registration CH 1287 (see Attachment C).

Approval is now sought to approve the inclusion of SOS -Survivors of Suicide Bereavement Support

Association Inc (SOSBSA) into Appendix ‘A’ of the Schedule of Fees and Charges from tr@
2001. .

Consultation _ ‘
No broader consultation has taken place. %

The Chief Financial Officer, being the delegated officer to receive such applicghi satisfied that the
Association complies with the criteria for inclusion in Appendix ‘A’ as evi bydthe provision of a
Certificate of Registration as a Charity.

All are in agreement with the recommendation. %O

Implications of proposal

SOS -Survivors of Suicide Bereavement Support Asso (SOSBSA) will become eligible for
concessions against certain Fees and Charges a iledhin the Schedule of Fees and Charges

document.

Commercial in confidence & ; @
This matter is not commercial in confiv. _ %
Vision/Corporate Plan impact@ v

cide Berea Support Association Inc (SOSBSA)

The inclusion of SOS -Survivx

Inc in Appendix ‘A’ supptthhe tcome W sive Caring Communities”.

Customer impact@

SOS - Suwiv@c e Berea pport Association Inc (SOSBSA) will have access to a
e

range of C es at a reduceg level which will be more affordable for a charitable organisation.

Environ tal impact

T@o enviro %aot.
Policy im Q

pa
ereis impact as approving SOS -Survivors of Suicide Bereavement Support Association
Inc (SQSBSA) itlusion in Appendix ‘A’ is consistent with existing policy.

N
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20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

O

Financial impact

There is no significant financial impact. However, some of the potential discounts the Association may
be entitled to are: ' . »

Fee or Charge Discount

All DA & Compliance Fees, Garbage Grinders, Library Facility Hire (by
application), Public Health Licenses (except food), Plumbing Application

Fees

Advertising Fees, Entertainment Venue — Permit Renewal, Venue Hire 100%

(Halls) v
The above discounts may not include some ‘out of pocket’ expenses and may itlonal on the
nature of the application.

Human resource impact

There is no significant impact.
Urgency .

The approval, if granted may be processed in the norma cou@usiness.

Publicity/marketing strategy
None required. O
Options &\ @
Option 1:  Approve the recomme ion. %
Option 2:  Not approve the recom jon. v
n.
NB: If the officer’s re me tion inog followed, then the reasons for departure from that
recommendation ecord@

50%

Option 3:  Amend the reco da
Option 1 is the preferred xﬁ
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

ivisioer Chairman

x

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

137/800/1121/218

Title

ESRI International’s 2011 Special Achievement in GIS Award — BCC Floodmap

Issue/purpose )

To seek E&C approval for Jeff Sangster, Spatial Information Operations Managgr,

Services, to attend the 2011 ESRI International User Conference in San Die y 10 15 2011,
to accept the Special Achievement in GIS (SAG) award on behalf of Coungil eak about this

award at the Homeland Security Plenary.

Proponent O
Greg Evans, A/Chief Operations Officer,
B ayEn

///
’H}(y‘ /// ;{:/
A X

sl

Submission prepared by
Nick Brant, Chief Information Officer
Corporate Services Division,

Date
23 May 2011 ord Mayor -

= g W W\/\ .~
For E&C approval or recommendatign to i 1 2

’ "ff’.‘;

ution required under an Act or Local Law?

E&C approval Q

If for recommendation to s a Coun
N/A V
Recommende c reth&

Immedia
Recom dation

grant eff Sangster, Spatial Information Operations Manager, Informatlon
i to attend h 011 ESRI International User Conference in San Diego from July 10-15 2011,
ept th al Achievement in GIS (SAG) award on behalf of Council and to speak about this

ard atth d Security Plenary, at a cost to Council of $1100. /ZZ?”///-/ T Lot
s ,{f{/;\zt " Tt @M/ jgj‘éy/dzd// . :

| Support / Reject-the recommendation.

P -

%[L(, T If réjec;t ple%se/state reasons.

4

< f x._‘__,.-..M _‘,/ ‘. | it
i y bl
Greg Evans é ‘

uncillor Adrian Schrinner

AICHIEF OPERATIONS OFFICER DEPUTY MAYOR

CHAIRMAN FINANCE AND ECONOMIC
4 DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION
% 73 COMMITTEE

I Recommaend Accordingly

...................................... LBnimirsimoons
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER



12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

A onfental ipfPact
Nil’
Q)

\QSRI Australia have offered to meet the airfares and accommodation costs. Admission to the
0 .

Background

Brisbane City Council (BCC) has been selected to receive a Special Achievement in GIS (SAG) awarg
at the 2011 ESRI International User Conference. This award is given to user sites around the world t,
recognize outstanding work with GIS technology. BCC has been selected from more than 100,00
other world wide nominations.

In bestowing this internationally recognised award on the BCC, Esri Inc. acknowledges the
innovative work undertaken by the Council’s Spatial Information Operations Manager, Mr Jeff
Sangster, and his team. More specifically, the award honours the efforts of Mr Sangster and his
colleagues in building the online flood map that was widely used during the Brisbane flood crisis
earlier this year. :

ESRI will be highlighting all the SAG Award winners at www.esri.com/sa
BCC and its important contributions in GIS to our global community.

Consultation : @
e Gilbert Clark, Manager, Managed ICT Services

e Nick Brant, Chief Information Officer

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

There are no implications to this proposal a ) has no current tenders currently out to market
Council has had and continues to have 0 relationship with ESRI Australia for the past 8 years. §

Commercial in confidence . \ @
e & %

Vision/Corporate Plan imp

This is a significan a\@ ecogniffondf Cauncils efforts in' GIS. In particular this award highlights |
and recognises the Council ingsing’innovative GIS technologies to assist in the 2011 flood |

response. V
Custom V @

Nil.

Policydmpac

Financial impact

nference is free to all ESRI clients who maintain current software maintenance costs.
There will be estimated costs of approximately $1100 for meals, taxis and personal allowances.
Funds are available within Information Services Budget GL code 1.24.3530.106.000.000.628.000.00
Human resource impact

Nil.

Urgency




High. A response to the invitation is required before 2 June 2011.
23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

The award to Council represents an opportunity to promote Councils world’s best efforts, capabilities
and resources to provide for the City of Brisbane and its population.

24.0 Options

Option 1:  Approve thé 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 defartyrefgom that

recommendation should be recorded here. %




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

0.0

NS

Approve the Racecourse Road Hamilton Events Inc to be funded to deliver the Hamilton Festival.

11.0

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

"

lY‘

Primary file number

Cabinet in Confidence File Number 137/800/1121233

Related subject matter files

File Number 106/335/1004/17: Festival Funding Contracts 2010-13 and Leading Organisation

Contracts 2010-11

Title

Festival funding Contract for Hamilton Festival

Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to

1. Rescind the decision made on 23 August 2010 in relation to Hamilto

deliver the Hamilton Festival

2. Approve the Racecourse Road Hamilton Events Inc to be fugded

Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifes

Submission prepared by

74639

For E&C approval or re

Imraediate Relea

Rec% i
That the EQC:

No il
Rethnded for Qﬂease

eliver the Hamilton Festival; and

DIVISIONAL MANAGER

Vicki Pethybridge
DIVISIONAL MANAGER .
BRISBANE LIFESTYLE

Michael Peterson, Acting Manager Cre \Q iti

b 77
/ D ‘i{’/ﬂ /7

Date v

| Inc to be funded to

%
&

eliver the Hamilton Festival

unity Services Branch, Ph: 302

58 T W
LG S R S v

/

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

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

escind the decision made on 23 August 2010 in relation to Hamilton Festival Inc to be funded to

CHAIRMAN
| Support / Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

= 1
/ e ioias 'f LA
Counc;illor Geraldine Knapp
CHAIRMAN

FAMILIES AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

ASA/ARRRRITTIET



12.0 Background

On 23 August 2010, E&C approved new funding agreements for City-wide and Community Festivals,
and Cultural Support. Various organisations were endorsed for new two year festival contracts for the
9 2010/2011 and 2011/2012 financial years with an optional one year extension in the 2012/2013
3 financial year pending successful evaluation of the festival.

The Hamilton Festival was one of the festivals approved for this funding however the event is unable
to proceed under Hamilton Festival Inc. Since the initial E&C submission, Hamiliton Festival Inc has
changed its registered name of incorporation to Racecourse Road Hamilton Events Ingf e

The Racecourse Road Hamilton Events Inc is now recommended as the festival cipient for
9 the delivery of the Hamilton Festival for 2010-13.
»Zf Approval is now sought for E&C to: @ ,
‘ 1. Rescind the decision made on 23 August 2010 in relation to Hamil val Inc to be funded to
s deliver the Hamilton Festival; and

2. Approve the Racecourse Road Hamilton Events Inc to be flnde eliver the Hamilton Festival.

13.0 Consultation
o Kent Stroud, Manager, Community Services Brafich, Fafwiltes and Community Services
(25/4/2011)
‘ e Lorraine Gregory, Manager, Healthy ang : ommunities, Community Services Branch,
& Families and Community Services (&a ‘
; e  Councillor David MacLachlan, }&1 rd Co or /2011)
_ All are in agreement with the rec%dation.
: 14.0 Implications of proposalf E
To deliver certainty to % rganisers, the ed festival will be able to proceed with planning and
5 ~production of their Yestival for the Wnd 2011-2012 financial years with a one year option to
e

g successful evaluation of the festival.

extend in the ancialg/e
The cultural oward isations will be able to proceed with the annual planning.

Co clakist confidegce _
No
ision/Cor; %impact

d to the Vibrant, Creative City theme of Our shared vision: Living in Brisbane 2026
n the Learning and Informed Communities, Connected and Engaged Communities,

s

omer impact

he Rageoourse Road Hamilton Events Inc organisation will be able to proceed with the planning and
production of the Hamilton Festival.

Environmental impact

Nil
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19.0

15 20.0

. 210

22.0
23.0

24.0

'\

Policy impact

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

Financial impact

Nil - The'proposal is in accordance with the 2010/2011 Budget: with funding in — Service 5.1.1.1
Festivals and Events. Hamilton Festival for 2010/11 is $16,000.

Human resource impact

Nil @
Urgency . @

In the normal course of business &

Publicity/marketing strategy
Nil Q
Options %

Option 1:  That E&C approve

a. Rescinding the decision m gust 2010 in relation to Hamilton Festival Inc to
be funded to deliver the stlval
b. Racecourse Road Ha (S nc tob ed,to deliver the Hamilton Festival.

Option 2. That E&C does not rov e recom

Option 1 is the preferre
NB: If the officer’s reco onis d, then the reasons for departure from that
recommendation sho orded he
summ@«t

en Est ent and Coordination Committee Formal Submission Summary: Festival
Fun Contracts d Leading Organisation Contracts 2010-11

4
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1.0

2.0

3.0
4.0
5.0
6.0
7.0
8.0
9.0

10.0

S U Mg 2

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

137/800/1121/228.

Related subject matter files

Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council consent to Debt Financier Arrangements
Merrill Lynch International Bank Limited with SC Lowy Financial (HK) Limited. '

Issue/purpose
To provide consent to substitution of a Debt Financier associated with th e
Proponent R, 8 1
Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure. %
Submission prepared by : X \ "

Gregg Buyers, Manager Major Projects, City Projeé

Date
30 May 2011. g
/ // .
For E&C approval or recommendati e S
7 ,,,w'"/ 4/77 /
For E&C approval. / y .
i . £ W | 4 /Aé{ ‘ 8 11.‘ \ DN\ .
iS55 resarmp fation to%"é" i il r tion required under an Act or Local Law?

Not applicable.

4

Recommendedifor publi¢ release

y

Forimmed@teg€lease,

oordination Committee consent to the substitution of Merrill Lynch
, and its rights, obligations and interests, with SC Lowy Financial (HK)
ith Clause 10.3(b) of the Debt Finance Side Deed.

Chairman

d_”§fff>port / Reject the recommendation.

If feject; please state reasons.

A e
/" Councillor Margaret de Wit
/" CHAIRMAN INFRASTRUCTURE
COMMITTEE

-----
..........................
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12.0 Background

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

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

nce Side Deed
jated with the

Clause 10.3(a) of the CLEM7 Debt Finance Side Deed requires the Securit gé[;‘the prior
consent of Council before assigning or transferring any of its rights ang”obl “tinde ‘ﬁth fDebt
Financing Documents.

g By way of letter dated 13 May 2011, the Security Trustee under the CLEM7 Debt Fi
j requested Council's consent for the substitution of one of the Debt Financiers
CLEM?7 project with SC Lowy Financial (HK) Limited.

¥
Clauses 10.3(a) and (b) further state that Council’s consent mu reasonably~W|fhheld and
that within 15 business days after notification from the Securi u
for substitution of a Debt Financier's obligations if the substitute is
either:
i.  has the required rating (a credit rating of at lea 3
Limited or Baa2 by Moody’s Investors Service, IncC. :;

ii. is guaranteed and indemnified on terms epta e/t% Counb by a financial institution or

4

S = \“\e . o
The Security Trustee advised in its Iettert ry Fingy mal;;(m() Limited do not currently have a
credit rating from any rating agency. : Uncilgs net obliged to consent to the assignment
under Clause 10.3 but cannot unre a : ‘

A credit rating was stipulated t ouncil of funds becoming unavailable due
to the financial difficulty of one ing construction. Now that construction is

complete and CLEM7 is rat i s of this risk are greatly diminished and this
change to Council’s risk profile Jhafl redit rating of SC Lowy Financial (HK) Limited is not as

significant.

SC Lowy Fina
in Hong Kong
should be

by the Security Trustee as an investment fund registered
visor Clayton Utz have confirmed the view that the request

As_ It _@‘% h ‘ nsferred is below A$30,000,000, the request also seeks a waiver of the

lonal Bank Limited and its rights, obligations and interests, with SC Lowy Financial (HK)
accordance with Clause 10.3(b) of the Debt Finance Side Deed.

* Barry Broe, Divisional Manager Brishane Infrastructure
* Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating Officer

¢ David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel

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

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
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15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Implications of proposal

The proposed recommendation will endorse the substitution of the current Debt Financier, Merrill
Lynch International Bank Limited, with the proposed substitute of SC Lowy Financial (HK) Limited.

commercial in confidence
No.
Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This action is consistent with the Accessible City (Service 3.3.2.1 TransApex) theme of the te
Plan.

Customer impact

Nil.

Environmental impact
Nil.

Policy impact

Nil.

Financial impact

Nil.

Human resource impact

Nil.

Urgency _ Y i
In the normal course of bu% i
Publicity/marketing ¢ |

Nil.

&
Y 4
v

dation and formally approve the substitution of the current Debt
| fonal Bank Limited, with the proposed substitute of SC Lowy Financial




SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/229.

Related subject matter files

2.0 Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council consent to Debt Financier Arrangemen
Deustche Bank with Cowell & Lee Asia Credit Opportunities Fund.

3.0 Issue/purpose
To provide consent to substitution of a Debt Financier associated with
4.0 Proponent
Barry Broe, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure.
5.0 Submission prepared by
Gregg Buyers, Manager Major Projects, City Projects
6.0 Date
30 May 2011.
7.0 For E&C approval or recomme '
For E&C approval.
' ApRE o W |
Wﬂ, is.a olutio ?lred under an A ’t9‘ ’Ifo&al Law?
o ‘3.} > ,/ /
3 / v 2 !

8.0 If for recommendatio

/

/

Not applicable.

9.0 Recommen

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

10.0

. ishi rdination Committee consent to the substitution of Deustche Bank, and its
‘dbllgatlo itterests, with Cowell & Lee Asia Credit Opportunities Fund, in accordance with
'@ sea10 he ebt Finance Side Deed

DiVisionaNa r Chairman

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

Barry Broe L g/ |
{ Councnlor Margaret de Wit
DIVISIONAL MA a
NAGER ' CHAIRMAN ;
BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
I Recommend-A 2cordingly

/

A A e S R W e
Setr e ittt iescaerasennt YT IR R RN ERER RN

¥ CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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Background

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

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

By way of letter dated 13 May 2011, the Security Trustee under the CLEM7 Debt Finance Si
requested Council’s consent for the substitution of one of the Debt Financiers associate
CLEM?7 project with Cowell & Lee Asia Credit Opportunities Fund.

Deed
ith the

Clause 10.3(a) of the CLEM7 Debt Finance Side Deed requires the Security Trustee Hta
consent of Council before assigning or transferring any of its rights and obligatighs 8
Financing Documents.

Clauses 10.3(a) and (b) further state that Council’'s consent must not b
that within 15 business days after notification from the Security Truste

either:

i i has the required rating (a credit rating of at least BBB
Limited or Baa2 by Moody’s Investors Service, Inc.) ; or €

i. is guaranteed and indemnified on terms acceptabilg to ( cil by a financial institution or
’ investment fund which has the Required Rating. W N

“Credit Opportunities Fund do not
upcil is not obliged to consent to

The Security Trustee advised in its letter that Co

currently have a credit rating from any rating agen

the assignment under Clause 10.3 but canno QK »
A credit rating was stipulated to primaril reduc e risk’ to f funds becoming unavailable due
to the financial difficulty of one of the g ruction. Now that construction is
complete and CLEM?7 is operatio ecnseguence is risk are greatly diminished and this

change to Council’s risk profile rating, of Cowell & Lee Asia Credit Opportunities

Fund is not as significant. \

Cowell & Lee Asia Credit tles nbed by the Security Trustee as an investment

nds team and its advisor Clayton Utz have confirmed
y Council as there are no particular reasons for

ferre below A$30,000,000, the request also seeks a waiver of the
roposed incoming financier. Clause 34.1(b)(ii)(B) of the CLEM7
Loan Note , ent allows for debt to be transferred provided no Financier has an
integStless th n A$30 Again, the CLEM7 team and its advisor Clayton Utz have confirmed
the |ew at the qu should be agreed by Council as there are no particular reasons for
W cons

minimum

stabl] nt Coordination Committee consent is sought to permit the substitution of
DEUStphe Ban d its rights, obligations and interests, with Cowell & Lee Asia Credit Opportunities
1 @rdance with Clause 10.3(b) of the Debt Finance Side Deed.

Barfy Broe, Divisional Manager Brisbane Infrastructure

* Greg Evans, Acting Chief Operating Officer

*  David Askern Chief Legal Counsel

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

All are in agreement with the recommendation.




14.0  Implications of proposal

The proposed recommendation will endorse the substitution of the current Debt FlnanCIer Deustche
Bank, with the proposed substitute of Cowell & Lee Asia Credit Opportunities Fund.

15.0 Commercial in confidence

No.

16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This action is consistent with the Accessible City (Service 3.3.2.1 TransApex) theme,
Plan.

. Tan

17.0 Customer impact
Nil.

18.0  Environmental impact
Nil.

19.0 Policy impact
Nil.

20.0 Financial impact

Nil. 1
Human resource impact & ;

} Nil. ' v N
f 22.0 Urgency \O 4

N
-
o

In the normal course
23.0  Publicity/ma
Nil.
240 Opti

Optign 12 Acceptt

endation and formally approve the substitution of the current Debt
Finaficier; De;j tch

ank, with the proposed substitute of Cowell & Lee Asia Credit Opportunities

e T R v

Opth’ ‘ ota ept the recommendation.

%\.
’ 1is the preferred option.
the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
ommendation should be recorded here,
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1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/225

Related subject matter files
158/210/179/12-02

20  Title

Issue/purpose

? SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

? Consent to Native Title Determination — Quandamooka Lands Council Aboriginal Cor;@@

to the Native Title Claim of the Quandamooka Lands Council Aboriginal C

4.0 Proponent
5.0 Submission prepared by
6.0 Date

‘ 7.0

8.0 If for recommendation to Cou

30 May 2011
For E&C approval or recommendatlo

E&C Approval

, NA

§ 9.0 Recommendec@ eleas
k Immediate as

] 10.0 Recommenda

Andrew Chegt
erman
DIVISI ONAL MANAGER

P
LANNING & SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION

|
Recom, Ceordingly

90

Margaret Barrett, Program Outcome Manager Subtropieal

nc:l

IS a Cou res

t@C ap@ draft Federal Court of Australia Minute of Consent Order as outlined in
| @ B”’

' To consider Council’s position on the draft Federal Court of Australia Minute o?%rder relating

Andrew Chesterman, Divisional Manager City Planning & Sustai

lod|ver3|ty

B B e

= x‘ Rty

ion requnred under an A or Local Law?

71

- }/

Chairman

@ Reject the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

2 TN

Peter Matic
CHAIRMAN ENVIRONMENT PARKS &
SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE




12.0

Background

In December 1994, the Quandamooka Lands Council Aboriginal Corporation (QLC) filed an application
with the Federal Court of Australia for a determination of native title over an area of land - and water as
outlined in the Quandamooka application, (attachment B). A copy of the claim area map is shown in
attachment C.

In September 1995, the Federal Court accepted the Quandamooka application and referred the matter
to the National Native Title Tribunal (NNTT) to assist the parties through a structured mediation

process.

In December 1995, Brisbane City Council (Council) applied to become a party (responr@ent)’ to the

Application on the basis that part of the claim area included lands that formed part of th ority
area for the City of Brisbane namely, to the low water mark on Moreton Island. certain
interests over the beaches affected by the claim. These interests include inter alig;-

= access by Barge Transport and private craft to the foreshore areas;

= use of the foreshore areas by the residents and visitors to the Island;

= maintenance of State Emergency Services functions on the Island; a

= control and management of foreshore areas in accordance withfa ironmental Management

Plan.
In addition, Council also carries out various works on Moreton @at includes:-

Road maintenance;

Building and Town Planning Compliance; "
Waste Management; and

The mobile Library Service.

In December 1998, Council and QLC cu\an Acc t was intended as a gesture of
recognition and goodwill between the parlies'@gd a basis fof a ti¥e agreements.

Since 1998, Council has participated ous meo% nducted by the NNTT and attended
t

Federal Court proceedings. However, Oguncil's pafticioa#ion has been in the context of ensuring that

Council's interests are protedied oversgei proceedings rather than opposing the
Quandamooka application. e, the clai
f

rg@ essentially covers Stradbroke Island (which
falls under the jurisdictiqp of Regland R al C
Moreton Island (part w '

cil) and the foreshores at the southern end of
Under auspices

Federal Cou

T, a tio ogram was agreed by the parties and endorsed by the
estlt, the p e claim have been working towards finalising the terms for
inafion and now these negotiations are drawing to an end. It is expected that the
' nt determination on 4 July 2011.

h, Depuity. Presj
ta{reporthto the: Feder:
Er t

so of NNTT, has recently written to Council advising that he is required
y 31 May 2011 with regard to the status of negotiations and to inform
rticular parties will be consenting to the determination. A copy of the letter
der is outlined in attachment B. Further, the Deputy President has requested
no later than 30 May 2011 whether Council will consent to the determination.

The draft Order®sets out the basis for a consent determination by the Court. Essentially, the order

outl

A

€re native title exists within the claim area;
* Where native title does not exist within the claim area;

the areas within the claim area which the Quandamooka People have the right to possess, occupy,
use and enjoy to the exclusion of all others: and

trheh?reas within the claim area where the Quandamooka People have various non-exclusive
Ignts.
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In considering the draft order, it is important to note that the majority of the order items do not apply to
Council. Council’s interest falls within the non-exclusive area identified in Schedule 6 being the land
and waters below the high water mark on Moreton Island. Further, Council’s interest is covered by the
non-exclusive rights indentified in Item 4(c) and Item 9 and are recorded in Schedule 7 at Item 14.

It is therefore recommended that E&C approves the draft Federal Court of Australia Minute of Consent
Order as outlined in Attachment “B”.

List of Attachments:

Attachment A - Summary

v Attachment B — Letter from NNTT and consent order
k Attachment C — Map of Quandamooka claim area

13.0 Consultation

Councillor Peter Matic Chairman Environment Parks & Sustainagbili
Councillor Geraldine Knapp Chairman Families and Community
Craig Silva Solicitor, Brisbane City Legal Practi€e (18

Kelly McKellar-Nathan Senior Program Officer Indigengus i
Craig Stevens Manager Marketing & Comm%

pir
i ' All are in agreement with the recommendation.

O,

ittee (23/05/2011)
Cofmittee (20/05/2011)
011)

ons (19/05/2011)

14.0 Implications of proposal

Council’'s involvement in this matter is minimal @ e glaim area only covers Council’s local
government area between the high wat d the lo ergmark on the southern end of
Moreton Island. The claim does not co e Island's la S Consenting to the determination

will not impact on Council’s role as,the local governme rity for Moreton Island nor will the
* consent impact on Council's rights a ests in t ea. her, consenting to the determination

will maintain the goodwill betwe oulCil and the,Qu oka people.

Other respondents, inclu t _got Iirﬁite ” the” Commonwealth of Australia, the State of

Queensland, Redlands City ncil, Stradbroke es Limited and Stradbroke Rutile Pty Ltd have
indicated their suppoﬁv onsenfgdetermination order. If Council decides not to provide its
1.

consent then the e reqdiredsto defend its position at the Federal Court hearing that has
been set down f@r

15.0 CommerciafNin confidence

‘._ NA %
: 16.0 @Corporatel’ i t

ft Fedgfal ugf Australia Minute of Consent contributes to achieving the 2026 Vision and is

«digned withColficirgMdigenous Aspirations Strategy.
Custgmerl ct

? Cg to the determination will not impact on Council’s role as the local government authority for
: QDAsland nor will the consent impact on Council's rights and interests in the area. Further,

o tlenting to the determination will maintain the goodwill between the Council and the Quandamooka
e.

18.0

Environmental impact

Nil
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19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Policy impact

The Indigenous Aspirations Strategy builds on Council's commitment to creating a world class city that
values its history and looks to its future with equal passion. Council recognises and respects the
specific role Traditional Owners play in the city and their unique relationships with the land and water.

The draft Federal Court of Australia Minute of Consent corresponds with the Indigenous Aspirations
Strategy and more importantly, meets Council’s legal and social obligations with regards to native title.

Financial impact

&
Human resource impact ‘
Urgency %

Urgent.The Deputy President has requested that Council inf later than 30 May 2011
whether the Council will consent to the determination. %

Publicity/marketing strategy

At the direction of the Chairman Environment Parks ainability

Options
Option 1:  That E&C approves the draf@urt of ali ute of Consent Order

Option 2:  That E&C not approve the draft | ral Court stfalia Minute of Consent Order and
provide direction

Option 3:  That E&C reserves cilk¢ consent

Option 1 is the preferred optio :

NB: If the officer’s recoamendation is n llowged, then the reasons for departure from that
recommendation s retorded dfer

N
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

Colin Jensen oociblos B )
ief Executive Officer | e /

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

88156

Title

Appointment of Divisional Manager, Organisational Services @
Issue/purpose o

To propose the direct appointment of Greg Evans, Chief Financial Officer, currentiyffelie s Chief

Operating Officer, as Divisional Manager, Organisational Services

Proponent %
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer ‘ ,

Submission prepared by ' %
‘Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief ExecutiveYgxt 34151)

Date A
24 May 2011 \O @
For E&C approval or recommendation tn&il %
For E&C Approval Y
If for recommendation to Counc@ uncil ggSolution required under an Act or Local Law?
N\
N

No

Recommended for

Not for release

That
Divigional
remuneration in acgdrdan

<




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

(: Cus impact
1Gnvironmental impact
N IA
19.

N

20.0

Background

On 19 May 2009, Establishment and Coordination Committee approved the appointment of Gred
Evans as Chief Financial Officer following a full merit based assessment process. Of the fing| thr%' j
candidates for this role, Greg Evans was a highly recommended candidate in a field of three Ve‘;
competent final candidates. il

Since his appointment, Greg Evans has performed creditably in the role of Chief Financial Offig
having now assisted the Administration in the preparation of two budgets and having manageq the
financial affairs of Brisbane City Council during a time of very high complexity following the 2014
Brisbane River Flooding event, the Global Financial Crisis and the impact of Council's Credit Rating
Review.

Since 9 February 2011, Greg has also acted in the role of Acting Chief ingy Officer taking
responsibility for all aspects of Corporate Services, and more recently Organi Services, an
key aspects of Council’s Transformational agenda, including the S ices Project, t
realignment of the BaSE Project and funding strategies to recover f fr Federal Governmey

under the Natural Disaster, Response and Recovery Arrangements.

Consideration has been given to the other internal candidatgs ht possibly be interesteq j,
lodging an expression of interest in the role of Divig anager, Organisational Service
Discussions have occurred with all concerned who have ei indicated that Greg Evans is ;
igational Services roles and they woy
compete for the appointment againg

support his appointment to the position, or that th
him.

It is recommended that Establishment and

Greg Evans as Divisional Manager, Org
total remuneration in accordance with ]

Consultation \ @
e Peter Rule, Executive !\ﬁnager, ffice of the%xecutive Officer
Implications of pro;@ ;

Direct appointment reg Evangto this will allow Council to rapidly consolidate key managemei
appointments MCouncil’s ne gagisatienal structure.

Com @onfide
No c -
. cll]

N/A

rvices, on an Executive Services Contract, with
ob value for the role.

Sessed |

Policy impact
/A
Financial impact

N/A




21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Human resource impact

N/A

Urgency.

An early decision wiil assist the speed of Council structural realignment.

Publicity/marketing strategy

At discretion of Lord Mayor : @
Options _

Option 1:  To approve the recommendation @

Option 2: To not approve the recommendation %

Option 1 is the preferred option.
NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the%s for departure from that

Vrecommendation should be recorded here.




SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

File number

99-49554(A1)

90 Title

Appointment of Chief Financial Officer and Renewal of Executive Service Contract’

approve the renewal of his Contract of Employment for (3) three years..

4.0 Proponent
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer O

5.0 Submission prepared by

3.0 Issue/purpose @
: To propose the direct appointment of Paul Oberle, Commercial Manager, Brisbane Ci#§f WOSs,
currently Acting Chief Financial Officer, as Chief Financial Officer, Organisational Ségyi to

Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Executi (ext 34151)

6.0 Date

25 May 2011 & %
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to%l
For E&C approval %

. 8.0 If for recommendation to Counc\l ouncilgresolu re UI red under an %c% cal Law?
5@ R

Lora Wiayor

100 Recommgpdati @C /%% 7777
That E blishinent an %atlon Committee approve: W %
the rect appointment aul Oberle as Chief Finance Officer, Organisational Services, on an
SJes

No @
9.0 Recommended for pu Q~

Not for relea

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

utive tract, with total remuneration in accordance with the assessed job value of
the role; and

the euQn of his Contract of Employment for a further (3) three years.

11.0
Chi

ief Exec tivg Officer
3 T

Co!in Jensen
Chief Executive Officer




12.0 Background

Paul Oberle was first employed by Brisbane City Council as Chief Financial Officer, Brisbane Wate, o
12 October 1998. His role was subsequently redesignated Manager, Corporate Services, BriSbane
Water in 2003. He undertook an overseas placement with Brisbane City Enterprises as a Financ]a]
Management Specialist, for the Nairobi, Kenya Water Board from 14 November 2005 followed by 5
short career break.

On return to Council in 2008 Paul was allocated to work as Manager, Corporate Regional Watg
Reform Project with the South East Queensland Council of Mayors. On completion of the project Pay
returned to Council and was placed in the role of Commercial Manager, Brisbane City Works. From y
February 2011 Paul was placed as Acting Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Serviceg Division ang he
remains acting in this role.

Paul has performed to a high level of achievement across all roles in which h S n placed. |,
particular he has recently demonstrated a capacity to contribute strongly ifinthe of Acting Chig
Financial Office in the development of Council’'s 2011/2012 FY Budget.

There are no other likely internal contenders for the role of Ch ap@ial Officer. Given tpg
significant financial issues facing Council in implementing the &up rvices Branch, on 1 July
2011, the financial impacts on Council following the rece it Rating Review and the 2011
Brisbane River Flooding event, there is a need for continuity fof pergomnel and effort in this key financ

role.
It is proposed that Paul Oberle be direct appointed to tr@f Chief Financial Officer, Organisationg
Services.

Further, Paul Oberle’s Contract of Employ ue 1o expire on 11 October 2011. Hence, it is also
proposed to extend his Contract of Emplo

@ further (3) three years.
.. ination@e approve:
Ly Yor

It is recommended that Establishmegfa
(a) the direct appointment of Paul Oberle as Chi ce Officer, Organisational Services, on an
accordance with the assessed job value o

Executive Services Contra total re ati
the role; and
(b) the extension his Co@ mploym€ntgfor further (3) three years.
13.0 Consultation \
ng Ch%}{ Officer

@ xecuti Office of the Chief executive

All agreement with theffecommendation.
14.0 Iétions of p

@ect appoint @ Paul Oberle to this role will allow Council to consolidate key appointments i

uncil’s glew agement structure.
@ Comnjer igrconfidence

No

16.0 @onlCorporate Plan impact
N/A

17.0 Customer impact

N/A
18.0 Environmental impact-

N/A

98



b e s e

TN e

R

19.0

20,0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Policy impact

N/A

Financial impact

N/A

Human resource impact

N/A

Urgency

N/A

Publicity/marketing strategy

At discretion of 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 foll
recommendation should be recorded here.

Qhe reagong’for departure from that
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