E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 6 AUGUST 2012

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
06/08-01 109/105/219/16 OLMCEO Amendment to the Annual Procurement Policy

Contracting Plan Approved Not applicable
R ' .
A4
06/08-02 ~ Withdrawn E
06/08-03 137/800/1121/558 CPAS De-regulation of Environmentally Releva tivities
B 131/630/177/1 Approved Immediate Release
06/08-04 137/800/1121/568 Organisational
Services Approved Not for Release
M
06/08-05
06/08-06 137/800/1121/542 Brisbane
‘ Infrastructure Approved Immediate Release
M

M - Indicates an E&C Committee decisio
R - Indicates an E&C Committee rec

for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisb@qua

included in this document.

o

C)Q

ion to f] . Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available
e&George Street, Brisbane.
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Text Box
M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane. 
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06 AUG202-03
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/558

Relevant subject matter files
131/630/177/1

Title

De-regulation of Environmentally Relevant Activities

Issue/purpose
To approve a written response from Council to the Department of Environme#it aig rotection
regarding the Queensland Government proposal to de-regulate envirQp = : At activities

under the Environmental Protection Regulation 2008.
Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge, Acting Divisional Manager, City Planning g
Submission prepared by

Frank Henry, Program Delivery Manager — EMS™&
Sustainability Branch, ext. 36186.

Date

6 August 2012

For E&C approval.

If for recommendatios

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

Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Matthew Bourke
ACTING DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION SUSTAINBILITY COMMITTEE

i




12.0

Background

Council has been notified that the Queensland Government has started a review of the Environmental
Protection Regulation 2008 (the Regulation) with the view to de-regulating the devolved
Environmentally Relevant Activities (ERAs) listed in the Regulation. This is an initiative of the
Government’s Greentape Reduction Project. The Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
(DEHP) is leading the review and local government comments on the review have been sought.

A new regulation is proposed to be completed by November 2012, with commencement in March
2013.

ERAs are industrial activities that require a licence under the Environmental ProtectiondAct 1994 (EP
Act) due to their potential to cause water, air, noise or land pollution.
ofigible for

De-regulated ERAs will no longer require a licence and will no longer pay a lices
be required to comply with the general provisions of the EP Act and Council wi
regulating environmental impacts, complaints and compliance.

offset operational costs of implementing Council’s legd

- as responding to complaints and pollution incide 4
e Increased uncertainty for businesses and

the removal of licence conditions.

Removal of level playing field for busingSs provitk y licence conditions.
Potential increase in surface and gre i o)
Potential increase in noise, air, dySt aag 088t
Reduced legal tools for Counciftoxgddress im
Impedes Council’s ability to.deliver ¥ gods GommigSion of Inquiry recommendations 7.10 and

7.13, due to removal of ‘i@: effectively condition industries that
in one areas.
is lowering environmental standards.

manufacture or store haZardat;
osts and Greentape for business, if DEHP:

devolved ERAs, )
legislative tools to respond to pollution impacts from de-

overnment to support periodic proactive auditing of de-regulated
ental standards are being maintained and to prevent environmental

4 PS4 torage, wooden product manufacturing, concrete batching, boat repair, spray
ing and plagti€” manufacturing businesses). Council’s annual licence fee revenue from these
A$2 3M

C also operates 26 of its own ERAs, which are regulated by DEHP. The Council operated ERAs
nnual licence fee to DEHP. The total cost to Council in annual licence fees is approximately
81

The net cost to Council of the de-regulation of ERAs will be approximately $2.52M per annum.

The EP Act makes Council responsible for protecting the environment in regard to water, air, noise
and land pollution, except relating to activities licenced by the Queensland Government and certain
serious offences. The operational cost to Council for undertaking these legal responsibilities under the
EP Act is approximately $3.4M per annum. The ERA licence fee revenue ($2.53M) partly offsets this
operational cost.
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14.0

15.0

18.0

S

Council’s operational costs for administering the EP Act will remain similar to the current cost if ERAs
are de-regulated. This is because Council will still be responsible under the EP Act for responding to
complaints and pollution incidents from these activities and will still be responsible under the EP Act
for ongoing compliance action.

It is recommended that the Establishment and Coordination Committee approve Council’s response to
the Department of Environment and Heritage Protection regarding the proposed de-regulation of
devolved environmentally relevant activities under the Environmental Protection Regulation 2008, as

outlined in “Attachment B”.

Attachments

Attachment A:  Summary. :
Attachment B: Council's letter and submission to the Director-General of thé
Environment and Heritage Protection regarding the proposed de-regulation of ERAs.

Consultation
The following have been consulted in the preparation of this submissjoni

e Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer, 11 July 2012.

e John Jordan, Manager, Natural Environment & g i July 2012.

e Sean Hodgson, Acting Manager, Compliance @ Regtiatogf Services Branch, 11 July
2012. '

e Greg Berry, Principal Pollution Officer, Develops

ill be approximately $2.52M per annum. This
duce Council’s ability to offset operational costs

ce environmental performance and reduce protection for
missions. It may also create a negative public perception

te Plan impact

Customer impact

Nil.

Environmental impact

Council advocacy to DEHP through this submission will help enable Council to efficiently and cost

effectively deliver its devolved and delegated responsibilities under the Environmental Protection Act
1994, in order to protect the environment and Brisbane residents from the impacts of pollution.
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20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Policy impact

Nil.

Financial impact

The net cost to Council of the de-regulation of ERAs will be approximately $2.52M per annum.
Hﬁman resource impact

N/A.

Urgency

DEHP has requested local government submissions on the proposed de-regulati@a, oFEF .: 20 July
2012 or as soon as practicable after that date. 3

Publicity/marketing strategy
Not applicable.
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 he geasons for departure from that

recommendation should be recordedfi




E&C
06 AUG 202 - 04

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/568

Related subject matter files
Nil.

2.0 Title

Consultancies approved through the Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee ober
2011 — March 2012. /
3.0 Issue/purpose

' pproved through the
arch 2012.

To inform the Establishment and Coordination Committee details of Submi
Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee for the months Octo

4.0 Proponent
Michael Byrne, Chief Procurement Officer, Organisational S |V|S|on

5.0 Submission prepared by

Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Manag tional Serwces Division.

6.0 Date
6 August 2012. & %
7.0 For E&C approval or reco Counmv
For E&C approval. G

Aeﬁi@d%ﬂ ggg‘t @Local Law?

8.0 If for recommendation to Co ncil, i W esoluti
No. <(/

9.0 Recomme public rel

10.0

%\ael Byrne

Chief Procurement Officer

ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES i %‘Mggy
< PRALE
. i !

BYRAEE AR Trseanas o LT L T T S
® new .
.

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

Background

The OCSC meets on a weekly basis and consists of the Councillor Julian Simmonds, Chairman,
Finance, Economic Development & Administration Committee, and Councillor Angela Owen-Taylor.
The CEO is the Executive Officer to the Committee and Strategic Procurement Office (SPO) provide
secretariat services.

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

This Committee was set up by a Charter (Charter and Processes of the Oversight of
Special Committee) and this Charter requires the Committee to report to E&C. |

Committee at the meeting 28 April 2009 that these reports would be presentedgto a SIX "4
monthly basis. . , y

E&C is requested to approve the report as set out in Attachmenlt "B".
Consultation ( : '

e Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee
e Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

Contracts have been or will be entered into ittant as roved by the Oversight of
Consultancies Special Committee. & :

Commercial in confidence &

Not Applicable.. v v%
Vision/Corporate Plan i @ %
Entering into Consult %ments iW d consultants will contribute to the efficient
management of th Mumes.
e I .

The subgni ver the arryizout of consultancy work to meet Council approved programs.
EnvirQltal impac@

@licable. v
1@ icy imp,

Not app ;

0 &l impact

ding for the approved consultancies has been provided in Divisional budgets.




21.0

22,0

23.0

24.0

Human resource impact

Not applicable.

Urgency

Normal course of business.
Publicity/marketing strategy

Not applicable.

Options

Option 1: Approve the recommendation

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




E&C
06 Aug 202 - 06

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/542
Relevant subject matter files

N/A

- 2.0 Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council Consent to Debt Financier Arrangements —
Goldman Sachs (Asia) Finance with Cerebro International Limited.

3.0 Issue/purpose

To provide consent to the substitution of a Debt Financier associated

4.0 Proponent

5.0 Submission prepared by
Wayne Ralph, Principal Project Coordinator, Ci

6.0 Date
| 06 August 2012.

7.0 For E&C approval or recommen

For Establishment and Coor mmltte

8.0 If for recommendation t \ i
Not applicable @
I|c reh@~

| |sa ounc

9.0 Recommende

10.0 Recomr

Gregg Buyers, Acting Executive Manager, City Projects Ofﬁ%q)_

Srice. Ext 80562.

O ouncn %

~ APPROVED

g Establishm@&pf'ad Coordination Committeé consent to the substitution of Goldman Sachs
Finangé ang their rights, obligations and interests, with Cerebro International Limited in
cordancl Clafise 10.3(b) of the Debt Finance Side Deed. _

xecutlv % ger

Gregg Buyer
ACTING EXECUTIVE MANAGER
CITY PROJECTS OFFICE ‘

| Recoming @Qfdingay

~

BLLOAT RSk

8 Smge gy gy g

QH’* : EXECWT s
9

b bAERhEOREAEAAGESRISARDNBIRAMIRIENRIRNY

i OFFICER

Chairman

| Sup ort / Rejeetthe recommendation.
state reasons

ouncillor Adrian Schrinner
DEPUTY MAYOR
CHAIRMAN
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
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13.0

15.0

Background

On 23 May 2006, Brishane 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 21 June 2012, the Security Trustee under the CLEM7 Debt Finance Side Deed
requested Council’s consent for the substitution of a Debt Financier associated with the CLEM7 project
with Cerebro International Limited. ‘

Clause 10.3(a) of the CLEM7 Debt Finance Side Deed requires the Security Truste
consent of Council before assigning or transferring any of its rights and obligation
Financing Documents. ¢ :

e prior
the.-Debt

Clauses 10.3(a) and (b) further state that Council’s consent must not b, S <‘ably.WifhheId and
that within 15 business days after notification from the Security Trustee, C ilMmust.give its consent
for substitution of a Debt Financier’s obligations if the substitute is O financial institution and
either: , ¢ ,

i.  has the required rating (a credit rating of at least BBB b@a’rd and Poor’s (Australia) Pty

Limited or Baa2 by Moody’s Investors Service, Inc.); :
ii. s guaranteed and indemnified on terms acceptablegg ouncil -by a financial institution or

investment fund which has the Required Ratin

iternational Limited do not currently have a
il is'not obliged to consent to the assignment
t Consen

The Security Trustee advised in its letter that Ce
credit rating from any rating agency. Thereforg@@
under Clause 10.3 but cannot unreasonably re @

A credit rating was stipulated to primari eN e riskt cil gf funds becoming unavailable due
to the financial difficulty of one of thé Délt Financiersfduri struction. Now that construction is

complete and CLEMY is operatio the c®nsequence®™of this risk are greatly diminished and this

change to Council’s risk profile me the cre
significant. C :

The CLEM7 project teamx iew that thefreqy€st should be agreed by Council as there are no
ho

particular reasons for% g COHSN .
Establishment a C tion Comm onsent is sought to permit the substitution of Goldman

Sachs (Asia)

Cerebro International Limited is not as

accordanceg,with @latiSe 10.3(' bt Finance Side Deed.
Consn i

Scott _'éWart-, \cting Bivisional Mahager, Brisbane Infrastructure (25 June 2012)
° Gfeg Evans, Di anager, Organisational Services (25 June 2012)

f Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (25 June 2012)

proposed recommendation will endorse the substitution of the current Debt Financier, Goldman
Sachs (Asia) Finance, with the proposed substitute of Cerebro International Limited.

Il@ions of proposal
Nﬂ

Commercial in confidence

No.

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This action is consistent with the Accessible, Connected City. theme of the Corporate Plan.

10




17.0 Customer impact
Nil.
18.0 EnQironmental impact
Nil.
19.0 = Policy impact
Nil.
20.0 Financial impact
Nil.
21.0 Human resource impact

Nil.

22.0 Urgency Q :
In the normal course of business. RS

23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil.

24.0 Options , \O :

Optlon 1: Approve the recommendatio

Option 2: Not approve the recommv : >

Option 1 is the preferred o 4
NB: If the officer’s reco n is not wedl, then the reasons for departure from that

recommendation sh uld ecorded

Q2 Q~
004
'\




E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 13 AUGUST 2012

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
13/08-01 137/800/1121/554 Brisbane 2013-2014 Federal Road Safety Black Spot Progra
Infrastructure Immediate Release
M
13/08-02 137/800/1121/560 Brisbane New Farm Riverwalk Replacement — Degisi
Infrastructure with Option B and Preliminary Design App Immediate Release
M B
13/08-03 137/800/1121/501 Brisbane Resumption of the property si
M 112/20/711/154 Infrastructure Bridgeman Downs for the Approved Immediate Release
13/08-04 152/160/1007/72, CPAS Inclusion of 3
- 152/160/1007/50 Demolition Contfol P Approved Not Applicable
13/08-05 137/800/1121/512 Organisational | Monthlf'Rep re Deleg
Services May, 204 2 N Approved Immediate Release
M b N
13/08-06 137/800/1121/573 Organisation Wdent ribunal — New Member
Services ) Approved Immediate Release
M ~,,_\\ 4
13/08-07 137/800/1121/540 Or jsation — Surplus Property Disposal 182
] he Road, Windsor Approved 30 January 2013
13/08-08 137/800/1121/578 QMC'EO ity of Brisbane Investment Corporation (CBIC) Pty Ltd
AN 066 022 455 Remuneration Approved Not for Release
M ! , '
13/08-09 137/80 74 Organisational | ICT Committee
rvices Approved Immediate Release
M s

12 1




E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 13 AUGUST 2012

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE L FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
13/08-10 137/800/1121/571 OLMCEO Submission for ‘the 2012 Strategic Review V4 R

Queensland Ombudsman _,/\*\pgtfbv%d Immediate Release
M N
13/08-11 137/800/1121/572 OLMCEO Appointment of Divisional Manager, @ s
Sustainability Approved Not for Release
M

Present. Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, K Adams, M Bourke, A Coop

M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is incluc

R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. De
inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George et,

132
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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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cau
135 %2-01 .=

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

- 137/800/1121/554

Relevant subject matter files
N/A
Title

2013 — 2014 Federal Road Safety Black Spot Program. ;@

Issue/purpose

To consider projects to be submitted for funding consideration under the %deral Road Safety
Black Spot Program.

Proponent - < ’
Gregg Buyers, Acting Executive Manager City Projects Off|

Submission prepared by

Naveen Gunasekara, Project Manager, Clty Proj 37722.
Date

13 August 2012.

For E&C approval or recommend Counm %

E&C Approval. Q A p 5’} i W M, = @

If for recommendatlon to isa ou&wlutlon req ire li - el aF / al Law?
No. ‘
Recommende %ic rel g " Lord » ” :
Immedi fﬁ/ 7g /)’”’/’ M /O
Recoﬂdatlon % M M ) é/

hat the Establi
ment
r Attach

nd Coordination Committee approve projects for nomination to the Federal
consxderatlon under the 2013-14 Federal Road Safety Black Spot Program as

Chairman

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

Ah—

Gregg Buyers Councillor Adrian Schrinner
ACTING EXECUTIVE MANAGER DEPUTY MAYOR
CITY PROJECTS OFFICE CHAIRMAN

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

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

CHIEF EXECUTIVBLOFFICER
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12.0

13.0

@

15.0

Background

The Queensland Government Department of Transport- and Main Roads (DTMR) has invited
submissions from Local Governments for projects in the 2013-14 Federal Road Safety Black Spot
Program. Submissions will be assessed by Queensland’s Black Spot Consultative Panel and are then

. recommended to the Federal Government for consideration.

The aim of the Black Spot Program is to improve road safety through the provision of funding for
implementation of traffic engineering measures such as the installation of traffic signals, improving
intersection geometry, or improving mid-block sections of road at locations with high crash rates.

To be eligible for funding under this Program, a project must comply with Department of rastfucture,

Transport, Regional Development and Local Government criteria. For example, proje elected
by a quantitative assessment of potential savings to the community as a result of re nyumbers of
traffic accidents at an intersection or on a length of road. Only projects t potential

benefit/cost ratio (BCR) of greater than two are considered for funding.

its Federal Road
er. DTMR has been
ate® are the highest priority
es and the occurrence of

The projects listed in Attachment “B” are proposed to be nominated b

Safety Black Spot funding submission for 2013-14. Projects are listed in pr
provided with a draft list of projects for initial assessment. Projects nohgi
Black Spot projects (taking into account accident numbers, intergection
any fatal accidents) that achieve the required BCR. These projects:

C

e have been identified through detailed crash analysis %es in Brisbane with a higher than
average crash record;

e have a demonstrated high BCR assessment; an

e comply with the criteria set out in the Road Saf
by the Department of Infrastructure, Trans

' Spot Funding Guidelines, as established
al Development and Local Government.

Refer to Attachment “C” for the project

co .
Council is yet to receive confirmatior&the Feder@r ent of the level of funding to be

allocated for 2013-14.

It is therefore recommended that the Establis nt aRd Coordination Committee approve projects for
nomination to the Feder ernment for ifg coOnsideration under the 2013-14 Federal Road

“

o ra irector, City Projects Office 16 July 2012
o ger, Brisbane Infrastructure 16 July 2012
o te Communications 17 July 2012
o ounsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice 16 July 2012

ection shares the boundary between Brisbane City and Logan City Councils. The

oject ed an City Council approval on 11 July 2012.

r &recommendation.
Q i s been consulted to provide input on Millers Road and Underwood Road
1 :

tions of proposal
c ject to be submitted has a high priority in terms of improving road safety and would be
nomginated as a priority project for funding consideration as part of Council's future budget. This
submission provides an opportunity for Council to access Federal Government funding for these
projects to supplement Council’s investment in road safety.
Commercial in confidence

No.

15




17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This initiative aligns with the 2026 Vision and the Transpdrt and Traffic Program, and will ensure a
modern transport system that meets community needs and sustains Brishane as a liveable city.

Customer impact

The allocation of Black Spot funding to assist Council in implementing traffic safety enhancements at
the locations identified in Attachment “B” would improve safety for road users and assist in alleviating
community concerns about safety at these locations.

Environmental impact

The projects identified are not expected to have an adverse impact on the environm

Policy impact

In accordance with Council policy, an annual submission is prepared
funding under the Road Safety Black Spot Funding Program.

i raﬁon for Federal
Financial impact

The making of this submission represents an opportunity for n ceivé revenue from the Road
Safety Black Spot Funding Program for safety improvement praj ;

Human resource impact

N/A.

Urgency

Submission deadline to Départment of&)rt nd M v 27" July 2012. However; DTMR
has accepted Council’s proposal of iding*a draft subniSsioglon this date for review, and submitting
the final documentation once E&C a%is grant

Publicity/marketing strat g)O |

Publicity for the nomy ate;d\ojecfs wibe undertaken in accordance with Council's Corporate

Guidelines on a praje pr@ject basj M outcome of funding deliberations has been advised
by the Federal Ga¥ r’

It is a requigeme at "Fede d Black Spot Project" signs, be installed at approved Black
Spot siteg a4 thel project cost iSigreater than $100,000, that these signs remain in place for a period
of two ‘

ptio

: Qo 1 - e recommendation.
ption mend the recommendation.

OQ- Not to approve the recommendation.
ti is the preferred option.
Projects are listed in order of preference.

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

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/560

Relevant subject matter files

2.0 Title

~ New Farm Riverwalk Replacement — Decision to Proceed with Option B and Preliming
Approval for Option B. :

3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek Establishment & Coordination Committee approval to proceed wi
Riverwalk Replacement and the preliminary design for that Option B.

4.0 Proponent
Gregg Buyers, Acting Executive Manager, City Projects Offig€, exi
5.0 Submission prepared by

Roger Caswell, Principal Project Manager, City P Qjedts _t' =oxt 37684.

tion 3""1 %

6.0 Date

13 August 2012

7.0 For E&C approval or reccommendz

For E&C approval.

8.0  If for recommendation f olution ﬁqﬁ%r%% u;' é@avg@ocm Law?
N/A )

9.0 Recommended 12 A6 _2812
Immediat€Se@E@ses. > Y N sl A T Sl T

10.0 Reco

S \ Gesess A ""'"“t&{,é“&\'j‘gy'a; 0
%ination ‘Committee approve:- 7@( A % M

0
Option B for the delivery method for the New Farm Riverwalk Project; and

progee
the New Farm Riverwalk Preliminary Design for Option B as outlined in Attachment B.

AR
ExecutNanager : Chairman

| Support /*Rejeet the recommendation.
If rejéct, please state reasons.

% X%MO ,. -
Gregg Buyer illor\Adrian Schrinner

ACTING EXECUTIVE MANAGER DEPUTY MAYOR
CITY PROJECTS OFFICE CHAIRMAN INFRASTRUCTURE
COMMITTEE

| Recom




12.0 Background

The floating section of Riverwalk was one of Brisbane City Council's key river connections between
New Farm and the Brisbane City Centre. The walkway was constructed in 2003 and was used by over
3,000 cyclists, pedestrians and runners daily.

The January 2011 floods caused significant damage to the original structure, causing a large section
to be dislodged and float downstream. The upstream section of the original walkway was also
subsequently removed, as the piles had suffered damage from the flood event.

In April 2011, Council undertook a review of the cause of failure of the floating Riverwalk and
developed options for its replacement. In May 2011, a Concepts Options Report gélentified five
concepts for further investigation and consideration for a replacement facility.

The five design concepts were:
e Design Concept A: Floating structure closer to the bank with vessel

o Design Concept B: Fixed structure on the original alignment with a
moorings on the bank;

e Design Concept C: Fixed structure closer to the bank with

adjacent property owners, and undertook a multi-crif&fs®
The criteria used in the assessment are shown jpElowt”

e construction cost;

e maintenance cost; _ . flc
e river experience; Messd. flood. resflience;

e environmental issues; se’of accessibility to moorings; and

e visual amenity/im ely completion of project.

on the bank was the preferred concept to proceed with
ew Farm Riverwalk before a final choice was made.

d a preliminary design for the preferred design concept that

ignment that is similar to the original alignment and is no closer to the

| also recommends a typical deck level of RL 3.4m Australian Height Datum,
rm of Riverwalk and the opening span, provides for rest areas, and specifies
i or the detailed design of the structure. Importantly, the preliminary design
sane level of accessibility and functionality for existing moorings and river bank access
iginal Riverwalk facility.

Th inary design layout and typical arrangements are included as Attachment B.
N,

cil now needs to confirm that Option B will be its delivery method for the New Farm Riverwalk
Replacement Project and to approve the preliminary design for that Option B.

It is therefore recommended that the Establishment & Coordination Committee approve:
(@) proceed with Option B as its delivery method for the New Farm Riverwalk Project; and

(b) the New Farm Riverwalk Preliminary Design for Option B as outlined in Attachment B.

18




13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

19.0

Consultation

Councillor Adrian Schrinner, Deputy Mayor, Chairman Infrastructure Committee (13 July 2012)

[ ]

e Scott Stewart, Acting Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure (14 July 2012)
e David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (16 July 2012)
e Craig Stevens, Manager Corporate Communications (16 July 2012)

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

particularly relating to proposed height of the fixed structure above river ley€
visual amenity impacts.

Commercial in confidence
No

Vision/Corporate Plan impact
The New Farm Riverwalk R -,_4 \Projest i eded to restore the connection between New
Farm and the City Centre fojia nd recreational walking and cycling. It directly

contributes to the foIIowmg

af 14 pieces of feedback from the community during the consultation phase.
building of the Riverwalk was very positive, however it is noted that most

e
S essed their preference for the original floating walkway. Some of these
heWisual impact that will be caused by the fixed structure being above river level.

impact

E w ental impacts will be minimised and managed through the development of an Environmental
anaggmment Plan for the project. Council will also ensure that required approvals are in place for the

préject.

Policy impact

N/A
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20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Financial impact

The 2012/13 budget for Riverwalk allocated $68.23m for future expenditure on the project; however

‘Council will seek to recoup 100% of these costs from the Queensland Reconstruction Authority (QRA).

A Media Release of 12 July 2011 from the Premier and Minister for Reconstruction confirmed the
Riverwalk replacement as eligible under Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery Arrangements
(NDRRA). The NDRRA funding, to a maximum of $75m, will be administered by the QRA.

Human resource impact

N/A

Urgency

In the normal course of business
Publicity/marketing strategy

It is proposed to advise directly adjacent residents of E&C’s decisi Bther marketing or
publicity is proposed at his stage. d )

Options

Option 1:  Approve the New Farm Riverwalk preli
recommendation.

Option 2:  Not approve the recommendation

Option 3:  Amend the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.
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Cc

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0
5.0
6.0

7.0

E&C
s g - 03 -

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COZiVIMIT

Primary file number
137/800/1121/501
Relevant subject matter files

112/20/711/154

Title

Resumption of the property situated at 347 Albany Creek Road, Brldgeman Down * Beckett
Road Widening Project.

lssuelpurpose

To accept an offer to settle compensation arising from the resumptio f-located at 347
Albany Creek Road, Bridgeman Downs.

Proponent

Submission prepared by
Ward Hartley, Senior Land Acquisition Officer, { Ext. 37545.
Date

13 August 2012.

For E&C approval or recomry

E&C Approval.

APPROVYED

2012

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

Lord Maycr

[ 7 5 B
I N
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Cc
10.0 Recommendation

It is recommended that the offer to settle compensation set out in Schedule 1 Parts 1 and 2 be

accepted.
Schedule 1
Part 1 DETAILS OF CLAIM
Claimant redacted
Resumed Property 347 Albany Creek Road, Bridgeman Downs describgd a
: RP111406, Parish of Kedron.
Purpose of Resumption Road purposes as part of the Beckett Rog
Part 2 DETAILS OF OFFER
Amount of Offer
Additional Payment
(to settle compensation Ay .
Advance Paid
Total Compensatiaqp

11.0

Executive Manager Chairman

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

~

Councillor Adrian Schrinner
DEPUTY MAYOR
CHAIRMAN INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE .

CHIEF EXECUTIVE QFFICER
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12.0 Background

By taking of land notice published in the Queensland Government Gazette dated 12 March 2010 Council
resumed the property at 347 Albany Creek. Road, Bridgeman Downs from Peter and Margaret Bell for road
purposes and for additional land under S13.2 of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967. Lot 61 on SP227432 having
an area of 1299 metres, was resumed for road purposes and Lot 3 on SP227432 with an area of 7195 square
metres, was resumed as additional land. The plan is appended at Attachment B.

The property consists of a corner parcel of land improved with a single level rendered masonry and terracotta
tile dwelling. Also located on the site is a single level home office building licensed to Peter Bell Homes Pty
Ltd for use as a business premises.

Harvey Ehlers and Associates were engaged to provide a valuation of the land and buildi
assessed its value at  redacted

On 12 May 2010, the claimants submitted a claim for compensation for a total o
comprises  redacted for the property and redacted for pusiness disturbance.
excessive and its rejection was recommended.

rejected the claim for

’“ensatlon in the amount of
redacted

On 21 June 2010 the Establishment and Coordination Committee COHSI
compensation. They also approved the payment of an advance ag
redacted ( for the land plus stamp duty and interest which equated to a

A'ttle compensatlon for an additional

Negotiations continued until 17 April 2012 when the owner offer ‘
1o otal compensatlon of  redacted

redacted over what has been previously advanced. This offer
issue.

On 18 April 2012 Harvey Ehlers and Associates
redacted  which is within market parameters,

Approval is now sought for the offer to set
Attachments:
A. Submission Summary

-B. Survey Plan
C. Valuation Advice fro

mercialin confidence
g %

16.0 ion/Corporate Plan impact
N/A

17.0 Customer impact

Nil

18.0  Environmental impact
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19.0 Policy impact
Nil
20.0 Financial impact

Funds are available for land acquisition under the current budget for this project.

21.0 Human resource impact

No impact.
22.0 Urgency
In the usual course of business.

23.0 Publicitylmarketing strategy

Nil
24.0 Options
" Option 1: Accept the offer in full and final settlement.
Option 2: Reject the recommendation and continue OCess

Option 1 is the preferred option.

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

13 40622-05
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary File Number
137/800/1121/512
Related subject matter file
164/105/219/1 .
2.0 Title ,
Monthly Report - Delegation of Authority to Travel —May, 2012
3.0 Issue/purpose , @
Provision of relevant monthly travel report. %
4.0 Proponent
Sue Rickerby, Executive Manager, Support Services Centre%ﬁa ional Services.
5.0.- Submission prepared by '
Tracey West, A/Travel Co-ordinator, Support Seng entre, ext. 39159
6.0 | Date 6
13 August, 2012 &\
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendatign to Counci '
For E&C a\PProval. < A | @ R B |
2 SR sl W e
8.0 If for recommendation t& , is a Councif regblution required under alfl Act or Local Lay
No. V 3 4 / ,
7
9'0 Recommen Iic rele revaTaranans hproue T v v ey St anenvan e
Lord #iayo
Immedi eas | (7—,/‘4 éﬂ_/é
10.0 Reco ndation %‘,\‘
at_the Establis Coordination Committee note the information submitted on approved
travelfor May 4201
1.0 ‘
ecutive Mana Chairman

port/Reject the Recommendation
Reject — please state reasons

. AM i
Sue Rickerby Cr Julian monds

EXECUTIVE MANAGER, SUPPORT CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
SERVICES CENTRE, DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE
ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES

---------------- aew “eancwnicesonpnsnconuy

CHIEF EXECUTIVE &FFICER




=~

12.0 Background
In pursuance of the request for information on a monthly basis of travel approved under delegation,
reports are enclosed for May, 2012, for each Unit of Administration showing travel actually undertaken
during that month.

In summary, the position is as follows:

Non-Commercial Operations
a) International fravel

(i) Number of Bookings 0

(ii) Airfares
b) Domestic Travel

(i) Number of Bookings % 32

(ii) Airfares $ 7,816.78
c) Accommodation and Allowances Co $14,740.93
d) Registration Fees for Confer $28,816.34

$ 512573

$56,499.78

Attachment V\ V $2,261.02
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ERE

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Consultation

Liaison with Officers undertaking travel and Divisional Travel Officers.
Implications of proposal

Nil.

Commercial in confidence

No

Vision/Corporate Plan im‘pact

Nil.

Customer impact - @;
Nil. % .

Environmental impact
Nil.
Policy impact

In line with Council policy. |
Financial impact O 4
Expenses incurred through Divisional &ks. @
Human resources impact %

Not applicable. OE v

Urgency . \ @

In the normal cou Wss., V

Publicity/mar @tegy :

At the dj ofthe Lot Mayoz

Option

@1: That &%e information submitted on approved Travel for May, 2012.

thion 2: proye the recommendation.

Option he preferred option.

If fficer’s.recdmmendation is not followed, then the reasons for departdre from that
- pendation should be recorded here.




E&C
13A062012-06 --
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE =~

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/573
Relevant subject matter files
381/1/20
2.0 Title
Independent Rate Relief Tribunal — New Members

3.0 Issuel/purpose

To appoint new Tribunal Members to the Independent Rate Relief Tribun

4.0 Proponent ' P N
Greg Evans, Divisional Manager Organisational Services C) R

5.0 Submission prepared by - %

Paul Oberle, Chief Financial Officer

6.0 Date - \N
13 August, 2012 \ Y. @
7.0 dati& uncil, %

For E&C approval or recommendation to\Co

E & C Approval
PPROVED
8.0 If for recommendation t:&ncﬁi is a Coufgilfesglution required u D Ve W&
. y . V . |
9.0 Recommende @i releaig@ O ot

1 NS @
i@l Ma% Chairman
' I Reject the recommendation:
If'reject, please state reasons.
Q_

0

AL— i
/ ‘ 4
%
Greg Evans Cr. Julian Simmonds
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES DIVISION DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE

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




12.0

13.0

14.0
15.0

16.0

17
19.0

20.0

Background

On the 10" September 1991, the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee, acting as delegate

during the Council recess, approved the establishment of the Independent Rate Relief Tribunal.

By resolution D22-43 of 1% November 1994, Council reconstituted the membership of the Independent
Rate Relief Tribunal and adopted operating guidelines which included delegation of powers of the
Council to make payment in relief of hardship in respect of liability for the payment of rates.

Further by resolution 323/2008-9 of 25" November 2008, Council adopted changes to the
“Independent Rate Relief Tribunal Role Operation and Relationships” which included,
things, the manner of distributing applications, remuneration paid to the Tribun
Delegation of Powers. The resolution noted that Establishment and Co-ordinatio
forward nominations for replacement members for the Independent Rates Relief T

Pastor Russell Witham resigned on 29" October 2011 (effective from the e
three years of service to the Tribunal and the ratepayers of Brisbane.:

The Tribunal consists of the Chair and other members. Current| Quinn (Tnbunal Chalr) and
Richard Jeffreys are the members of the Tribunal. In order for thefindepgrntient Rate Relief Tribunal to

operate new Members are required to be appointed.
Joe Nowak and Craig Sydney’s names are submitted for con@n

A

The resumes for Joe Nowak and Craig Sydney.

Attachment “B” and “Attachment “C” respectively.
Consultation ' &\O @

ched The resumes are marked as

e David Askern, Chief Legal Cou

The Chief Legal Counsel is i m t with the@cx%dat'on.

Implications of proposal

Approval of this submi n wi I nable epgndent Rate Relief Tribunal to operate.
Commercial i afic 2

Vision orate Plan

ge apEroach‘ take the prov:smn of cooperative governance for the community.

ollow: ap tments the Tribunal will be in a position to assess apphcatlons from ratepayers
who are su g genuine financial hardship. 4

Eental impact
'm\

Policy impact
Nil.
Financial impact

Funds are available in the budget allocated for the Independent Rate Relief Tribunal
(1.02.1120.210.000.000.733.000.00)
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21.0 Human resource impact
Nil
22.0 Urgency
Normal course of business.
23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy
Nil.
24.0 Options
Option 1:  Approve the recommendation.
Option 2:  Not approve the recommendation.

Option 3:  Amend the recommendation.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

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




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

E&G
13p622-07

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary File number
137/800/1121/540

Relevant Subject Matter Files
112/265/439/46

Title

Asset Optimisation — Surplus Property Disposal 182 Lutwyche Road, Win

Issue/purpose _
To seek approval to sell 182 Lutwyche Road, Windsor. Q

Proponent

Greg Evans

Divisional Manger

Organisational Services Division

Ext: 34161 \

Submission prepared by & "
PPROVED

Richard Butler

Senior Corporate Property Adyi
Asset Optimisation
Organisational Services DiNis|
Ext: 37222

Date V @V
13 August 2012 Q‘
ommen

For E P orre tion to Council

For E&C'@ommittee apprgval.

r fecommefidat to Council, is a Council resolution required under an Act or Local Law?

O
@ Recommended for public release
ry 2013




10.0 'Recommendation

It is recommended that the E&C Committee approve the disposal of Council land at 182 Lutwyche
Road, Windsor (Lot 1 SP 251307) for a price either 5% less than, equal to or greater than the valuation
of the property and on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Project Director, Asset Optimisation or

the Chief Legal Counsel, Brishane City Legal Practice.

e | | Q/
Divisional Manager _ Chairman
g ey eako

5 %
Greg Evans w 1 Si
DIVISIONAL MANAGER NEINANCE, ECONOMIC

ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES DE ENT AND ADMINISTRATION
E




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

10” i |
N

- 20.0

Background

On 28 February 2011, the Establishment and Coordination (E&C) Committee gave its approval to
dispose 176-182 Lutwyche Road, Windsor at a market value of $1,500,000. This property is still
unsold. '

This property was previously made up of 4 allotments, being Lot 4 SP 193934, Lot 5 SP 193935, Lot 6
SP 193936 and Lot 7 SP 193936. In order to ensure safe future access onto Lutwyche Road, the 4
allotments have been amalgamated into one allotment i.e. Lot 1 SP 251307.

roperty was
rty has been

The previous E&C approval is now over 16 months old and the revaluation of this
requested to reflect the current market conditions. The current market value of this pr
assessed at $985,000 on 6 June 2012 by Savills (see Attachment B). Savills
reduction in value from the previous assessment is based upon the continuing weakR@s: e market
as shown in buyer and financier sentiment and demand for vacant sites with no i

d Lutwyche Road,
he valuation of the

sset Optimisation or the

E&C Comfnittee approval is sought to approve the disposal of Council |
Windsor (Lot 1 SP 251307) for a price either 5% less than, equal to or grégt
property and on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Project Digectop,

Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.
Consultation O

David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Lega@e (19 July 2012)
Stephen Minns, Finance Coordinator (19 July 201 '
Tristan Hughes, Principal Officer, Corporate C tions (19 July 2012)

Karlene Booker, Project Director, Asset Optj July 2012) ;
All are in agreement with the recommendati n.d ‘
Implications of proposal &'\
Nil. v V%
Commercial in confidence O @
No. \
Vision/Corporat V:t V

istent Smart and Prosperous City - Managing Council’s finances and
provide thea€st value for money for ratepayers.

This submissio
assets effettively

Clust et Q_

Financial impact

The sale of 182 Lutwyche Road, Windsor will realise approximately $985,'000 in revenue in 2012/13.
The costs of disposing this property will be approximately $23,075 including:

e Valuations costs $1,375
e Sales Commission at 2% of sale price, equating to $19,700
e Conveyance costs of approximately $2,000 based on Brisbane City Legal Practice charges




21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

The costs of disposal can be covered from current budgets.

Human resource impact

Nil

Urgency

During the course of normal business.
Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil

Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation.

Option 2:  Not approve the recommendation

Option 1is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, t
recommendation.should be recorded here.

h

&
O
X

ons for departure from that

O
QY qfo




.

1.0
2.0

3.0

4.0
5.0
6.0
7.0
8.0
e.o’

10.0

@f Executw&

Colin Jensen
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

| E&C
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMHATEE © - 0 8

Primary file number

137/800/1121/578

Title

City of Brisbane Investment Corporation (CBIC) Pty Ltd ACN 066 022 455 Remuneration
Iésuelpurpose

To seek E&C approval to amend the remuneration of the CBIC Board to reflect an in
Directors and to set the Chairman’s remuneration at twice that of a Director.

% for

Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer

Submission prepared by

Narelle Stanley, Executive Oﬁicer, Organjsational Services,
Date

13" August, 2012

For E&C approval or recommendation to C

E&C Approval

If for recommendation to CounCI Cou c|I re utlo uired under an Act or Local Law?

N/A Q

Recommended for publlc\ @
Not for Release @V
Recommenda

That E ‘ ﬁeu_;:r)c
Board ors an‘d C

sein uneration for City of Brisbane Investment Corporation (CBIC)
at: _

Ch irs cted inclusive of redaSuperannuation; and
b Dlrecto Ct9d inclusive of"3d<3l Superannuation.

APPRQOY ™D
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12,0

13.0

14.0

15.0

18.0

19.0

Background

The City of Brisbane Investment Corporation Pty Ltd ("CBIC") is a proprletary company wholly owned
by Council. CBIC manages Council’s Future Fund.

Clause 55 of the CBIC Constitution provides that Director’s are to be paid such remuneration as is
from time to tlme determined by the company in general meeting.

Council has resolved to delegate to the E&C Committee its powers to exercise any power or authority
conferred on the Council by the articles, rules or constitution of a company or other body or entity.

On 2 June 2008, E&C Committee approved remuneration for the board of directo J e set as
follows: Y

Chair redacted per annum
Director redacted per annum

At an E&C Meeting held on 3 October 2011, E&C approved all Dire
Directors) as follows:

(a) Chair redacted jnclusive of red Superannuatlon and,.q "¢
b Director redacted inclusive ofreda Superannu ) \
p 2

) s,‘\:\(Chaif‘“ and other

be: A

(a) Chair redacted nclusive of er )

(b) Director redacted jnclusive

E&C approval is therefore sought t a@e remuner the CBIC Board to reflect an increase
of 5% for Directors and set the Cha 'S remuner e that of a Director.

Consultation @
e Cr Graham Quirk, Lorm ) N
Implications of V .

. i %on Wi@

ration and superannuation payments paid to the Chair and

mpact

Cl@ er impact
il

Enwronmental impact

Nil.
Policy impact
Nil

Financial impact
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Nil impact on Council.
21.0 Human resource impact
Nil
22.0 Urgency
As soon as practicable.
23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy
No.
24.0 Options
Option 1:  Approve the recommendation

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, ther%_; ' ns for departure from that

recommendation should be recorded here.




E&U
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SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number

137/800/1121/574
2.0 .Title

ICT Committee
3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to create an ICT Committee that will provide advice to the Ch
Officer and Chairman of Finance, Economic Development and Administration C
Information and Communication Technology (ICT).
4.0 Proponent
Greg Evans, Divisional Manager Organisational Services, x36141
5.0 Submission prepared by
Narelle Stanley, Executive Officer, Organisational Services, X8O

6.0 Date

13" August, 2012

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation '
E&C Approval &

8.0 If for recommehdation to Co il,\igfa C
N/A G

9.0 Recommended for ;@ase
Immediate Rele E@

1) The ittee;
ittee, as set out in Attachment B; (771// ;
mlttee as set out in Attachment C ) / m

Memb \shlp\of
) T charter f t
%sioﬁa@xger

Chairman

/ Reject the recommendation.
ject, pleage state reasons.

Greg Evans
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES

Councillor Julian Simmonds
CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMiIC
DEVELOPMENT AND
ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE




12.0

15.0

Background

The ICT Committee is a proposed advisory board that will provide advice to the Chief Executive Officer
and the Chairman of Finance, Economic Development and Administration Committee.

The objectives of the ICT Committee will be to:

e Undertake reviews of ICT Strategies and provide advice on the appropriateness and
affordability of the strategies. :

* Review the annual ICT Budget submissions and provide advice on the prioritisation, accuracy
of cost estimates, timeframes and resource requirements, technology and resource capability,
risk management plans, and alignment with Council objectives.

e Review the ICT strategic asset management plans including issues, risks and opfortunities.
Confirm clearly defined levels of service for Information.Services Branch (IS i
Council.

e Review measurements and indicators to sustain and to improve perfor
Council.

e Review the progress of major ICT projects.

e Review ICT Risk Management Plans including the appropriatene
Plans, Risk Management Plans and Disaster Management P

The success of the ICT Committee will be evidenced by:
e ISB delivering the required service levels optimising

L]
e Ensuring there is no wastage or over-investing in ICT
[ ]

It is proposed that the ICT Committee shall comgprisg
e Paul Summergreene — External (Chai @
Richard Mathews — External. ]

L]

e Roger Worthington — External. :

e Cr Julian Simmonds - Chairm&n ofthe Finance,
Committee. -y

e Greg Evans - Divisional MaRhageR
e Colin Jensen — CEO

an ex-officio be
e  Chief Information er (a§ an obserter
The Information Serviges.Bra W|Hb secretariat for the ICT Committee. The Chair will report to

the Chief ExecutivesQfl he Finance, Economic Development and
Administration -|$ the performance of the information and communication
X PE ittee shall meet monthly and more frequently when issues

ght to create the ICT Committee that will provide advice to the Chief
f Finance, Economic Development and Administration Committee.

Officer and

| tions of proposal

N& ected that the creation of the ICT Committee will maXimise the best use of ICT resources,

inclease the confidence in our ICT direction and ensure the provision of ICT services within Council
remains at a high standard.

Commercial in confidence

No..
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16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The creation of the ICT Committee supports the achievement of Outcome 9.9 Information and
Communication Technology, in particular:

9.9.1 Information Driven Organisation and

9.9.1.1 Optimising Organisational ICT Effectiveness

Customer impact

- Nil.

Environmental impact
Nil
Policy impact

Nil

Financial impact

It is expected that meeting fees will be paid to external members. F\g\e\e‘s. .fé\‘iéi be negotiated. Funding
is available from the Divisional Manager’s office budget 1.0 00-06 00.000.

Human resource impact
Nil

Urgency ) y

As soon as practicable given the new fj T budgets are in place.

Publicity/marketing strategy

N/A e L R
Options et %,

A
Option 1: n iN
Option 2: or '
Option 3: ’@ ion

dation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
e recorded here.




| E&C
‘[MZ ﬁ,I'jr: ?Ef? -1 -
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTE :

1.0 Pr_imary file number
137/800/1121/571
2.0 Title
Submission for the 2012 Strategic Review of the Queensland Ombudsman

3.0 Issue/purpose

To obtain E&C approval for a submission to Legal Affairs and Community Safety Co
reviewing the Strategic Review of the Office of the Queensland Ombudsman.

4.0 Proponent

Rebecca McAnalen
A/Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Executive

5.0 Submission prepared by
Jo Gibney, Office of the Chief Executive, x34309
6.0 Date

13 August 2012
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to
E&C approval. &

8.0 If for recommendation to Council%ncil re io
N/A ‘ ‘ , ‘ @ _ Y 47

9.0 Recommended for public r se V / #
Immediate releas%& @ : \ aye e,

10.0 Recommendati

) ~
pr we€ the s ission to the Legal Affairs and\Cémmunity Safety Committee on the
eview of the e Queensland Ombudsman at Attachment B.

11.0 Q N ?ﬁ
Divi€ionalWahager Ghairnman
- ; +’l Support / Reject the recommendation.
o & LJf—'ré'ject, please state reasons.

g

WRL. O

Rebecca McAnale Councillor Julian Simmonds

A/Executive Manager ’ CHAIRMAN , FINANCE, ECONOMIC
Office of the Chief Executive DEVELOPMENT & ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE

I Recomi cordingty

-




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

Background

On 16 July 2012, Council received a letter from Mr Ray Hopper MP Chair of the Legal Affairs and
Community Safety Committee, calling for submissions about the 2012 Strategic Review of the Office of
the Queensland Ombudsman.

The Ombudsman Act 2001 provides for a strategic review of the Ombudsman’s Office to be conducted
every five years. The Report of the Strategic Review of the Office of the Queensland Ombudsman (the
Report), which included 57 recommendations, was tabled on 17 May 2012.

The strategic review includes a review of the Ombudsman’s functions and performance to assess
whether they are being performed economically, effectively and efficiently. The Report has
referred to the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee for consideration.

The Committee is now calling for submissions from interested stakeholders to inform it
Submissions close on Friday 10 August 2012. However, Council sought and was
of one week to this deadline. The submission is now due on Friday 17 August -

It is recommended that E&C approves the submission to the Legal Affa|rs ang Ce
Committee which is reviewing the Strategic Review of the Office of the Qe Astand Ombudsman
(Attachment B). :

Attachments
Attachment B:  Submission to the Legal Affairs and Commu

Consultation 2
e Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer ~

e David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel O

Both are in agreement with the recommen N @
Implications of proposal : %

Council’s view regarding the Str Evnew of t he Queensland Ombudsman will be on
public record.

Commercial in confidence

S <é°V

uncil's¥rogram 9 City Governance specifically:

/

AND SUPPORT
ng an effective and transparent government.

17.0@ afier im
gAter ct cotld include improved complaints management processes.

19.0

20.0

Envij ental impact

Policy impact
Long term impact could include improved complaints management policies and procedures.
Financial impact

Nil




2‘i.0 Human resource impact
Nil

22.0 Urgency
Councfl received an extension for the lodgement of our submission which is now due on Friday 17
August 2012. Approval is sought in time to finalise lodgement with the Legal Affairs and Community

Safety Committee by that date.

23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil
24.0 Options
Option 1:  Approve the recommendation.

Option 2:  Not approve the recommendation.
Option 3:  Approve the recommendation with amendments.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendation is not followed, then the ) 'é§o ‘ gr'"'departure from that

recommendation should be recorded here.




E&C

| | 13 AU6 201 - 1 1
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/572

2.0 Title
Appointment of Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability

3.0 Issue/purpose

To propose the direct appointment of Vicki Pethybridge as Divisional Manag@%‘lg and

Sustainability

4.0 Proponent

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer '
5.0 Submission prepared by :
Ainsley Gold, A/ICEO Support Manager, Office of the Chief E% . 34795)

6.0 Date

6 August 2012

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to Co @

For E&C approval &\

é.O If for recommendation to Council, Coufcil resplution refuired under an Act or Local Law?
N/A Q; V

9.0 Recommended for pu_blick . @

Not for release V V
10.0 Recommendat @ i

That Establi ent& CoordinatiomMyCommittee approve the direct appointment of Vicki Pethybridge as
Divisio nagder, City ning and Sustainability, on an Executive Services Contract, with total
- remune n in accord € assessed job value for the role.

11.0 " ?\

APPROVYE

n Jen

CHIEF @E OFFICER
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12.0 Background

With the resignation of Andrew Chesterman, former Divisional Manager, City Planning and
Sustainability in March 2012, there is a requirement to fill this vacant role permanently.

On 22 March 2010, .Establishment and Coordination Committee approved the appointment of Vicki
Pethybridge as Divisional Manager Family and Community Services, now Brisbane Lifestyle, following
a full merit based assessment process. Of the final three candidates for this role, Vicki Pethybridge
was a highly recommended candidate in a field of three very competent candidates.

Since her appointment, Vicki -has performed creditably in the role of Divisional Manager, Brisbane
Lifestyle, having delivered critical outcomes in the areas of customer focus, public health,and safety,

and libraries.
Since 27 March 2012, Vicki has been acting in the role of Divisional Manager, ing and
Sustainability taking responsibility for all aspects of economic development, na nment and

sustainability, development assessment and planning.
It is recommended that the Establishment & Coordination Committee ap thefdirect appointment

of Vicki Pethybridge as Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustain Executive Services
Contract, with total remuneration in accordance with the assessed j e for'the role.

13.0 Consultation
Nil %

14.0° Implications of proposal .

Direct appointment of Vicki Pethybridge to this ow delivery of critical planning, sustainability
and economic development outcomes.

15.0 Commercial in confidence &\ % .

No
16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impao ;
N/A \

17.0  Customer impact V @V
N/A Q~ |
18.0  Environ impact
N/A Q‘
0 @npact

19.
Financi&t
N/

21.0 an resource impact
N/A

22.0 Urgency

In the normal course of business.




23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy

At the discretion of the Lord Mayor.

24.0 Options
1. Approve the recommendation
2. Not approve the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.

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



E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 20 AUGUST 2012

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE L FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
20/08-01 137/800/1121/556 Brisbane Partial Surrender of the Reddacliff Place Lease; ‘

Infrastructure | George Street, Brisbane Approved Immediate Release
M y
‘20/08-02 137/800/1121/563 Brisbane Renewal of Lease at 2/122 Beaudesert @rookaf
Infrastructure | (Moorooka Ward Office) \ " Approved Immediate Release
M 456/85(16/P2)
20/08-03 137/800/1121/564 Brisbane Renewal of Lease at 50 High owong (Toowong
Infrastructure | Ward Office) 3 Approved Immediate Release
M 112/445/898/12
20/08-04 R Not Applicable
20/08-05 137/8001121/577 Brisbane Clem Jones el (CBEM7) nsent to Debt
Infrastructure | Financier Arr nts % on of SC Lowy Approved Immediate Release
M Primargvesi nts Inc with , aster Fund Limited
20/08-06 381/70/5(P2) Organisational Sale\ or Overdue — List Number 276
Services _ Approved Not Applicable
R
20/08-07 137/800/1121/552 Organisational :
Serfiges Approved 20 February 2013
M 112/265/439/115
20/08-08 137/800/1121/566 Brigbane
Infrastructure Approved Immediate Release
M

, (or minute item), which is included in this document. . .
ttee recommendation 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&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 20 AUGUST 2012

RECOMMENDATION

SUBMISSION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
20/08-09 137/800/1121/550 Brisbane Offer of Compensation for resumption of land
Infrastructure | easements over Council land
M 112/20/259/39
112/685/699/1-01 O T
.| Approved Immediate Release
364/170(2/P3)
364/130(2)
364/170(2/P1) k
20/08-10 137/800/1121/580 OLMCEO 2011-2012 Annual e Officégidhe Disputes
' Commissioner Approved Immediate Release
M 137/695/586/2
20/08-11 137/225/137/2-02 OLMCEO Code of u§or Bounci ors
Approved Not Applicable

R

M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recomme
inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane

Oa

ofary, 2 eorge

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, K A%bBourk

W r, P Matic, D McLachlan & J Simmonds.

. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for
Street, Brisbane.

o

C)Q4<</v
Q

N
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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. 



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

Q.Gco

_Immediate

E&C
205207 -01
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/556
Relevant subject matter files

112/445/444/63

Title
Partial Surrender of the Reddacliff Place Lease, 266 George Street, Brisbane
Issue/purpose

To seek approval for a partial surrender of an area of approximatel
Reddacliff Place Lease, 266 George Street, Brisbane.

Proponent

Scott Stewart

Acting Divisional Manager
Brisbane Infrastructure
Ext: 37652.

Submission prepared by

Helenah Mac

Senior Leasing Officer
Asset Portfolio Management
Ext: 85672.

Date \
20 August 2012 V :

For E&C appro #com iontd Council

If for rec men,%atlon ouncil, is a Council resolution required under an Act or Local Law?

& :;&ﬂ"lau %‘i
merfdedffor gublic release
.& APPROVED
ase.

NO
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10.0 Recommendation

That the E&C Committee approves a partial surrender of an area of approximately 241 m? (subject to
survey) from the Reddacliff Place Lease, 266 George Street, Brisbane in accordance with the
conditions of the Term Sheet as set out in Attachment B and otherwise on terms and conditions
satisfactory to the Manager, Asset Portfolio Management and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City

Legal Practice.

11.0

Divisional Manager Chairman

BRISBA ‘ INFRASTRUCTURE

)

i T S TVE OFFICER

L4
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12.0

Background

_Brisbane City Council (as Lessee) holds a Lease with Brisbane Square Pty Ltd (as Lessor) at

Reddacliff Place, 266 George Street, Brisbane. The Lease commenced on 18 October 2006 and
expires on 17 October 2105 (Reddacliff Place Lease). (Refer Attachment C).

The partial surrender of the Reddacliff Place Lease will affect an area of 241m> (subject to survey)
over the permitted use area for a civic square. The surrender area is as indicated in the attached plan.
(Refer Attachment D). The configuration of the partial surrender areas is comprised of:

1. 94m’ on the western side of civic square..
2. 40m?in the centre of civic square.
3. 107m? on the eastern side of civic square.

, anticipated

As the partial surrender areas are configured in different sections of the civic s 3
al. HoWever,

that the impact on the size and operation of the Reddacliff Place Lease sho
any other factors that may be impacted will be assessed under the Les
application.

The partial surrender will enable a refurbishment of the existing re
civic square by:

e Changing the tenancy mix so as to provide higher quali
cafe proposal in the foyer.

e Providing a new connecting link and walkway betwe
pedestrian flow path through the centre of civic

treet and civic square openingup a .

Th\§ link will increase pedestrian flow and

. N "he'link will provide a visual and physical
connection between George Street and civic$ : pen up the existing closed corner of civic
square.

° Upgradlng the eX|st|ng glazed canopy

s from the underside of the coloured
ed area for outdoor eating.
jsabled toilet.

All risks associated with the
Lessor.

The surrender legal docum *e hangléd by Brisbane City Legal Pract|ce and will be

er area will be the responsibility of the

er 2105.

fafthe partial surrender of an area of approximately 241m?
ce Lease, 266 George Street, Brisbane in accordance with
as set out in Attachment B and otherwise on terms and conditions
ortfolio Management and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City

E&C Committe
(subject to surv
the conditio of ‘'t
satisf;

N)awd Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (27/07//2012)

e Joe Bannan, Branch Manager, Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure (02/08/2012)

e Glenn Gomez, Manager Asset Portfolio Management, Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure
(01/08/2012)

e Greg Swain, Corporate Communication Manager, Corporate Communication (26/07/2012)

e Lorraine Gregory, Manager, Community Lifestyle, Brisbane Lifestyle (25/07/2012) -

e Pauline Davis, Commercial Leasing Manger Asset Portfolio Management, Asset Management,
Brisbane Infrastructure (30/07/2012).

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

156.0 Commercial in confidence
No.

16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Nil.
17.0 Customer impact

The proposal is consistent with the Organisation 2014 Strategy of Serving Bri
Focus.

gh Customer
18.0 Environmental impact
No environmental issues associated with this proposal.
19.0 Policy impact
Nil.
20.0 Financial impact
Nil.
21.0 Human resource impact

Nil.

22.0 Urgency
23.0

24.0

e recommendation.
recommendation.
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1.0

2.0
3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0
7.0

8.0

E&C
20 AUG 2012 - 02

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

137/800/1121/563

Relevant subject matter files

456/85(16/P2)

Title

Renewal of Lease at 2/122 Beaudesert Road, Moorooka (Moorooka Ward Office).

Issue/purpose

To approve the renewal of the Lease at 2/122 Beaudesert Road, Mooroo
Proponent

Scott Stewart

Acting Divisional Manager
Brisbane Infrastructure
Ext: 37898.

Submission prepared by

Wayne Leslie

Senior Leasing Officer
Asset Management
Ext: 85595.

Date

20 August 2012.

o
\(\ \\}‘

For E&C approval or fecom \%}p‘datiwﬁ’ tonCo il

For E&C approya

If for reco

t

b
Wy
commended fo icelease

endation,to,

B

.to.Cou

, IS a Council resolution required under an Act or Local Law?
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10.0 Recommendation

That the E&C Committee approves the renewal of lease at 2/122 Beaudesert Road, Moorooka
(Moorooka Ward Office) in accordance with the provisions of the Lease Term Sheet as set out in
Attachment B and otherwise on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, Asset Portfolio
Management and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.

11.0

Divisional Manager Chairman

ACTING DIVISIONAL MANAGER
BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE
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12.0

13.0

14.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

Background

On 15 August 2004, E&C approved the renewal of the lease of the Moorooka Ward Office situated at
2/122 Beaudesert Road, Moorooka for a term of four (4) years with a further four (4) year option.

The current lease is due to expire on 14 August 2012 and negotiations have resulted in the owner
offering a renewal of the lease on the same terms and conditions as the existing lease.

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

E&C approval is sought to renew the Lease for 2/112 Beaudesert Road, Moorooka 0
Office) in accordance with the provisions of the Lease Term Sheet as set out j achment B, and
otherwise on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, Asset Portfol]
Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.

Attachments:

(A) Summary for Public Release.
(B) Lease Term Sheet.

(C) Market Analysis.

Consultation

Rebecca McAnalen Acting Executive Manager
David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbané
Joe Bannan, Branch Manager, Asset Mapag

y [Rractice (26/07/2012)
| Brisbap€ Infrastructure (02/08/2012)
ent; A anagement, Brisbane Infrastructure

Glenn Gomez, Manager, Asset Portfolip Mt ‘
(24/07/2012) - £
e Greg Swain, Communications ;Manageg, Co rat unication, Internal Communication,

Media & Public Relations (26/075

ger, Asset Optimisation, Organisational
Services (26/07/2012) '

e Pauline Davis, Com erg Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure
(26/07/2012). :

All are in agreem

n impact

siqnlCor r
Q\\]’h %SmeissL is consistent with the Corporate Vision Theme of a Smart and Prosperous City.

Cl%r impact
%@roposal is consistent with the Organisation 2014 Strategy of Serving Brisbane through Customer
Focus.

Environmental impact
No environmental issues associated with this proposal.
Policy impact

Nil.
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20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Financial impact

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

Human resource impact
Nil.

Urgency

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

Options

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

137/800/1121/564

Relevant subject matter files

112/445/898/12

Title

Renewal of lease at 50 High Street, Toowong (Toowong Ward Office).

Issue/purpose

To approve the renewal of the lease at 50 High Street, Toowong (Toowong W, Qi

Proponent

Scott Stewart

Acting Divisional Manager
Brisbane Infrastructure
Ext: 37898.

Submission prepared by
Wayne Leslie

Senior Leasing Officer
Asset Management

Ext: 85595.
Date

20 August 2012.
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10.0 Recommendation

That the E&C Committee approves the renewal of the lease at 50 High Street, Toowong (Toowong
Ward Office) in accordance with the provisions of the Lease Term Sheet as set out in Attachment B
and otherwise on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, Asset Portfolio Management and

the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice.

11.0

Chairman

| Support / RReject the recom

Divisional Manager

NG DI/ISIONAL MANAGER
BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

17.0

18.0

‘provisions of the Lease Term Sheet as set out in Attachment B and otherwise

Background

On 1 August 2004, E&C approved the renewal of the lease of the Toowong Ward Office situated at 50
High Street, Toowong for a term of four (4) years with a further four (4) year option.

The current lease expired on 31 July 2012 and negotiations have resulted in the owner offering a
renewal of the lease on similar terms and conditions as the existing lease.

A market analysis of the proposed rent has been conducted (Refer Attachment C).

The offer is considered to be within the current market rental rates for this area.

: with the
and Zgonditions
Brigbane City

E&C approval is sought to renew the Lease for 50 High Street, Toowong in

satisfactory to the Manager, Asset Portfolio Management and the Chief Le
Legal Practice.

Attachments:.

(A) Summary for Public Release.
(B) Lease Term Sheet.

(C) Market Analysis.

Consultation

—Xecutive's Office ( 26/07/2012)

Rebecca McAnalen, Acting Executive Manager, @i

David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisban @i egal Pr e (26/07/2012)

Joe Bannan, Branch Manager, Asset Marnagetaegaf, Brisbade Ipffastructure (02/08/2012)
e

gement, Brisbane Infrastructure
(24/07/2012)

e Greg Swain, Communications M

Media & Public Relations

e James Rouse, Corporat

om ation, Internal Communication,

y Wanager, Asset Optimisation, Organisational

<

Services (26/07/2012) Ny ™
e Pauline Dauvis, Comm& \;n% ¥ Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure

(26/07/2012). N\ .
All are in agree, N{ %
ommerdial i‘\{\ co
\Y/

ision/ raté/Plan impact

Tﬂission is consistent with the Corporate Vision Theme of a Smart and Prosperous City.
h .

AN

r impact

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

Environmental impact

No environmental issues associated with this proposal.
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19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

. Options

>Policy impact

Nil.
Financial impact

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

Human resource impact

Nil.

Urgency

In the normal course of business.
Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil.

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

Issue/purpose

;ecuger Chairman
Bﬁ

E&C
20 AU6 2012 - 05
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/577

Relevant subject matter files
N/A

Title

Clem Jones Tunnel (CLEM7) — Council Consent to Debt Financier Arrangements — Suds ighl of SC
Lowy Primary Investments Inc with ARCM Master Fund Limited.

To provide consent to the substitution of a Debt Financier associated
Probonent |
Gregg Buyers, Acting Executive Manager, City Projects .# Ye
Submission prepared by

Wayne Ralph, Principal Project Coordinator, City Pro

Date

20 August 2012. Lord ¥&yor

"o 1 M fr e

For E&C approval or recommend

Coordination Committee consent to the substitution of SC Lowy Primary
d\their rights, obligations and interests, with ARCM Master Fund Limited in
lagse 10.3(b) of the Debt Finance Side Deed.

| Support / Rejest the recommendation.
j state reasons.

Gregg drian Schrinner
ACTING EXECUTIVE MANAGER : DEPUTY MAYOR
CITY PROJECTS OFFICE CHAIRMAN

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

! Recc:mmggﬁfgiy
- . 1

P L o e L L s

CHIEF EXECUTIVE QFFICER




12.0

13.0

.0

15.0

16.0

Ions of proposal
P :h

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”.

By way of letter dated 1 August 2012, the Security Trustee under the CLEM7 Debt Finance Side Deed
requested Council’s consent for the substitution of a Debt Financier associated with the CLEM7 project
with ARCM Master Fund Limited.

Clause 10.3(a) of the CLEM7 Debt Finance Side Deed requires the Security Trustee & e prior
consent of Council before assigning or transferring any of its rights and obligations¥Mdex, the,;
Financing Documents.

wswithheld and

Clauses 10.3(a) and (b) further state that Council's consent must not be, Uf :
that within 15 business days after notification from the Security Trustee, Cguncifruskgive its consent
for substitution of a Debt Financier's obligations if the substitute is_a bl wancial institution and
either:

i.  has the required rating (a credit rating of at least BBB b 3 i ang"Poor’s (Australia) Pty

ii. is guaranteed and indemnified on terms acceptab
investment fund which has the Required Rating ;

und Limited do not currently have a
obliged to consent to the assignment

onstruction. Now that construction is
risk are greatly diminished and this

significant.

The CLEMY project team i PV A . st should be agreed by Council as there are no
particular reasons for wjthhol

isional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure (1 August 2012)
anager, Organisational Services (1 August 2012)
hief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (1 August 2012)
nager, Corporate Communication, Organisational Services (1 August 2012)

proposed recommendation will endorse the substitution of the current Debt Financier, SC Lowy
rimary Investments Inc, with the proposed substitute of ARCM Master Fund Limited.

Commercial in confidence
No.
Vision/Corporate Plan impact

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

18.0 Environmehtal impact
Nil.

19.0 Policy impact

Nil.

20.0 Financial impact
Nil.
721.0 Human resource impact
.Nil.
22.0 .Urgency
In the normal course of business.
23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy
Nil. ’ ‘
24.0 Options

Option 1: Approve the recommendation

v

eg, then the reasons for departure from that
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

! =LAV

. 20 AUG 2012 -0 7
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

137/800/1121/552

Related subject matter files

112/265/439/115 @
Title @

Asset Optimisation — Surplus Property Disposal Lot 5 Hurworth Street, Bowen% .
Issue/purpose ‘

To seek approval to sell Council land known as Lot 5 Hurworth Stree Wi ills. |

Proponent

Greg Evans
Divisional Manager
Organisational Services Division

Ext: 34161 .
Submission prepared by

Richard Butler R R e 3
Senior Corporate Property Advisor
Asset Optimisation APt
Organisational Services Division
Ext: 37222 4 N
Date AN N/
20 August 2012 @y @
For E&C approval ogr mmen@ ouncil

For E&C itt pprov,

If foiecom ndatioﬁo ncil, is a Council resolution required under an Act or Local Law?

9. @mmendif iblic release
ry 20

20 Februa

NS



10.0 Recommendation
It is recommended that the E&C Committee approve the:-
1. The sale of Council land known as Lot 5 Hurworth Street on terms and conditions satisfactory to
the Project Director, Asset Optimisation and the Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal

Practice. Such terms and conditions may include the subdivision of the land.

2. The sale of Council land known as Lot 5 Hurworth Street for a price either 5% less than or
greater than the valuation of the property (see Attachment B).

3. If the land is subdivided, then the sale of each subdivided lot is to be no less t %uation
(see Attachment B) on a rate per square metre basis i.e. $653.34sqm.

. RS

Divisional Manager Chair%

Greg Evans
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES
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12.0 Background

Lot 5 Hurworth Street, Bowen Hills is a Council owned property that has been subject to several E&C
approvals recommending its disposal. E&C Submissions dated 1 June 2009 and 14 December 2009
resulted in two failed contracts. ) '

~ On the 1 June 2009, E&C approved the sale to redacted ) for
redacted . This contract did not proceed due to redacted jnability to finalise funding from their State
Government source. E&C then approved on 14 December 2009, the sale to redacted for

redacted  This contract also did not proceed to settlement, due to the developer not being satisfied as
a result of their due diligence.

A further E&C Submission of 6 June 2011 provided approval to market and dispose of t roperty at a

revised market valuation of $6,250,000 (by Savills). This E&C approval is now over 1 d and
the revaluation of this property has been provided reflecting the current market conditio market
value of this property was assessed at $5,000,000 (equating to $653.34sgm) on by Savills
(see Attachment B). Savills advise that the reduction in value from the previgfis sment is based

upon the continuing weakness of the market as shown in buyer and financi and demand for
vacant sites with no holding income.
s

If required, the further subdivision of this land should be consider, option to generate more
interest in this site. The subdivision of this land may provide smaller(inore farketable opportunities. For

example, Council has recently received interest from a Utility C a requires only part of the land
to meet their future operational needs. This company is prep ay current market value, whereby
a premium would be expected for a smaller area. The area th quired adjoins the existing sewer
vent.

rms and conditions satisfactory to
Counsel, Brisbane City Legal

Practice. Such terms and conditi®nhs¥gay include the s on of the land.

E&C Committee approval is now sought to:-
1. The sale of Council land known as L '
the Project Director, Asset Opt& nd the
eet for a price either 5% less than or

2. The sale of Council land kno ot 5 Hu
greater than the valuatiocri roperty (sée A ent B).
ch

3. If the land is subdivi e sale of bdivided lot is to be no less than the valuation

(see Attachment@te per s W basis i.e. $654.34sqm.

13.0 Consultation

e David As egal Co ane City Legal Practice (2 August 2012)

e Karlen rector Asset Optimisation, Organisational Services (2 August 2012)
e Stev S, mance dinator, Organisational Services (2 August 2012)

e Greg in, Communi€gti® anager, Corporate Communications (2 August 2012)

All@greeme w%commendation.
14.0 { Implications o

15, Com@l i cenfidenge
N\

16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact

This submission is consistent with a Smart and Prosperous City - Managing Council’s finances and
assets effectively to provide the best value for money for ratepayers. '
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17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

refbmmendation sh A
Q 4@
Q

Customer impact

Nil

Environmental impact
Nil

Policy impact

Nil

Financial impact

The sale of Council land known as Lot 5 Hurworth Street, Bowen Hills will sell f@% to, or

greater than the valuation of the property (Attachment B) in 2012/13.
The cost of disposing of this property will be approximately $108,000 (if sold<at atigh) including:
o Valuations costs from Savills of $4,500
e Sales Commission at 2% (equating to $100,000 if sold at valuation).
e Conveyance of approximately $3,500 based on Brisban @ Practice charges
The costs of disposal can be covered from current budget.
Human resource impact
Nil
Urgency ‘ \ @
During the course of normal business. & %
Publicity/marketing strategy v v
Nil. O @

Options V\

Option 1:  Appr omme @
Option 2:  Not a erec da '

qendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
ecorded here.

on.

Option preferred

NB 4if, the cer’s reco

N




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

E&C
20 AUG 2012 - 08

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/566
Title

Airport Link / Northern Busway — Transfer of Council Land to the State.

Issue/purpose
To seek approval to subdivide Council Land and transfer land to the State.
Propon'ent

Gregg Buyers, Acting Executive Manager, City Projects Ofﬁce, ext 37329.
Submission prepared by

Terry Baker, Senior Land Acquisition Officer, City Projects Offi
Date

20 August 2012

For E&C approval or recommendation to Cofl
For E & C approval.
If for recommendation to Councilgi
N/A.

Recommended for publi

Immediate release.

Chairman

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

fuk

Councillor Adrian Schrinner

ACTING EXECUTIVE MANAGER DEPUTY MAYOR
CITY PROJECTS OFFICE CHAIRMAN

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

bhiakbab, SbbohnenbabebEaR eSO RREATEA P RARRE AP RRORSS (]

CHIEFE Wi,mé EOFFICER CA12/216791 1
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12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

20.0

21.0

Background

On 19 October 2006, the Establishment and Coordination Committee approved that all Council
controlled land required for the Airport Link / Northern Busway Project would be provided to the State.
Although the individual allotments to be provided to the State were not indentified by real property
description, at the time, the value of the land was estimated at $20.9 million. '

A number of Council’s lots only required part of the land to be transferred to the State or dedicated as
road. The State did not have the necessary subdivision plans available. To resolve the issue the
State entered into licence arrangements for access to enter and construct, and upon completion of the
works, to prepare plans of subdivision for the necessary land requirements.

That land is listed in Schedule A.

Approval is now sought for the subdivision of the Council land listed in Sched
and Northern Busway Projects and the transfer of that land to the State.

Consultation
e Scott Stewart, Acting Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastruc

e Craig Stevens, Manager, Corporate Communication.
o David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal

3 July 2012)

All are in agreement witH the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

The subdivision of the land and transfer, to
declaration to proceed.

low the future tollway and busway
Commercial in confidence

No.

jsting transport network which is consistent with the
6/2017, in particular Program 3: Moving Brisbane: 3.3

Financial impact

Council has previously agreed to transfer land required for Airport Link / Northern Busway for $20

million. The State paid Council $20 million in late October 2008.

Human resource impact

Nil.

CA12/216791 2
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.22.0

23.0

24.0

Urgency
In the usual course of business.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil.

Options

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.

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

CA12/216791 3
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

-7
@mendatlon
( é Est: i e and Coordination Committee re € in accordance with the draft
xecu@ger Chairman

E&C
20A06 202 -09 <x-
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/550
Relevant subject matter files

112/20/259/39, 112/685//699/1-01, 364/170(2/P3), 364/130(2), 364/170(2/P1)

Title
Offer of compensation for resumption of land and easements over Council land.
Issue/purpose

To accept an offer to settle compensation for the resumption éasements by the

Coordinator-General on behalf of the State of Queensland. O .

Proponent

Gregg Buyers, Acting Executive Manager, City Projects Office} Ex 7329

Submission prepared by

Office ,Ext 36958.

Jonathan Skelton, Senior Acquisition Officer Ci @ c
Date \ @
20 August 2012. &
For E&C approval or recomG% C%ﬂv

E&C Approval.

If for recommendatlo oC heil, i Vresolutlon re ‘under an Act optocal Law?
. nna

N/A. / L

Recomme publlc reledN@ = == =000 el

= Lord Mayor

640 %

termmatl n in Attachment “B”.

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

i

Gregg Buyers Councillor Adrian Schrinner

ACTING EXECUTIVE MANAGER DEPUTY MAYOR
CITY PROJECTS OFFICE CHAIRMAN INFRASTRUCTURE

| Recomi ingly COMMITTEE

.......
..............
--------------------
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C

12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

18.0

‘the summary tables at Attachment “D1” and Attachment "D2"). Following sme

Background

On 25 May 2010, the Queensland Coordinator-General resumed land and easements over Council
land for the Western Recycled Water Pipeline Scheme. The pipeline extends from the Luggage Point
and Gibson Island Treatment Plants, through the southern suburbs of Brisbane via Ipswich to
Wivenhoe Dam (refer map at Attachment “C”).

The underground pipeline corridor is protected by easements and encumbers 92 Council owned
properties. Council land was also resumed for construction of pumping and treatment facilities. All of
the land is vacant of improvements and the majority of the land is designated parkland, affected by
local creek and waterway flooding and subject to existing easements.

The Coordinator-General originally made an offer to settle compensation arising fro
in the amount of $1,838,700. Council obtained independent valuations i
compensation due to Council in the amount of $2,385,279 excluding disturbanc

review of the valuation assessments an offer has been received to settle ¢
of $2,570,289 under all heads. The offer from the Coordinator General i
is recommended for acceptance.

It is therefore recommended that the Establishment and

inati i Committee resolve in
accordance with the draft determination set out Attachment “B”. g

Consultation

tructure (11July 2012)
8gal Practice (11July 2012)

Scott Stewart, Acting Divisional Manager, Brisb
David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brlsb

Craig Stevens, Manager, Corporate Co
Lyndal Plant, Program Delivery Man
Peter Hillas, Manager, Land Acqu

las, & Prqec%
All are in agreement with the reco

Implications of proposa @
If the recommendatio ed, %chlve compensation for the resumptions.
Commercial in nce Q~

No.

isiop/Corporate

gg'oti'a lement offer is in accordance with Council's management obligations of finances
nd assetsii to Wrovide the best value for money for ratepayers.

C@er impact

Environmental impact

Not applicable.
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19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Policy impact

Nil.

Financial impact

Council will receive revenue in the amount of $2,570,289.

Human resource impact

N/A

Urgency

In the normal course of business.

Publicity/marketing strategy Q ‘::r .
N/A ’ 3

Options

Option 1:  Approve the recommendation %,

Option 2:  Not approve the recommen \ @ .
Option 1 is the preferred option. . a

NB: If the officer’'s recommendati t follo e reasons for departure from that
recommendation should b@ d hgre@




1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0 .

5.0
6.0
7.0

8.0

9.0

QL

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE 8C
20 A6 202-10

Primary File number
137/800/1121/580

Related subject matter file
137/695/586/2

Title

2011-2012 Annual Report from the Office of the Disputes Commissioner
Issue/purpose

To give notification to E&C of the work performed by the Office of f
Commissioner during 2011-2012 3

Proponent < !
Rebecca McAnalen, Acting Executive Manager, Oﬁlc Executive

Submission prepared by
Paul Wesener, Disputes Commissioner, ex 4

Date

20 August 2012
For E&C approval or reéom tlon to C

For E&C approval < , =
¥ “ft' Wi
If for recommendat ouncilyis a || resolution required ,, ran
4 e o

or Local Law’?

Not applica

Recofamendation for p réf€ase ] /
diate relea
ecommen % %
N\ |
hat E e e contents of the attached 2011-2012 Annual Report for the Office
of th ommissioner. :

0®nsmnal Manager Committee Chairman
\ I, Reject the recommendagjon.

/2 Q . i If reject, Se state reason

Cr Julian Simmonds
Rebecca McAnalen CHAIR FINANCE, ECONOMIC
AlExecutive Manager DEVELOPMENT & ADMINISTRATION
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

| RecommengAGoepdingly

TR
----------------------------------------------




12.0

13.0

21.0

Background

Customers may write to the Disputes Commissioner to further dispute a penalty
infringement notice (ie. an on the spot fine) following an initial review by the area of
Council which issued the infringement notice. As part of its function, the Office of the
Disputes Commissioner is required to report annually to the Chief Executive Officer.
The attached report provides a summary of the work carried out by the Office of the
Disputes Commissioner during the 2011-2012 year.

The report contains details of:

e Disputes processed
e The rate of infringement notice waivers
e |dentified system issues and recommended solutions.

It is proposed that E&C note the contents of the attached 2011-2012
for the Office of the Disputes Commissioner.

Consultation

e Rebecca McAnalen, Acting Executive Manager, Office @h f Executive
Is in agreement with the recommendation

Implications of proposal

Nil
Commercial in confidence ' O
Nil &\ %

Vision/Corporate Plan impa

overnance Program to ensure the
governance of Brisan ity is accou d transparent (Program 10). The

Corporate Plan also ines Coungil's g be a customer focused organisation
(Program 9). g Office” of the WOmmissioner provides customers with an

independe I arent réview’ proéess for penalty infringement notice disputes.

Custome Q~

En onmenf li ct
B S
Policy impa
~

Nil

@ancial impact

Human resource impact

Nil
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22.0 Urgency
In the.normal course of business
23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

At the discretion of E&C

24.0 Options

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.
NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons
from that recommendation should be recorded here.




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

E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 27 AUGUST 2012
SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION

NUMBER _ FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE LT FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
27/08-01 137/800/1121/584 Brisbane Extend Tenure of Brisbane Powerhouse Director .

M Lifestyle Approved Immediate Release

0 137/800/1121/567 Brisbane The Role of Local Government ressing

= N? e Lifestyle Homelessness Survey Approved Immediate Release

' 103/625/387/23
27/08-03 152//160/516/329 CPAS Toombul Nundah Neighbo Approved Not Applicable

R .
27/08-04 137/800/1121/570 CPAS Review of Australia dard ( 2021-2000 -

M , Acoustics Nois Us — Bdildi itng and Approved Immediate Release

Construction
' 2012 Loca vern ueensland
27/?\,? 6s 137/800/1121/576 OLMCEO (LGAQ) An nferenc d Motions Withdrawn Immediate Release
Stores Bo ubmis w Farm Riverwalk

27/08-06 Ll OLMEED Réplagement Project - ction Contractor:

M BI1 -11/12. Approved Immediate Release

165/210/179/370
27/(:\,?_07 137/800/1121/575 Approved Immediate Release
27/(:_?—08 134/695/317/4 Approved Not Applicable
27/0RB-09 134/135/86/49 QO Approved Not Applicable
¥ Annual Operational Plan progress and Quarterly

27/05 = Te/eg @ Financial Report for the period ended June 2012 Approved Not Applicable
27/08-11 | 134/135/86/82 rganisational | 2012-13 Budget - First Review el B el

R % Services : Hprove AP

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, K Adams, M Bourke, A Cooper, D McLachlan, P Matic & J Simmonds.
7 A1
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Text Box
M - Indicates an E&C Committee decision (or minute item), which is included in this document.
R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can be accessed through the Council Minutes, which are available for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George Street, Brisbane. 



E&C

- 7-01
i SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION 86!\%! E

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/584
Related subject matter files
Nil.

2.0 Title

Extend Tenure of Brisbane Powerhouse Director
3.0 Issue/purpose

To extend the tenure of Geoff Cooper, director of Brisbane Powerhouse Pt
4.0 Proponent

Paul Salvati, A/Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifestyle
5.0 Submission prepared by

Diane Quinn, Company Secretary, ext 34740
6.0 Date

2 7 AUG 2012

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendati o&n

E&C approval

LY

res%tion required under an Act or Local Law?

8.0 If for recommendation to C
Not applicable

9.0 Recommended

10.0

nd the tenure of Geoff Cooper as director of Brisbane Powerhouse
12 for a further 3 years.

Chairman
| Support /-Rejeet the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

Wéﬁ/m/o

Paul Salvati Councillor Krista Adams
ACTING DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
BRISBANE LIFESTYLE BRISBA_NE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE

e sese T raveanbatiasnsns i T resdosarar s rnrFti bl

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

O




12.0 Background

Following an amendment to the constitution of Powerhouse in 2008, the tenure of directors of the
Brisbane Powerhouse Pty Ltd (“Powerhouse”) appointed after that amendment is limited to 3 years.

The constitution does not prohibit re-appointment of a director, if both E&C (as Council's delegate) and
the relevant director agree with this course of action.

Geoff Cooper's tenure will expire on the 31 August 2012, and he has indicated that he is willing to
continue as a director, if E&C confirms his appointment.

Approval is sought to re-appoint Geoff Cooper to the position of director of Pow&rhouse from
1 September 2012 for a further 3 years.

13.0 Consultation
e Lorraine Gregory, Manager, Healthy and Vibrant Communities
Is in agreement with the recommendation.
14.0 Implications of proposal

The Powerhouse will retain an experienced director, with a ile
programming and digital media issues.

15.0 Commercial in confidence

No. ' \
16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact \
- The policy and the plan are linked to t@ving Corp

“5.1 THRIVING ARTS AND CULT

We will be a community t
cultural life of our diverse

17.0 Customer impac

21.0 Nn; resource impact

Nil.
22.0 Urgency

Urgent, as Geoff Cooper’s tenure will expire on 31 August 2012.




23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy
Nil.
24.0 Options
Option 1:  Approve the recommendation.

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for depa
recommendation should be recorded here.
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27 AUG £ - 09~
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/567
Relevant subject matter files
103/625/387/23

2.0 Title

The Role of Local Government in Addressing Homelessness Survey
3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to provide a response to the Role of Local
Homelessness Survey received from the University of Adelaide.

4.0 Proponent
Paul Salvati, Acting Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifestyle
5.0 Submission prepared by
Robert Law, Acting Community Development Manag@i,
6.0 Date
27 AUG 2012
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation t
E&C approval
8.0 If for recommendation t

No

'siona’l”Managek Chairman

support ommendation | Support / Rejeet-the recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

Paul Salvati Councillor Krista Adams
ACTING DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
BRISBANE LIFESTYLE BRISBANE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE

| Recommesaeldrcingtly

CHIEF EXECUTIVE QFFICER




12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

20.0 Fi%l impact
"N

21.0

Background

The University of Adelaide has requested Brisbane City Council’s participation in a survey titled “The
Role of Local Government in Addressing Homelessness” (Attachment C).

The national survey aims to collect data on what local governments across Australia are doing in the
areas of homelessness and affordable housing. Research findings will be used to develop a best
practice guide for local governments and inform federal and state governments on how they can better
empower local governments to address homelessness within their jurisdictions.

The survey also provides Brisbane City Council an opportunity to share the innovative work Council is
doing in the homelessness and affordable housing sector.

E&C approval is now sought to provide a response to the Role of Local Government
Homelessness Survey as set out in Attachment B.

Consultation
e Pam Dobson, Acting Manager Inclusive Communities, Community Li

e Craig Stevens, Corporate Communication Manager, Corporate C
e Brandon Bouda, Urban Planner, City Planning and Economic

ion, 9 July 2012
nt, Z.June 2012
&

All are in agre‘ement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

Inclusion in the survey and the subsequent researcfifin "" j§s may-influence how Council addresses
homelessness and affordable housing issues i Y

Commercial in confidence
No

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The survey is linked to the:
e Living in Brisbane
Annual Plan,

on.of a Frigdly g8afe City.

\,;;St‘:r“”até‘( .4 ‘Sosfal Inclusion’ — Brisbane is an inclusive city where
whereg@ reater risk of exclusion are supported to participate

Human resource impact

Nil
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22.0 Urgency

As soon as possible. The original response was required by 19 June, however Council sought an
extension until the end of August.

23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy

The University of Adelaide has advised that the information supplied by Brisbane City Council will be
treated confidentially and that none of the participants in the survey will be individually identifiable in

the report findings. With Brisbane City Council's permission, Council will be listed in an appendix as a
participant in the research;

There may be an indirect opportunity with the resdlts of the survey to leverage attenti
publicise Council's activities through our Homeless Connect events. '

24.0 Options

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

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer’'s recommendation is not followed, thek
recommendation should be recorded here.
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

E&C

27 AUG 2012 - 0 4
- SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/570

Title

Review of Australian Standard (AS) 2021-2000 — Acoustics Noise Intrusion — Building Siting and
Construction.

Issue/purpose

To seek approval for a written response from Council to the Commonweal
Infrastructure and-Transport regarding the review of Australian Standard (AS) 202130
Noise Infrusion — Building Siting and Construction.

Proponent

Submission prepared by

Alex Marchuk, Senior Program Officer (Environmental Noisé
Branch, ext. 36186.

Date

20 August 2012.

For E&C approval or recommendatiop

5, 5
L2
B
B

tion reqﬁ'g lﬁﬁaﬁ:ﬁg o%o@l Law?

217 AU 201 /7
o T

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

Lord Mayor

Immediate relefige O
Recommey d ation M

For E&C approval.
If for recommendation to Cof

N/A

Recommended fo

Coordination Committee approve Council's response to the
of Infrastructure and Transport regarding the review of Australian
coustics Noise Intrusion — Building Siting and Construction, as outlined in

Chairman
| Support / RefecttheTecommmendation.
If reject, plgase state reasons.
w
Vicki Pethybridge Copuncillor Matthew Bourke
ACTING DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION SUSTAINBILITY COMMITTEE

| Recommepd rdingly

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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12.0

13.0

Background

The Commonwealth Government is currently proposing some significant changes to the way aircraft
noise impacts are managed around airports.

- These proposed changes include increasing the planning controls around airports and changing the

aircraft noise criteria that applies to new development by using a measure called the N70 contour
(number of flights above 70 decibels).

Council made a submission on the Draft National Airports Safeguarding Framework to the
Commonwealth Department of Infrastructure and Transport (DIT) on 20 March 2012 (Letter from Colin
Jensen to Mr Scott Stone, General Manager Aviation Environment, Department of Infrastructure and
Transport) raising Council’s concerns with the proposed changes.

DIT did not proceed with its original proposal. However, as an interim step it is n&Wg itting its
proposed changes to Standards Australia for inclusion in a proposed revised S
(AS2021-2000). This standard is intrinsically linked to the effective functionifigsg

%Bragéh (NES) completed a
2021-2000. The review

use by DIT to implement the changes
proposed in the Draft National Airports Safegua ork, This would have significant negative

implications for land use planning around airpgsts, *

In a media release of 8 March 2012, t that in Brisbane the impact could
be to jeopardise as many as 15,000 dwel ; -7 Billion across an area of 163 square
kilometres. e

It is recommended that the Es
the Commonwealth Depa
Standard (AS) 2021-20Q0Q —
“Attachment B”.

ination Committee approve Council’s response to
ransport regarding the review of Australian
— Building Siting and Construction, as outlined in

Consultation

atural Environment & Sustainability, 26 July 2012.
Planning, 26 July 2012.

ith the recommendation.

Impications proposal

Th ‘.% onwealth Department of Infrastructure and Transport seeks to dramatically expand the area
@ity subject to land use planning restrictions due to aircraft noise based on the N70 contour, by
rec@mmending changes to AS 2021-2000.
In a media release of 8 March 2012, the Urban Taskforce estimated that in Brisbane the impact could
be to jeopardise as many as 15,000 dwellings, worth $3.7 billion across an area of 163 square
kilometres. )

If Council does not make a submission to the Department of Infrastructure and Transport there is a risk
that future development around Brisbane'’s airports may be significantly restricted.




15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Commercial in confidence

No.

Vision/Corporate Plan impact
Nil.
Customer impact

Nil.

Environmental impact
The Commonwealth Department of Infrastructure and Transport intends to
requirements for development around airports. Council’s noise specialists vig
as excessive and without scientific justification. The current AS 2021-2000
Plan is already in line with current world’s best practice and is among the W
planning standards.
Policy impact

Changes to AS 2021-2000 could require amendment to the
Financial impact
In a media release of 8 March 2012, the Urban
kilometres.
Human resource impact

No direct impact.

Urgency

ugust®012. Given that the proposed changes would have
d anning around airports, it would in Council’s best
jon.

(he recommendation.

> recommendation.
grove the recommendation.
preferred option.

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

27 AUG 2012 - 0 6
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0  Primary file number
137/800/1121/586.
Related subject matter files
165/210/179/370.
2.0 Title
Stores Board Submission — New Farm Riverwalk Replacement Project — Construc
Contractor: BI130030-11/12.
3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee for ficant..
Contracting Plan in relation to construction of the New Farm Riverw eplacement Project.
4.0 Proponent
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer.
5.0 Submission prepared.by
Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Mana
6.0 Date \
27 August 2012. &
7.0 For E&C approval or recomme%to Coun
For E&C approval. @
8.0 If for recommendat Cl| is a W olution required under an Act or Local Law?
No. @
9.0 hfo¥public %
‘e.
1 1
@ the E lishiient and Co-ordination Committee approves the attached submission.

11.0

0”‘

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

13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

9.0~ g impact
& tted in accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and

20.0

21.0

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled
submission on 21 August 2012.

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

CONTRACT NO. CONTRACT TITLE REASON FOR SUBMISSI

B1130030-12/13 New Farm Riverwalk For E&C approval
Replacement Project —
Construction Contractor

Consultation

* The Chief Executive Officer

» Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure g
« Executive Manager, City Projects Office

» Stores Board " ~

* Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendatio

Implications of proposal .

The recommended process will prox&\ t adv tcome for Council.
Commercial in conf'dence ?

Not Applicable.

Vision/Corporate Plan

The recommep @) is sub I ontribute to the efficient management of the
City's resourt ’
Custo @t
ission cov rying out of work to meet Council approved programs.

Environmental i
ted in line with Council's policy on the use of environmentally friendly

cts. Environmental considerations will be taken into account in the
evaluatignl of tenders where applicable.

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

Not Applicable
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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 th
from that recommendation should be recorded here.




27 AUG 012 - o7
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number

137/800/1121/575

20  Title
2012 Local Government Association of Queensland (LGAQ) Annual Conference — Delegates and
Observers

3.0 Issue/purpose

To gain E&C approval for councillors to attend the 2012 LGAQ Annual Conferenceha ggplace in
Brisbane from Monday 22 October to Thursday 25 October, and to apportjon s voting

entitlements. ,
4.0 Proponent @
Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Executive

5.0  Submission prepared by ' A

Jo Gibney, Project Officer, Office of the Chief Executive, ext

6.0 Date

2 7 AUG 2012

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to \

For E&C approval - &
8.0 If for recommendation to Council,%ncil resQluti
N/A < , @

9.0 Recommended for p Iic&se V
Immediate releas@

10.0 Recommendatio
1. Th ret de
n

and €r Peter Matic be approved to attend the LGAQ 2012 Annual

ce as Cou | delegates.
2. abhat the, two d referred to in (1) be allocated Council's entitlement of 14 votes, to be
shared.equall

Councillors nominated at E&C’s discretion be approved to attend the LGAQ
nce as observers. M/() 2L ~Frvratori—o Za?/#7 ,,.///W’f
2

T —4«'\///4«2‘;‘&‘%}‘/ @W/\z/u{ Z .

ional er Chairman
I / Reject the recommendation.
& ct,plﬁe state reasons. .
e
e

SN
Peter Rule Cr Julian Simmonds
EXECUTIVE MANAGER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE DEVELOPMENT & ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE

I RecommepgZetfrdingly '

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
90



12.0

13.0

14.0

16.0

< ’ networkstian

18.0

19.0

Background

The 2012 Annual Conference of the Local Government Association of Queensland (LGAQ) will be held
at the Brisbane Convention and Exhibition Centre from Monday 22 October to Thursday 25 October
this year. : :

This year’s theme is “Making a Difference — Growing Queensland’s Four Pillar Economy.”

Council has traditionally approved Councillors to attend this conference. Under LGAQ rules, Brisbane
is permitted to provide two official delegates, as well as any number of observers. Delegates can
exercise Council’s voting entitlement of 14 votes, which can be divided between the delegates in any
way that Council sees fit.

Please note that registration fees for two delegates are included in Council’seafafal AQ
membership.

At the 2011 conference the votes were allocated to Councillor Margaret de Witghd C llor Matthew
Bourke. Councillor Margaret de Wit is currently both a board member AQ¥and Council’s

representative on the LGAQ Executive.

E&C’s approval is sought as follows:

- that Cr Margaret de Wit and Cr Peter Matic be appro @d the LGAQ 2012 Annual
Conference as Council’s official delegates;

- that the two delegates referred to in (1) equally share Couficil’'sfentitlement of 14 votes ie 7 votes

each; and _
- that three additional Councillors nominated at E & retion be approved to attend the LGAQ

2012 Annual Conference as observers.
Consultation O
Rebecca McAnalen, Councillor Executiv'&p& Gove% ices Manager.

Implications of proposal

SRR
Commercial in confidence\

Nil V @V
Vision/Corporat %pact

Consist h /13 — /17 porate Plan Objective 9.2 which states we will:

Work with Stger governmeRf§ and organisations for the benefit of the local community, city and region

Parthering wi
portin

ot evels of government and
oyficil’$ involvement in regional, capital city and local government associations,

L

Customer im t
Nil

nmental impact

z ?0

Policy impact

Consistent with the established policy that the Brisbane City Council voices its position on local
government issues through its representation at the LGAQ.



20.0 Financial impact
Registration costs for two Councillors are included in Council’'s annual membership fees paid to LGAQ.
Therefore costs for two Councillors would be as follows:
- no travel or accommodation costs (conference is being held in Brisbane)
- official conference dinner $140 per person
- miscellaneous expenses if required.

- If more attendees are approved (as observers) then the registration costs would be $1320 per person
if early bird registration is used (ie registration prior to 14/9/2012).

Funds are available under cost éode 1011 5030150000()063300000 for conference fees@

21.0 Human resource impact
Nil @

22.0 Urgency

In the normal course of business. However, early approval will ensure argminimised by taking
advantage of early bird conference. Early bird registration closes o@ 12.

23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy , ' %

Not required.

24.0 Options O
1. To approve the attendance and Mﬂ of CoungillOeg angthe apportioning of Council’s
votes at the 2012 National Gen€raWdssembly of Ifoc nment.
2. Not to approve the attenda and n@mination of nalllors and the apportioning of Council’s
~votes at the 2012 National %ssembuv overnment.
Option 1 is the preferred XC) @
NB: If the officer’s re mendation ignogfollgwed, then the reasons for departure from that
recommendation ecord@

Q.

Q.

O ¥

<
@ <
NO
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