E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 5 AUGUST 2013

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
05/08-01 152/160/414/182 CPAS Amendment to the Brisbane City Plan 2000

Appendix 5 Brisbane Priority Infrastructur Y. N y
R 109/800/286/239- 2011 ApPrgyed eIkl
03
05/08-02 109/695/586/2 OLMCEO Contracts and Tendering — Repo
Contracts accepted by Delegat Approved Not applicable
R
05/08-03 137/800/1121/913 OLMCEO Stores Board Submissio
Plan for the Supply a Approved Immediate release
M 165/830/179/113 GVM and above
05/08-04 165/830/179/102 OLMCEO Stores Board @m— Iieas peration of
the Brunswick C"(?ffee ‘ Approved Not applicable
g | N
05/08-05 | 137/800/1121/903 | Organisation | Settin imfmt ggfior lots at TradeCoast
al Services te. to the Development i Nt far ralagss
M 364/46/3(1481/A1) een TradeCoast Central PP
ast Land Pty Ltd
05/08-06 109/268/608/15 CPA ouncil Adopted Infrastructure
ate Policy for eligible organisations Approved Not applicable
R
05/08-07 137/800/1121/920 ";; 2Qfise  on the Queensland Parliamentary
GOmmittee Inquiry into Cycling Issues Approved Immediate release
M
05/08-08 137/800 Rescind Lower Oxley Creek South Neighbourhood
Plan Approved Not for release

M
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 5 AUGUST 2013

SUBMISSION

RECOMMENDATION

NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
05/08-09 152/160/516/322 CPAS Lower Oxley Creek South Neighbourhood Plan g
Approved Not applicable
il fﬁ“&‘tﬁ?&
Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, K Adams, M Bourke, A Cooper, D McLachl S-i"f'hmonds.

R - Indicates an E&C Committee recommendation to full Council. Details can
for inspection on Level 2 of the Brisbane Square Library, 266 George Street, Bri
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7
@t the Establish Co-ordination Committee approves the attached sul@m.

E&C
05AU6 208 03

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/913.

Related subject matter files
165/830/179/113.

Title

Stores Board Submission - Significant Contracting Plan for the Supply and Devew@@

tonne GVM and above.

Issue/purpose

To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee of @ Sigifi Contracting Plan
to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement in retation to the S nd Delivery of Trucks 4.5

tonne GVM and above. :

Proponent .
Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer.

Submission prepared by

Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Manages ional Services Division.
Date &\ Q

For E&C approval or recommend Council

For E&C approval. < , ' V E D

If for recommendation to\lncil, is a%%ution req#e?y)geﬂng:t or Local Law?
/ - ' Vi /_/';’ j,'/

Not applicablegy @ 5 A 2013/.. )

b"c r sauspdadgeneashssventae DR . e
Lord Mayor
g 7

Im €.
Rec endation

11Nark Johnston Colin Jensen
CTING CORPORATE RISK MANAGER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES



12.0 Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on
23 July 2013.

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
SP0O130222-12/13. Supply and Delivery of Trucks 4.5 For E&C approval.
tonne GVM and above.

It is recommended that the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee approy€s thegttached
submission.

13.0 Consultation %
» Executive Manager, Field Services Group < ,

« Stores Board
= Relevant Divisional Officers

14.0 Implications of proposal

All are in agreement with the recommendation. E %

The recommended process will provide the mo @ tageous gtitcome for Council.
15.0 Commercial in confidence &\

Not Applicable. %

16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan imp
The recommendation of thig,s igsion will co utghto the efficient management of the City's

resources.

17.0  Customer imp V @V
The submissio the c work or supply of goods and services to meet Council

approve grams.

18.0 Env ental impa
enderers are ev iMtine with Council's policy on the use of environmentally friendly and
recygled prodyets. ironmental considerations will be taken into account in the evaluation of tenders
e appligabl

QPolic impact

itted in ‘accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tendering.
20.0 mial impact ‘

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

Not Applicable.



22.0 Urgency
As soon as possible.

23.0 ' Publicity/marketing strategy
As Required.

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 %Are frc;m that
recommendation should be recorded here.

‘bO
O
Q g@
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E&C

05 AUG 285 05
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/903

Relevant subject matter files

364/46/3 (1481/A1)

Title

Setting of minimum sale prices for lots at TradeCoast Central Estate pursuantge,th velopment
Agreement entered into between TradeCoast Central Pty Ltd and TradeCoast

Issue/purpose

To obtain shareholder approval to set minimum sale prices for lots 10811 , 32, 33, 34, 35, 36,

37, 38, 39, 41, 43, 60, 152, 153, 156, and alternate lots 50 and t deCoast Central to enable
these lots to be taken to market for sale.

Proponent
Greg Evans, Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, Ext: 1

Submission prepared by
lan Walker, A/ Project Director, Asset Optimis@ nisational Services Ext: 34539

Date
05 AUG 2013 A %Q/

For E&C approval or recommen to Counci

E&C approval

If for recommendation if; i i ution required under an Act or Local Law?
Not applicable V
Recommendeg Iease

Not for releas ’ Q~




10.0 Recommendation

That the Establishment & Coordination Committee, representing the shareholders of TradeCoast Land
Pty Ltd, approve the setting of minimum sale prices for lots 10, 11, 22, 23, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38,
39, 41, 43, 60, 152, 153, 156, and alternate lots 50 and 70 at TradeCoast Central as follows:

Lot# Aesery O ATmImiend | B

10 on SP 231848 29,010 redacted redacted

11 on SP 224069 19,640 redacted redacted

22 on SP 231848 46,340 redacted redact
23 on SP 236620 26,540 redacted
60 on SP 236620 76,870 redacted
152 on SP 231832 1,831 redacted
153 on SP 231832 13,200 redacted
156 on SP 231832 4,667 redacted
Stages 5& 6

32 16,080 redacted

33 31,820 redacted

34 8,615 redacted

35 42,540 redacted redacted

36 31,620 acted redacted

37 24,600 redacted redacted

38 redécte redacted

39 d redacted

41 te redacted

43 ted redacted

Alternate Lots
50 (combined 33 & 35 73,95 redacted redacted
70 (combined 39 & 85,340 redacted redacted

T %Y

Divisional Manager Chairman
I Reject the recommendation.

% If reject, pleas?a‘(e reasons.
—/_z’// r

eg Evans Councillor Julian Simmonds
IONAL GE CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
GANISATIONALYSERVICES AND ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

N




12.0 Background

TradeCoast Land Pty Ltd (TCL) is a proprietary company wholly owned by Brisbane City Council. This
company was created by Council, pursuant to Section 498(1) of the Local Government Act 1993 and
Section 46 of the City of Brisbane Act 1924, in order to engage in an enterprise arrangement for the
development and sale of Council owned land at the former Brisbane Airport Site, now known as
TradeCoast Central.

At its meeting on 11 January 2008, the Establishment & Coordination Committee approved @ number
of changes to the Company Constitution of TCL, including the following:

“The Directors will require the approval of the Shareholders (E&C Committee) f
(1) The setting and / or adjusting of minimum prices for the sale of any Igt!

Stage 1 of the TradeCoast Central development was completed in 2007. Tge%édtch gf lots in Stage 2
was created in 2009 and the batch of lots in Stage 3 created in 2010. There tage 4. Stage 5
was created in March 2013 and Stage 6 has recently been created in a with the subdivision
plan (refer Attachment B) and approved through plan sealing.

Pursuant to Clause 11.5 of the Development Agreement betw, TradeCoast Central Pty Lid
(TCC), an independent valuer, LandMark White Pty Ltd, icfed by TCC and prepared their
assessment to determine minimum sale prices for the subject 10ts. C has subsequently presented a
set of the LandMark White Pty Ltd valuations for lots 1081, 22723, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 41,
43, 60, 152, 153 and 156, and alternate lots 50 (c ine®ylots 33 and 35) and 70 (combined lots 39
and 41 ) at TradeCoast Central (refer Attachme \

TCL also briefed Knight Frank Pty Lid to p

d) set Of@ent valuations for comparison
In preparing the valuation, Knight Fra | td took into @cc following:

purposes (refer report extract in Attach \

e The lots are registered wi arate title;
e The lots are classifie g&eral industrial p ;
e All services are cofinected)t® the indi Idts to enable the immediate development of the

he form of filling and / or surcharging to facilitate

land;
« No site formgation s will be figguired
w Bus

develop ny pre ntgfination of the allotment (if any) has been fully
remedi
TCLand T gfSubseq agrééd upon a minimum for the sale of each lot. The adopted
values square metre ha een” established following discussion with TCC after considering
locgj te, t gth ime the site has been available for sale and any site dimensions

he e

W vide variabl tilisation or lower than expected development area (see Attachment B).
or theYots in St Rdivision each valuer was requested to assume a ‘closed catchment’ (access
an@l egress to th serviced only by Schneider Road). This has resulted in a higher than

expected vaflance ®@nd in that instance a median negotiated rate has been adopted.

ndMark White | Knight Frank | Negotiated

Valuation Valuation Valuation Comments
($/m?) ($/m?) ($/m?)
% Lower level due to irregular site

boundaries impacting site coverage

mx Ba8 eatne SEABL redacted and the Lot haz been “on the market”
for an extended period.

11 on SP 224069 $250.00 $250.00 redacted

22 on SP 231848 $210.00 $220.00 redacied | Mid-range adopted due to irregular
site boundaries.

23 on SP 236620 $245.00 $245.00 redacted

60 on SP 236620 $195.00 $200.00 redacted Higher range adopted




152 on SP 231832 $345.00 $350.00 redacted Higher range adopted
153 on SP 231832 $215.00 $225.00 redacted .Lr'rr;‘gﬁifgff Liﬁiiisr.i';d e
156 on SP 231832 $240.00 $220.00 redacted xg{:ﬁir"‘:ﬂ";‘X’t"::dﬁe;er‘i’g e
Stages 5 & 6
32 $220.00 $220.00 redacted
Mid-range adopted as valuers differ
33 $225.00 $235.00 redacted in their assessment of “closed
catchment” impact.
34 $225.00 $230.00 redacted Higher range adopt
Mid-range adopte lugfs differ
35 $225.00 $235.00 redacted in their assessme “chgsed
catchment” jmp
Mid-range d as valuers differ
36 $215.00 $225.00 redacted in their S8seé t of “closed
catch
37 $215.00 $220.00 redacted C ]
38 $260.00 $265.00 redacted Syrange adopted
39 $225.00 $230.00 redacted | Higtfer range adopted
41 $225.00 $230.00 reda er range adopted
43 $215.00 $220.00 ~ Higher range adopted
Alternate Lots
50 (combined 33 & 35) $215.00 $225.00
70 (combined 39 & 41) $215.00 ; $220.00 Jacted Higher range adopted

shareholders of TCL, to approve the setti nimum s ices for lots 10, 11, 22, 23, 32, 33,
34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 41, 43, 60, 15 and 70 at TradeCoast Central

as follows:
Lot # %(m

Approval is now sought from the Establishmen % dinatiopgCommittee, representing the
h
R

2 imum Land Rate
Price (3) ($/m?)
10 on SP 23184 29,01 redacted redacted
11 on SP 224069 redacted redacted
redacted redacted
redacted redacted
redacted redacted
redacted redacted
redacted redacted
redacted redacted
Stages’5 & 6
32 16,080 redacted redacted
31,820 redacted redacted
( ’ 8,615 redacted redacted
5 42,540 redacted redacted
36 31,620 redacted redacted
37 24,600 redacted redacted
\ 38 5,768 redacted redacted
39 29,930 redacted redacted
41 55,220 redacted redacted
43 21,520 redacted redacted
Alternate Lots
50 (combined 33 & 35) 73,950 redacted redacted
70 (combined 39 & 41) 85,340 redacted redacted




13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

Consultation
David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice July 2013
Greg Swain, Corporate Communication Manager, Corporate Communications July 2013

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

Nil

Commercial in confidence

Yes. The minimum sale prices being set should remain confidential to ensure the bes sible result

during marketing. The commercial in confidence sale prices are highlighted in olighout this
submission. ' @

Vision/Corporate Plan impact
This submission is consistent with the following:

Corporate Vision Theme:  Smart and Prosperous City. < ’ '
Council Program: City Governance.

Service Focus: Manage Council’s finances an® asgets effectively to provide the
best value for money for ratepayers®

Customer impact

This submission facilitates the continuing achio he goals identified for TCL.

Environmental impact \
Nil %
Policy impact v

Consistent with current polic<. , '

Financial impact \

Nil. The setting of imurm, Sale pri w unsold lot is a requirement under the Development
Agreement prior, e

Human reso ct

Nil

Urge < ‘L
proval¥s requir a'matter of urgency to ensure TCL can respond to the Project Board in a timely
manker. '
ici ing 'strategy

Approve the recommendation
Not approve the recommendation

Option 1 is the preferred option.

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

10




E&C

05AU6 205 07
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/920
Relevant subject matter files
Not applicable
2.0 Title @
Response on the Queensland Parliamentary Committee Inquiry into Cycling Iss e@
3.0 Issue/purpose
To approve a submission to the Queensland Parliamentary Commltte Ato Cycling Issues
4.0 Proponent
Scott Stewart, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure
5.0 Submission prepared by
Lindsay Enright, Strategic Planning Manager, T ing and Strategy
6.0 Date
05 AUG 2013
7.0 For E&C approval or recommen n to ounci
For E&C approval
8.0 If for recommendation , is a Cou lution rquBtﬂﬁQt%Eo&l Law?
Not appllcable
9.0 Recommen
30 Augus
10.0 Qandatlon '
a E& approv uBmnission to the Queensland Parliamentary Transport, Housing and Local
mment quiry into Cycling Issues as set out in Attachment B.
ivisional Man Chairman
| @ Reject the recommendation.
) If reject, please state reasons. =
A *f( | s el
wart Councillor Peter Matic
/ DIVISIOMANAGER CHAIRMAN PUBLIC AND

BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE ACTIVE TRANSPORT COMMITTEE



12.0

Background

On 7 June 2013 the Legislative Assembly agreed to a motion that a Queensland Parliamentary
Committee — the Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee — undertake an inquiry into a
number of issues to improve the interaction of cyclists with other road users covering:

e short and long term trends in bicycle injuries and fatalities involving motor vehicles;

e evaluation, considering factors such as effectiveness, enforceability and impacts on other road
users of existing and any other alternative road rules, such as the 1m rule, which govern
interaction between cyclists and other road users;

e current penalties and sanctions, including where there are differential fine rates forgyclists
compared to other road users; and

o the potential benefits and impacts of bicycle registration.

The Department of Transport and Main Roads and the Queensland Police Segfice prokided a public
briefing to the Committee on 18 June 2013 briefly outlining these issues. A go the presentation
tabled at the briefing is available on the Committee’s website. This material reviewed to
assist in preparing Council’s proposed submission to the Committee.

Subsequent to the public briefing the Committee called on public sibmis on these issues to be
received by 26 July 2013. Submissions received by the Committee Will bg'placed on the Parliamentary
website. Over 100 submissions have been received predomifia om lobby groups, cyclist groups

and individuals. Two Councils have made submissions being T.oga City Council and Sunshine Coast
Regional Council. The Committee did not directly seek ifgut frorm Brisbane City Council.

The Committee is intending to hold a public hearing.imMBrisbahe on 21 August 2013. Details of this
event are yet to be published.

The Committee is expected to report to the L 8gi Asse 29 November 2013.

A proposed submission to the Committee &C consi been prepared for approval as set

out in Attachment B.
It is recommended that E&C &ppro e submjgSion the Queensland Parliamentary Transport,
Housing and Local Govergment Committee InQuiny’into\Cycling Issues as set out in Attachment B.

13.0 Consultation \ V
e David Ask ygal Coun rishane City Legal Practice
e Craig Ste ger, C at munication
Arein Q/ith the recommendation.
14.0 Imens of prop
@ubmission e t Council's concerns are being considered by the Transport, Housing and
oc

G

No

Governgfilent G6mmittee when preparing its report to the Legislative Assembly.
Commerial cofifidence

1 6.0Corporate Plan impact

17.0

18.0

Customer impact

Nil

Environmental impact

Nil

12



19.0 Policy impact

The content of the formal response is in accordance with Council policies relating to transport planning
and strategy and the Brisbane Active Transport Strategy 2012 — 2026.

20.0 Financial impact
Nil

21.0 Human resource impact
Nil

22.0 Urgency

The period for submissions to the Committee closed on 26 July 2013. The
contacted and will accept submissions up until Tuesday 6 August 2013.

teethas been

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 prefefred option.

NB: If the officer’s recommendatio@owed, %@ons for departure from that

recommendation should be recorded hége.

O«



SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number

E&C
C5AUG 285 --C9 -

137/800/1121/923

Related subject matter files

Not Applicable
2.0 Title

Lower Oxley Creek South Neighbourhood Plan.
3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek Establishment and Coordination Committee approval to rescigd i cision of 29 July 2013
regarding the Lower Oxley Creek South Neighbourhood Plan su brrC

4.0 Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Su@ty Division.

5.0 Submission prepared by

Travis Frew, Senior Urban Planner, City Planm nomic Development Branch.

6.0 Date @
7.0 For E&C approval or recommen % Councnv%

For E&C approval,

8.0 If for recommendat ncll @uncll solution requA‘p'p’ﬂ QtV Ecmaw’?

Not Applicable.
bhc re@
com2ndat|o ; ;ﬁ / 419/ ” )g’ - .
'\wﬁ__—// KM ¥

9.0 Recommegnde |

10.0
S
Thagithe Est t and Coordination Committee rescind its decision of 29 July 2013 régarding
er Ox| Cr k uth Neighbourhood Plan submission.
<1.0 ’
visional Manag Chairman

| support Mject\the recommendation.

gQ If reject, please state reasons.

Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Ama Cooper
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING

CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT
: COMMITTEE

14




12.0

12.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

21.0

2.0

24.0.

Background

On 29 July 2013, the Establishment and Coordination Committee decided to adopt the Lower Oxley
Creek South Neighbourhood Plan and the submission was to be recommended to Council. An error
was detected on the submission. It is therefore recommended that the Establishment and
Coordination Committee rescind its decision of 29 July 2013 regarding the Lower Oxley Creek South
Neighbourhood Plan submission.

Consultation

¢ Kerry Doss, Manager, City Planning and Economic Development (2 August 2013);
e David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (2 August 2013).

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal @
Nil. O

Commercial in confidence
No.

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Nil.

Customer impact \O @
Environmental impact v |

Policy impact

N \/

HumanWesource imp
Nil.
Urgency

As s00 ossible.

3.0 tylmarketing strategy
, w'l

Options

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



Option 1 is the preferred option.

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



E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 12 AUGUST 2013

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
12/08-01 152/160/516/330 CPAS Chermside Centre Neighbourhood Plan _

» Not applicable
12/08-02 152/160/881/252 CPAS Howard Smith Wharves Sub-precinct — Ne Not licabl
i i ' ot applicable
R 152/160/881/384 Teneriffe Hill Local Plan " pp
AN
12/08-03 176/590/785/5 Brisbane Creative Brisbane Creative Econom \ .
R Lifestyle Approved Not applicable

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, K Adams, M Bourke, A Cooper, D M R Mati€ & J Simmonds.
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 19 AUGUST 2013

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
19/08-01 137/800/1121/748 Brisbane Draft Richlands State School Stage 1 Developmen " : P
' ADprove mmediate release
M M12/5899 Lifestyle Plan p °
19/08-02 137/800/1121/930 CPAS Proposed response to the Schools PI @ _
M Development — options paper , pproved Immediate release
19/08-03 137/800/1121/787 CPAS Proposal to create a bounded suburb nfged-Kalingas
e . Approved Not for release
19/08-04 1134/145/86/82 Organisational | 2012-13 Budget — Final A ]
i Services Approved Not applicable
19/08-05 137/800/1121/919 CPAS Queensland Paper:
M Infrastructur Framework Approved Not for release
Review”
19/08-06 152/160/1007/100 CPAS Amendmentg, tostk QEI i age ter Planning Scheme ]
H Poli N N P Approved Not applicable
19/08-07 | 137/800/1121/902 CPAS %5/ May unity  Sustainability  and _
- ‘onment rogram 2013/2014 Approved Immediate release
19/08-08 103/590/785/8 C 2031
Approved Not applicable
R 103/180/9/13
19/08-09 1109/105219/10 afiisatior mé&ndment to Council’s Contract Manual
Berviceds Approved Not applicable
R 109/105/219/
19/08-10 137/800/112 City of Brisbane Investment Corporation (CBIC) Pty Ltd ] )
M ACN 066022 455 Remuneration Withdrawn Not applicable

,118



E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 19 AUGUST 2013

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
19/08-11 134/695/317/101 Organisational | Annual Operational Plan progress and Quarterl ]
R Services Financial Report for the period ended June 2013 é\épVed Not applicable
L
19/08-12 134/135/86/140 Organisational | 2013-14 Budget — First Review \ ]
- Services # '\ “Approved Not applicable

ic & J\S;:fnl@bnds.

; :“ T
g\ggél}éi

%gh the Council Minutes, which are available



105558
Rectangle


1.0

2.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

ThatE&C appreve rtake community consultation on the
opmentPlan ag set out in Attachment C.
Q)

ERC
19 AUG 208 01

SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number

137/800/1121/748

Relevant subject matter files

M12/5899

Title

Draft‘Richlands State School Stage 1 Development Plan

Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to undertake community consultation on the
Stage 1 Development Plan.

Proponent %
Paul Salvati, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifestyle A

Submission prepared by

Lorraine Gregory, Manager, Healthy & Vibrantiteg, extg84725
Date &\ |

For E&C approval or recommen% Counci?%
For E&C approval O v % .

If for recommendation t&ncil, is a ouncilygSolution requi‘lppm @Vlﬁm_aw?
N/A V %V | _
Recommend %Iic re

Imme r

Reco endation @{

hialtds State School

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

raft Richlands State School Stage 1

@vislon Manage : Chairman

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

Kﬂ—z{aww@

Paul Salvati Councillor Krista Adams

DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN

BRISBANE LIFESTYLE BRISBANE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE
I Reco ceerdingly

IRRR R I PN e o R R e RO O R S PR R R Sl L 1

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFF IGZ&%Q



12.0

13.0

14.0

Background

Richlands State School was purchased by Council from the State Government in December 2011 to
develop a community facility. The school site consists of two lots (refer Attachment B):

e Lot 416 on CP 893593 at 50 Pine Road is 1.41 ha and was the oval This lot is zoned
Community Use 4 (Education) under the Brisbane City Plan 2000 and is now zoned Medium
Density Residential (MR) to five storeys under the new Richlands Wacol Corridor
Neighbourhood Plan. It is proposed that this lot will be sold for development and the proceeds

used to fund the development of community facilities on the balance of the site. Thig’will be the
subject of a separate E&C submission.
e Lot 27 on RP 50038 at 75 Old Progress Road is 1.64 ha and contains the s uildings
including the heritage-listed Building A. This lot is zoned Community U ation) under
the Brisbane City Plan 2000 and there is no change in the new Ri€hl col. Corridor
Neighbourhood Plan. This lot is to be developed as a community facilit
The site is currently unoccupied and vandalism is an ongoing problem.

The Draft Richlands State School Stage 1 Development Plan for L@t 27 (Attachment C) includes:

e upgrading and refurbishing Building A as a space for ity groups;

e demolishing Buildings B and D;

e the establishment of an SES facility in and aroun ilding F.(the old Pre-School);

e future expansion of community use (includin the SES) to the areas around Buildings
B, C,DandE;

e potentially demolishing Buildings C, E, e toile

t bleck depending on their condition and
suitability for SES; and
e an informal park linking the exis&a Orchard

Engagement with the communityewill be Yia an infor n Jfact sheet, media releases, targeted
engagement with community organ '

and a co it: ormation session.

E&C approval is now sought to cofiduict co sultation on the draft Richlands State School

N
Stage 1 Development PIX owh in Attac t
List of Attachments: \(

e Attachme oordination Committee Formal Submission Summary

® i |
Cons To)§ &
t Stroud Br%ager, Community Lifestyle — 27 May 2013

e VanessaF ger Inclusive Communities, Community Lifestyle — 27 May 2013
o} Lowry Beyd, ocal Controller for Brisbane, Asset Services — 27 May 2013
Gre jh, Cerporate Communication Manager, Corporate Communication — 27 May 2013

e Ti t_Branch Manager, Asset Services — 27 May 2013
o AsKeérn, Chief Legal Counsel, BCLP — 27 May 2013
o Joh rdan, Branch Manager, Natural Environment Water And Sustainability — 27 May 2013
Helen Favelle, Principal Program Officer, NEWS —~ 28 May 2013
Q‘an Walker, Project Director, Asset Optimisation — 27 May 2013
artin Reason, Infrastructure Coordinator and Urban Design Manager — City Planning and
Economic Development — 31 May 2013
¢« Matt Rolley, A/Manager Neighbourhood Planning and Urban Renewal, City Planning and
Economic Development — 31 May 2013

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
Implications of proposal

Community engagement will enable Council to plan for the community's current and future needs.
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15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

Commercial in confidence
No
Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The Draft Richlands State School Stage 1 Development Plan delivers the following Living in Brisbane
2026 Vision city-wide outcomes:

e Inclusive, caring communities

¢ Learning and informed communities

e Active and healthy communities

¢ Connected and engaged communities

The Development Plan is also linked to the Corporate Plan 2012-2013fto 420 b2017 Program
outcomes of 4.4 Social Inclusion and 4.5 Well-Managed Community Faciliies\ufidegProgram 4 - Your
Brishane.

Customer impact e
The school was built by the local community and there gative reaction when it was

closed. There will be interest from the community in what C%roposmg.

There has been interest from several community groups, in using, the facility so there is likely to be
general support for the proposal.

Environmental impact O
B 'Q‘ %Q/

Policy impact

Nil
Financial impact \O @
Human resou 0 E @

relea is will'include a letter box drop of the immediate area and an onsite event.

tion 2: Amend the recommendation

4.0 Stions
& 1: Approve the recommendation

Option 3: Not approve the recommendation
Option 1 is the preferred option.

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



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

10.0

1.

E&C

19 AUG 208 02
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/930
Related subject matter files

Not applicable.

Title
Proposed response to the Schools Planning and Development — options paper.

Issue/purpose

Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainabil
Submission prepared by

Erica Gould, Principal Coordinator, Regional and City Strat 3 - G . Sustainability Division.

Date

For E&C approval or recommendation

For E&C approval.

Not applicable.

Recommended forf

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

sezspisaesy .

w# 5.

gordination Committee approve Proposed response to the Schools
gptions paper, as set out in Attachment B.

Chairma
I Supportl}\Reo'e(t‘the recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.

= (P

)

Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Amanda Cooper
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT
COMMITTEE
N
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFIiCER 1
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12.0

13.0

15.0

16.0

Background

The Local Government Association of Queensland (LGAQ) has requested input from Brisbane City
Council to inform their policy position on the Schools Planning and Development — options paper.

The LGAQ is a member of the Queensland Schools Plan Commission (QSPC), a body formed in July
2012 to focus on improving the long-term strategic planning of state and non-state schools and to
determine the most appropriate development assessment framework for state and non-state schools.

The QSPC has prepared a Schools Planning and Development — options paper, which ouflines four
development assessment (DA) options and four associated infrastructure provision/char
which could be created under the Sustainable Planning Act 2009. That paper is set out i

The proposed response to LGAQ outlines that;

(a) Schools are the most frequent type of community infrastructure designaffon €l L, Catincil is
consulted about; :

(b) Council generally receive development applications for private gis, hd* seems to
prefer the CID process for state schools; QY O

vith the Department of
§s Which enables delivery of
gning scheme. Community

(©) Council has written on a number of occasions and g 4
Education, Training and Employment to developllmple ent's
prOJects whlle retaining assessment provision ithirg

atory level of assessment) and C
costs under the development
inty for schools and would lead
roposals (compared to the CID

non-state schools use development assg
(state and non-state sectors are fig

to efficient practices that expedife

process).
The Establishment and Coordin { ittee 1ee 0 approve the Proposed response to the
Schools Planning and Developrient — ¢g! ; s&t out in Attachment B.
List of Attachments:

Attachment A:  Su
Attachment B: P
Attachment C [

overnment Association of Queensland
ent — options paper

Urban Planner, City Planning and Economic Development Branch
ructure Coordination and Urban Design Manager, City Planning and

ke, Manager, Development Assessment Branch (24 July 2013)
hief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (13 August 2013)

are in agreement with the recommendation.

ns of proposal

Commercial in confidence
No.
Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Nil.
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17.0 Customer impact
Nil.
18.0  Environmental impact

Nil.

19.0 Policy impact

Nil.

20.0 Financial impact
Nil.

21.0 Human resource impact
Nil.

22.0 Urgency

Approval is required on 19 August in order for comments _c.iy. offc d to the Local Government

Association of Queensland.
23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy
Nil.
240 Options
Option 1. Approve the recommend

Option 2:  Amend the recomme ti
Option 3:  Not approve the reeommen
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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

19 AUG 203 03
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/787

Relevant Subject Matter Files
Not applicable.

Title

Proposal to create a bounded suburb named Kalinga.

Issue/purpose

To respond to the Department of Natural Resources and Mines in relation osed creation of
the bounded suburb of Kalinga.

Proponent

Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Su@@mon

Submission prepared by

Sherry McGowan, Urban Planner, City Plannlng and Development Branch.

Date @
For E&C approval or recommen &uncil

For E&C approval.
If for recommendation t s a Coun

Not applicable.

Recommend relegs
Not for rel
i
ndation /0
at the stablls Coordination Committee approve the response to the Department of
Natu Resougees nes (DNRM) regarding the proposal to create a new suburb of Kalinga, as
ed in osed Ietter as set out in Attachment C.
Dlwswn nager Chairman

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

(_\_/_. =

Vicki Pethybridge ' Councillor Amanda Cooper

DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT
DIVISION COMMITTEE

1 Recomm;%)dingly
i

' CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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12.0

O

Background

On 19 November 2012, (Attachment B), the Department of Natural Resources and Mines (DNRM)
notified Council of its intention to create a new bounded suburb of Kalinga within the Brisbane City
Council area, with corresponding adjustments to the boundaries of Wooloowin and Clayfield. The
State’s proposal would transfer 1051 properties from Wooloowin and Clayfield to the new suburb.
Council was invited to comment on the proposal prior to it being publicly notified.

Kalinga is an unbounded locality within Wooloowin and Clayfield, and the area has long been
associated with that name. Newspaper reports from 1900 record local cricket and tennis teams using
the name Kalinga and it continues to be used by organisations and local businesses glich as the
Kalinga Bowls Club, Kalinga Scouts and Kalinga Vet. Local features also bear the linga

including Kalinga Park and Kalinga Street. Previous attempts have been made to cr rb of
Kalinga in 1900, 1911 and 1920; however on each occasion the change was resjsted ents of
Clayfield. '
The current proposal has been considered by Council officers and the Ward illor for Hamilton. It
could be supported based on historic relevance of the name ‘Kalinga’; ho eral issues do not
align with section 6 of the Act: W

o A substantial proportion of Kalinga Park is not includefl withi NRM’s proposed suburb

boundary. It is considered that the historic name of
placing the majority of the park within the new subur
s Kalinga Street is also outside the proposed suburb
boundary in line with section 6(2)(b) of the Act;
e The suburb boundary proposed by DNRM
side of Park Avenue and in Clayfield on
6(2)(j) of the Act.

These issues could be resolved by extending, t osed urp’boundary east, making the railway
line the eastern boundary of Kalinga (detwe Junctio@ ndgthe Schulz Canal) with a longer

Park/would be best preserved by
j section 6(2)(b) of the Act;
. This street should be within the

tentially creating confusion — see section

section of the Schulz Canal as th ern” boundary realignment would transfer 1294
households from Clayfield / Woolo@win to thénew suburb ga, and would achieve:

¢ Kalinga Street, Sydn reef and the majori inga Park being within Kalinga; and
e Aboundary (the railay ling) Which isgfiorgslogigal than the centreline of Park Avenue.

A draft letter to DNRM (A ent C) Jotes erit in creating an area named ‘Kalinga’ which
acknowledges local “history, But sug szghtly expanded boundary described above. This

would produce e I subu and ensure like-named features such as Kalinga Park
and Kalinga € ‘substaptia ithih the new suburb. Regardless the matter needs to be
followip@ i nsultation. In the absence of consultation it is difficult to

ould support the new suburb.

recom d that the Establishment and Coordination Committee approve the
= to the Depa atural Resources and Mines (DNRM) regarding the proposal to create

inga,‘as detailed in the proposed letter as set out in Attachment C.
Listlof Attachfen
chm 3 Summary of decision

Attachment B: DNRM letter received 19 November 2012 and explanatory map
Attaci C: Proposed response to DNRM

3.0 Itation
\ @duncillor David McLachlan, Councillor for Hamilton Ward (12 July 2013)

Dr Carmel Black, Senior Historian, City Architecture and Heritage Team (20 December 2012)

e Steve Lintern, Principal Program Officer, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability Branch
(9 January 2013)

o Lachlan Carkeet, Principal Planning Officer, City Planning and Economic Development Branch
(16 July 2013)

e Greg Swain, Communication Manager, Corporate Communication (22 July 2013)

¢ Tony Chadwick, Solicitor, Brisbane City Legal Practice (22 July 2013)

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
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14.0

15.0

16.0

17.0

18.0
19.0
20.0
21.0
22.0

€

.0

Implications of proposal

Council's letter of response to the Queensland Government will help ensure the prevailing wishes of
the community are upheld.

Commercial in confidence

No.

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The advice provided by Council will help safeguard the following Brisbane City Council paorate Plan
2012/13 — 2016/17 programs and strategies:

e Program 1 — Sustainable, Clean and Green City
o Parks, Gardens and Recreation (1.4)
e Program 4 — Future Brisbane
o Enhancing the city's liveability (4.2)
e Program 8 — Customer Focus |
o Engagement (8.1)
Customer impact | |
Up to 1294 households currently located within Woolo@win and Clayfield could have their property
addresses changed to Kalinga. These household consulted by DNRM and provided with
the opportunity to make a submission in regard ce name change.
Environmental impact

&\

Policy impact

S
e Y
\”) ol

the nofmal cour, f buginess.

ublicity/marketingStrategy

Nil.
Options
1

ptioh 1:  Approve the recommendation.

Of : Amend the recommendation.
tion 3:  Not approve the recommendation.

Option 1 is the preferred option.

NB: If the officer's recommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
recommendation should be recorded here.
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E&C
19 AUG 2065 05
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/919
Relevant subject matter files

Not applicable.

2.0 Title

Review".
3.0 Issue/purpose

To provide a response to the Queensland Government “Discussion Ba
Charging Framework Review”.

4.0 Proponent
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, City Planning a
5.0 Submission prepared by

Martin Reason, Infrastructure Coordination and
Development Branch.

6.0 Date

7.0 For E&C approval or reco
For E&C approval. '

8.0

s to the Queensland Government “Discussion Paper: Infrastructure Planning and
gmework Review”.

Divi% Vlanager Chairman
| Support TR‘ejgctrthe recommendation.
If reject please state reasons. P

Vicki Pethybridge @3 r
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION AND DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT

) COMMITTEE

4

| Recoi

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

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFTICER9



12.0

14.0

Background

On 1 July 2013, the Queensland Government published the “Discussion Paper: Infrastructure Planning
and Charging Framework Review” (the discussion paper), and is seeking comments on the discussion
paper by 23 August 2013.

Responses to the discussion paper will inform a review of the infrastructure charging framework in
Queensland currently being undertaken by the Queensland Government. The discussion paper states
that the purpose of the review is to identify reform options which could lead to an infrastructure
charges framework that supports the long-term financial sustainability of local authorities and a
prosperous development industry in Queensland.

The review is required as the current maximum infrastructure charges framework, intr@duced 2011,
was an interim measure intended to expire in 2014. The reforms of 2011 eli 'ate e of the
perceived negative aspects of the infrastructure charges framework in placesat€\iakline’ Council

supported the reforms and has attempted to exceed the requirements whef€ pssfie, sueh a8 not
charging the full charge for residential development, providing a subsidy for hgtel gevelopmefits and
development undertaken by charitable organisations. However, the interim Jgarmgfork conj tibuted to,

or failed to resolve, a number of issues. A summary of these matters is Sg ﬁ» Attachriient C.

A summary of the discussion paper is set out in more detail at A ach aLB. The discussion paper
addresses three principal areas of the infrastructure charging jraémewgti®, =, »

e Framework fundamentals: this focuses on the scop@ga :

infrastructure under the mfrastructure charges fi mMewgk

under the new framework; and

o Framework element options: the suppq
offsets, refunds, credits, infrastructure
of charges.

The Government has made a legiti
consultation. However, the proposa
system and are likely to introduc
current form in the discussig
should provide feedback on
in the review. A detaile

Attachment C.

der€d that the proposed changes in their
& infrastructure charges revenue. Council
ure that its views are received and considered

It is therefore
response set 3s‘@oungil’s response to the discussion paper.

| Oberle, Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Finance (25 July 2013)

tt Turville, Manager, Transport Planning and Strategy Branch (25 July 2013)
Lorraine Gregory, Manager, Healthy and Vibrant Communities Branch (25 July 2013)
Greg Swain, Communication Manager, Corporate Communication (25 July 2013)

'ry Doss, Manager, City Planning and Economic Development Branch (30 July 2013)

All are in agreement with the recommendation.
Implications of proposal

Commenting on the Discussion Paper will ensure that the Queensland Government will be informed of
Council's position on the proposed reforms.
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15.0 Commercial in confidence
No.
16.0 Vision/Corporate Plan impact

Responding to the discussion paper contributes to the achievement of the objectives of the Corporate
Plan by supporting the following elements of “Program 4 — Future Brisbhane”:

¢ Planning for a growing city (4.1)

e Enhancing the city’s liveability (4.2)

17.0  Customer impact
Nil.

18.0 Environmental impact
Nil.

19.0  Policy impact
Nil.

20.0 Financial impact
Nil.

21.0 Human resource impact
Nil.

22.0 Urgency

Council’'s response must be regei ernment by 23 August 2013.

23.0  Publicity/marketing str
Not applicable.

24.0 Options

gCommendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
ould be recorded here.
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

E&C

9 AUG 2013 07
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/902
Relevant subject matter files

Not applicable.

Title

Lord Mayor's Community Sustainability and Environmental Grants Program 2013/2014

Issue/purpose

associated guidelines under the Lord Mayor's Community Sustainabilit
Program 2013/2014.

Proponent
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Su
Submission prepared by

Anna Barnes, Program Officer, Green Communj
Sustainability Branch.

Date

For E&C approval or recommendg

For E&C approval.

If for recommendation t oifhis ;

Not applicable.

rd Mayor's Community Sustainability and Environmental Grants Program
at $350,000;

diife Carer Grants (Attachment D) and Cultivating Community Gardens Grants

» nent E);
Retention of $30,000 for a residential rebate/grant to support the implementation of Council's

mended Natural Assets Local Law; and

beation of a total marketing expense of $20,000

o% i i : 4
11 .Oxisional Manager Chairman

| Support / Reject the recommendation.
If rej please state reasons.

e e —

1 A i
Vicki Pethybridge CouncilloFMatthew Bourke
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN, ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILIFY'DIVISION  SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

| Recom ordingly 1

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

CHIEF EXECUT OFFICER



12.0 Background

The objective of Brisbane City Council’s Lord Mayor's Community Sustainability and Environmental
Grants Program is to provide financial assistance to eligible individuals and groups across Brisbane to
deliver projects that directly contribute to achieving Council's environmental and sustainability targets.

A total of $400,000 has been allocated to the grants program in 2013/2014.

It is proposed that $350,000 be allocated through the first round of funding in 2013/2014 in accordance
with Council's Community Grants Policy, under four grant sub-categories:

¢ Environmental Grants: $180,000 provided as grants of $1,000 to $20,000 to commuRitygdroups to
deliver environmental initiatives, including on-ground environmental projects, @Rd &ssié
administrative and running costs;

e Sustainability Grants: $90,000 provided as grants of $200 to $5,000 to no Nee ANge nis ions
to undertake energy audits;

* Native Wildlife Carer Grants: $40,000 provided as grants of $200 to §5,008, tog g|sted wﬂdhfe
carers to rehabilitate and release injured native animals; and R Do

A : th option of prowdmg a
residential rebate/grant to support implementation of the am -, de: Pyl Assets Local Law (NALL)

2014. In the event that one or more
may also recommend to the Estg
across sub-categories as appropri

pyersubscribed, the evaluation panel
ommittee; a reallocation of funds

pressed an interest in the grants, including
through press advertising and social media.

ormal Submission Summary
Environmental Grants Guidelines

ment C: Sustainability Grants Guidelines
% ent D: Native Wildlife Carer Grants Guidelines
» pment E: Cultivating Community Gardens Grants Guideline
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13.0

14.0

15.0

16.0

Consultation

» John Jordan, Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability Branch (22 July 2013)

e Shane Hackett, Parks and Natural Resources Manager, Natural Environment, Water and
Sustainability Branch (12 July 2013)

o Cody Grosert, Sustainability Coordination Service Delivery Manager, Natural Environment, Water
and Sustainability Branch (11 July 2013)

e Dennis Gannaway, Habitat and Restoration Service Delivery Manager, Natural Environment,
Water and Sustainability Branch (11 July 2013)

e Adriana Bramley, Parks and Environmental Planning Service Delivery Manage
Environment, Water and Sustainability Branch (10 July 2013)

e Michael Arens, Energy and Carbon Service Delivery Manager, Natural Environme

Sustainability Branch (11 July 2013)

Greg Swain, Communication Manager, Corporate Communication (10 July 204@

Bronwyn Sullivan, Solicitor, Brisbane City Legal Practice (11 July 2013)

Tania Jimmieson, Principal Accountant, Organisational Services (10 Jul

Michael Jones, Environmental and External Clients Assurance Manag8 Si[# urity and

Ethical Standards Branch (10 July 2013) -

Natural

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal

nffiental Grants Program will
Brisbane community to carry
stainability Grants, following their

Proceeding with the Lord Mayor's Community Sustain
ensure Council meets its public commitments to providyf
out environmental and sustainability projects. It Will=nej
suspension in 2011 due to funding being redirecte
Commercial in confidence
No.

Vision/Corporate Plan impact

The grants are linked to the ¢ L 2016-17 and the Brisbane Vision through:

o City-wide outcomes
Connected and

y, Food in the City, Healthy River and Bay,

Al :.. 5
Yities, Cleansdr Sustainable Energy Use; and
ate rt City: Sustainability Leadership (1.1), Sustainable
(1.3)
.9).

, Parks, Gardens and Recreation (1.4), Managing and

Financial impact

Council's 2013/2014 budget allocated $400,000 towards the Lord Mayor's Community Sustainability
and Environmental Grants Program under Service 1.3.3.1 Community Partnering for Conservation. Of
this, $350,000 has been allocated to the community. A total of $20,000 will be allocated towards
marketing costs.
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21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Human resource impact
Nil.
Urgency

Approval is requested as soon as possible to enable the Lord Mayor's Community Sustainability and
Environmental Grants Program 2013/14 to open on 26 August 2013.

Publicity/marketing strategy

Promotion of the grants will be for a period of five weeks. A communication strategy i
online and public relations opportunities will be prepared by the Natural Environn
Sustainability Branch, in consultation with the Grants Administration Unit, to ensyre ef cMiencies
are achieved in marketing all Council community grants, where possible.

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 followeg t A ) is for departure from that
recommendation should be recorded here.
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E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 26 AUGUST 2013

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
26/08-01 137/800/1121/916 Brisbane Brisbane City Council's submission to inform t '

M Lifestyle preparation of The Queensland Plan \pproved Immediate release
26/08-02 137/800/1121/905 OLMCEO 2012-13 Annual Report from the Office of th ﬁ
M Commissioner “Approved Immediate release
26/08-03 112/20/439/247 CPAS Proposed exchange of land at Gol )
B Savages Road, Upper Brookfiel Approved Not applicable
26/08-04 137/800/1121/859 Organisational | Asset Optimisation —
M Services Buller Street Everton Rérk Approved 3 February 2014
26/08-05 137/800/1121/921 Organisational | Asset Optimisat
M Services Road Richl Approved 19 February 2014
26/08-06 109/695/586/6 OLMCEO
" Approved Not applicable
26/08-07 137/800/1121/922 OLMCEO
’ Approved Immediate release
M 165/210/179/896
26/08-08 137/800/1121/895 Bri§ nd Events Funding Contacts 2013 - 2016
i Withdrawn Not applicable
M 106/335/1004/109
26/08-09 137/800/1121/811 of Corporate Rule AP038 Acceptable A g I P
ideli rove mmediate release
M 109/268/189/61 Sl e i
26/08-10 109/800/1 Approval of Meetings Amending Local Law 2013 and & g Nk s
i pprove ot applicable
R 137/225/137) Code of Conduct for Councillors

¢




E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 26 AUGUST 2013

SUBMISSION RECOMMENDATION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
26/08-11 109/800/148/13 OLMCEO Approval of a Corporate Governance Package ]

Not applicable
R
26/08-12 134/695/317/254 Organisational | Presentation and tabling of the audited 2012/18 Ann
R Services Financial Statements and Audited Repo . “Approved Not applicable
ended 30 June 2013

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, K Adams, M Bourke, A Cooper, D McLachla
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E&C

26 AUG 200 01
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/916
Related subject matter files
Not applicable.

2.0 Title

Brisbane City Council’s submission to inform the preparation of The Queensland Plan.
3.0 Issue/purpose

To seek approval to make a submission to the Queensland Government to dration of

The Queensland Plan.
4.0 Proponent
Vicki Pethybridge, Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustai

5.0 Submission prepared by
6.0 Date

7.0 For E&C approval or recommendation to
For E&C approval.

8.0 If for recommendation to
Not applicable.

9.0 Recommended fq

10.0

t and¥Coordination Committee approve the attached submission being made to the

t out in Attachment B.

Chairman
| Support / Refetrthe recommendation.
If reject, please state reasons.

11

) K 4 W9

Vicki Pethybridge Councillor Krista Adams
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY BRISBANE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE
DIVISION
| Recommend Accordingty
.......................... vl
™ CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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12.0

13.0

14.0

Background

In February 2013 Premier Campbell Newman announced the development of a shared vision - The
Queensland Plan. The purpose of The Queensland Plan is to outline the shared Queensland vision for
the next 30 years and identify local and state-wide priorities through a collaborative process involving all
levels of government, business and the community, which will guide the delivery of future activities.

On Friday, 10 May 2013, more than 400 delegates from across Queensland participated in The
Queensland Plan Mackay Summit. Summit participants collaboratively developed six survey questions
to put to all Queenslanders. Deputy Mayor, Councillor Adrian Schrinner represented Council at the
Mackay Summit.

e€onsitation
ponses

On 25 May 2013, the Premier wrote to the Lord Mayor asking for Council’s input int
process, acknowledging Brisbane’s influence and importance as Queensland’s State ca

second summit which will be held in Brisbane in October 2013. Council’'s submi€si nds to the six
survey questions and is outlined in Attachment B. : w

Key points outlined in Council's submission include:

a) Brisbane Vision 2031 is Council's long-term plan for the ¢ity. feo3te sion 2031 has been
used to provide strategic direction for Council’s response - X ;

b) Council has a fundamental role to play in making our @i
government in Australia, Council is uniquely positi

c) Brisbane is a thriving world-class city, buildinggi

 as A

It is recommended that the Establishment and orfinittee approve the submission to the

Queensland Government as set out in Attac

List of Attachments:

Attachment A:  Summary of decisi
Attachment B:  Submission to the

Consultation
‘ olicy t es covered by the six consultation questions. This

ing g&hd policy officers from the Strategy and Support Unit,
nch, City Planning and Economic Development Branch

Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee

y'2013)

P, Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability Branch (23 July 2013)

e Gregory, Manager, Healthy and Vibrant Communities, Community Lifestyle Branch
(23 July 2013)

erry Doss; Manager, City Planning and Economic Development Branch (24 July 2013)

24 July 2013)
Greg Swain, Corporate Communication Manager, Corporate Communications Services
(25 July 2013)

e Tony Chadwick, Solicitor, Brisbane City Legal Practice (30 July 2013)

\ leen Paterson, Acting Operations Manager, City Planning and Economic Development Branch

Implications of proposal

Nil.
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15.0 Commercial in confidence
No.
16.0  Vision/Corporate Plan impact

It is considered that the submission aligns with both the Vision and the strategic elements of the
Corporate Plan. '

17.0 Customer impéct

Nil.

18.0  Environmental impact
Nil.

19.0 Policy impact
Nil. |

20.0 Financial impact
Nil.

21.0 Human resource impact
Nil.

22.0  Urgency

23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy
Nil.

24.0 Options
Option 1:

Option 2:
Option 3:

ndation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
corded here.
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0
5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

010

E&C
26 AUG 2013 07
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary File number

137/800/1121/905

Related subject matter file

Title

2012-2013 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 the l@
Commissioner during 2012-2013

Proponent %

Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Exe 0

Submission prepared by
Paul Wesener, Disputes Commissioner, ext

Date

For E&C approval or recomm&N Councj @
For E&C approval

If for recommendatl ncil, is resolution requ1re nder am?i;t‘\éy g;;““g
or Local Law? o x

Not apphcabl V
Recom r publl

edia se

of the DISp issioner.

Di %ﬂager Committee Chairman
,

/ Reject the recommendation.

Q P If reject, please state reasons

Cr Julian Slmmonds

Peter Rule ~" CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
Executive Manager DEVELOPMENT & ADMINISTRATION
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

{ Recommend Accordingly

" EF EXECUTIVE OFFICER



12.0 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 2012-2013 year.

The report contains details of;

e Disputes processed

e  The rate of infringement notice waivers

o |dentified system issues and recommended solutions.

It is proposed that E&C note the contents of the attached 2012-2013 Afinu rt
for the Office of the Disputes Commissioner.

13.0  Consultation %
o Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Exegutive
o Rebecca McAnalen, Councillor Executive Supp GaVernance Services
Manager

All are in agreement with the recommendation

14.0 Implications of proposal

15.0 Commercial in confidence &\ %

Nil

16.0  Vision/Corporate Pl pa
The Corporate Pl to 2016-9 inglides a City Governance Program to

ensure the goyernanceof Brisbang, City is¥@Ccountable and transparent (Program 9).
The Corpo walso outlinesh, Calincil's goal to be a customer focused
(@]

la
organisati m 8). e of the Disputes Commissioner provides
customer an i S t g#&8nd transparent review process for penalty
infringe ce dispd

17.0 Qt mpac?
@ Enviro e%act
Q Nil
19.0 ‘P&impact
QNH
Nl Financial impact
il

N
21.0 Human resource impact

Nil
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22.0 Urgency
In the normal course of business

23.0  Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil
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 re
from that recommendation should be recorded here. O

%
O
QY qfo

%
O

departure



E&C

26 AUG 2015 0 &
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 Primary file number
137/800/1121/859
Related subject matter files

112/265/439/172

2.0 Title @
Asset Optimisation — Surplus Property Disposal 23 Buller Street, Everton Park @

3.0 Issue/purpose @
To approve the disposal of specific surplus land and related issues %

4.0 Proponent < ,

Greg Evans, Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, x34%
5.0 Submission prepared by

Richard Butler, Senior Corporate Property Advisor, Ass ation, Organisational Services, x37222
6.0 Date \O @
7.0 For E&C approval or recommendagion to ncil %

E&C approval Y D
8.0 If for recommendation to@ a Coun ol n required uAePachﬁroval E‘ﬁ"?/'»'
/' ‘)vv/
N/A \/ ' V (\ 2 6 A6 2013
¢ oy ¢/
9.0 Recommende icelease ) ‘7//// WQ*
) ‘& Lord Mayor
3 February201 | ) M
10.0 Rec d I“ / % %’

recomymnended that t &C Committee approve: /3

The

7

3 Buller Street, Everton Park, to Bric Housing Company, subject to its
fonywith Bric Housing adjoining land on terms and conditions satisfactory to the

C amaifia
PréjcsigDi r, Asset Optimisation, or Chief Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice; and
2. rice being $30,000 (excluding GST).

1.0 Q
DiviN ager Chaipwam
| 8Gppaort’/ Rej;et the recommendation.
I Fgject, plgas‘e state reasons.

4 // ) e //}4”" -, \
Greg Evans %ﬂ:l or Julian Simmonds ~d
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

I Recommend Accordingly =~ COMMITTEE
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12.0

13.0

Background

Council is the owner of a small parcel of land at 23 Buller Street, Everton Park. This vacant land has
been confirmed surplus to Council requirements and suitable for disposal. It is of a triangular shape, has
an area of 288m? and is zoned Low-Medium Density Residential (see Attachment B showing the land by
red edge).

Council land at 23 Buller Street adjoins a property at 19 Buller Street, which is owned by Bric Housing
Company (Bric). Bric is a registered not-for-profit housing provider in Queensland. Bric pgfpose to
utilise Council’'s land as part of the refurbishment of their existing property for commu sing
purposes. Council land at 23 Buller Street also adjoins 614 South Pine Road. The owners Sglith
Pine Road did not express an interest in acquiring Council’s land.

nd will be
rovisions in

A tender or auction for the proposed sale of 23 Buller Street, Everton Park is not
unfavourable for Council in obtaining best value for the rate payers of Bris
section 266 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 enable Council to se
developed as a separate allotment to an adjoining owner without prior tendégor,
After expressing an interest in acquiring Councils land, significant neg@tiationg résulted in Bric submitting
a final offer of $30,000 (exclusive of applicable GST).

On 13 July 2013, Savills provided valuation advice in relation to arket Value of this land and also its
value to an adjoining owner (Attachment C). Savills believegthere i ery limited commercial market for
this fand and advised a nominal Market Value of $1. Savills Rgwever expect that an adjoining owner will
pay a premium to amalgamate the subject site with thei ing and have therefore advised a value
within a range of $30,000 to $40,000.

Considering the additional cost saving with re ncil's ogfoing maintenance aobligations for this
property and the rateable income to be rg@lise@ywhen in pri negship, it is recommended that
Council accepts the purchaser’s final offedo (exclusiVe o i€able GST).

This property was not impacted by th f Januar 1 not noted on the heritage register.
It is now recommended that thefE&C mittee

, to Bric Housing Company, subject to its

1. The sale of 23 % reet, Everton
amalgamatiomywith Bri® Housin joining Yand on terms and conditions satisfactory to the
Project DiggeiorNissegt Optimig@tio ef Legal Counsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice; and
2. Sale fi 30,00 lu
Consultati

e D skern, Chie @ ounsel, Brisbane City Legal Practice (22 May 2013)
lan ker, Director A8Set Optimisation, Organisational Services (15 May 2013)
° reg Swain, C ication Manager, Corporate Communication (22 May 2013)

ST).

in agr wih the recommendation.
plication§ of osal

Ni

15.0 & cial in confidence
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

O

Customer impact
Nil
Environmental impact

Nil

Policy impact
Financial impact @
The sale of 23 Buller Street, Everton Park, will realise $30,000 in revenue 'n@ he costs of

disposing of this property will be approximately $5,000 including:

e Valuations costs from Savills of $2,000 (exclusive of GST)

¢ Nil Sales Commission

¢ Conveyance and easement work of approximately 08y bas@d on Brisbane City Legal
Practice charges. ‘

The costs of disposal can be cavered from current budget

Human resource impact

. O
N %<<,

During the normal course of busine

Publicity/marketing strategy

Nil \ @
Options y V
Option 1: A e recommenda
Option 2: @ ove the %
Option 3: ¢ Am e recom

tion the preferredoption.

NB:AIf the offiger mendation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that
men@ uld be recorded here.

X\

NO



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

1%
&

E&C

26 AUG 268 05
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/921
Related subject matter files

112/265/439/171

Title @
Asset Optimisation — Surplus Property Disposal 50 Pine Road, Richlands @
Issue/purpose @

To seek approval to sell Council land known as 50 Pine Road, Richlands %

Proponent O

Greg Evans, Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, x34
Submission prepared by

Thomas Buntine, Corporate Property Advisor, Organis ices, x80443

O &

For E&C approval or recommendati @ncil %

E&C approval v
@a Coun

If for recommendation to & c olugion required under an Act or Local Law?
N/A

Recommended f release @ A P P R Q v E ﬁ
19 February @014 Q~ /7

/
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10.0 Recommendation

It is recommended that the E&C Committee approve:

1. The sale of 50 Pine Road, Richlands by either auction or tender, and otherwise on terms and
conditions satisfactory to the Project Director, Asset Optimisation or Chief Legal Counsel,

Brisbane City Legal Practice;

To authorise the Project Director, Asset Optimisation, to appoint registered real estatgfagents;

To authorise the Project Director, Asset Optimisation, to set a reserve price, a dj
valuation in Attachment B, calculated on the basis that such a price is either 5%

to, or greater than the valuation; and

4. In the event that 50 Pine Road, Richlands, previously offered for sale bygit
is not sold then Council may dispose of this property via private treat e
price is either 5% less than, equal to, or greater than the valuation of ty.

11.0

Divisional Manager
" U

Greg Evans uneillor Julian Simmon(d:i ‘

DIVISIONAL MANAGER MAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC

ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES VELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION
\ MMITTEE

%V Mcordingly

sasusaen

HIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

48
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12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

18.0

Background

Council purchased the former Richlands State School site at 50 Pine Road and 75 Progress Road,
Richlands, from the State Government in 2011. Council intends to retain 75 Progress Road for
community purposes. However, 50 Pine Road is surplus to Council requirements and therefore deemed
suitable for disposal. All relevant units of Council are supportive of the recommendation to sell this land.
Transport Planning and Strategy branch raised no objection to the sale, however requested”that a
portion of the site be dedicated as road reserve prior to a sale occurring. This requested roadgedjgation

will be completed prior to a sale.
The Valuation of this property by Taylor Byrne is reflected in Attachment B. @

It is recommended that the E&C Committee approve:

ise on terms and

1. The sale of 50 Pine Road, Richlands by either auction or tender, t
i n Chief Legal Counsel,

conditions satisfactory to the Project Director, Asset Opti
Brisbane City Legal Practice;

To authorise the Project Director, Asset Optimisation, to in ilered real estate agents;

3. To authorise the Project Director, Asset Optimisation, t0"6et ajfeserve price, as detailed in the
valuation in Attachment B, calculated on the basis fhat suc rice is either 5% less than, equal
to, or greater than the valuation; and

4. In the event that 50 Pine Road, Richlands, g offered for sale by either auction or tender,
is not sold then Council may dispose of via priyate treaty on the basis that such a
price is either 5% less than, equal to, yan the vaflation of the property.

Consultation &
David Askern, Chief Legal Couns ne City L r e (6 August 2013)

lan Walker, Project Director, et @ptimisationg”roj 6 August 2013)

Greg Swain, Corporate Cofymunidation Ma orfiorate Communication (6 August 2013)
Man Ton, Asset Financx iggtor, Organi ervices (6 August 2013)
All are in agreement WW mmen iN

Implications o %

Nil
Com’Q in confide@
Plsimpact

ision/Corpordte
nsistent with a Smart and Prospérous City - Managing Council’s finances and
provide the best value for money for ratepayers.

his submi8sio
assets vely

(:Ger impact

il
EnVironmental impact

Nil
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19.0

20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

&

Policy impact
Nil
Financial impact

The sale of 50 Pine Road, Richlands, will realise approximately $2,200,000 in revenue in 2013/14. The
cost of disposing of this property will be approximately $75,000, including:

SERVICE APPROX COST
- i = N (inc GST)
Valuation - $2,750
Sales Commission — 2.5% of sale price (if sold at valuation)

Advertising i

Conveyancing (based on BCLP charges)

Survey works

Total Approximate Cost

The costs of disposal can be covered from current budgets.

Human resource impact
Nil

Urgency

During the course of normal business O

Publicity/marketing strategy \

When disposing of this property, the followinQWltrategies wi!@l ed to minimise the risk of adverse

publicity:
o Property will be distrib am@ngst local rgal e nts not to one large central agency.
i

e Advertising will begket to @ minimu Il ot make unnecessary references directly to
Council or indirectiy\ ‘surplus gov t property”.
Options V V
Option1:  A@pr recom ti
Option 2; , No ether atfon
Optio, t eferre ;

NB: If officer’s re ation is not followed, then the reasons for departure from that

recorded here.

NO



1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

8.0

9.0

11.0

E&C
76 AUG 203 07/
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

Primary file number
137/800/1121/922.

Related subject matter files
165/210/179/896.

Title

Stores Board Submission — Legacy Way Roadside System Agreement.

Issue/purpose

IWghnter into a Contract
idewSystem (RSS) for the
jn accordance with section
f Brisbane Act 2010.

—+

To seek approval from the Establishment & Coordination Committee to di
with Kapsch TrafficCom AB (Kapsch) for the provision of a tollin
Legacy Way (LW) tunnel without seeking competitive tenders fro
2.4 (Sole or Select Sourcing) of the Contract Manual pursuant to t

%

Proponent

./"

Colin Jensen, Chief Executive Officer.

Submission prepared by

Mark Johnston, Acting Corporate Risk Mai“sa,tio ices.
Date &

For E&C approval or reco % Cou civ
For E&C approval. \z , ’
to CBunail, i

APPROVED _

uncil resolution required under an Act or
26 AUF 2013/

If for recommenda

-

Not applicable.

Recom de

im @ rel€ase.

comifie ndéﬁg\ j @\\
“‘J? [:js is snt and Co-ordination Committee appfoves the attached submission.

O AL

Mark Johnist 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

O

9.0

20.

21.0

Background

The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the attached scheduled submission on
13 August 2013.

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 SUBMISSION
CPO140030-13/14  Legacy Way Roadside System For E&C approval.
Agreement.
It is recommended that the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee appggVest ched
submission.
Consultation %
« Divisional Manager Brisbane Infrastructure
- Executive Manager City Projects Office
« Stores Board
« Relevant Divisional Officers

All are in agreement with the recommendation.

Implications of proposal Q
The recommended process will provide \ antage come for Council.
Commercial in confidence % ‘

Not Applicable.

Vision/Corporate Plan j @
The recommendati ofkbmissi Il confribute to the efficient management of the City's
resources. QV

Customer i

vers the carfYgng out of work and supply of goods and services te meet Council

Policy impact

itted in accordance with Council's Procedures for Procurement, Contracting and Tenderingl
inancial impact

Financial details are included in the Divisional submission.

Human resource impact

Not Applicable.
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22.0 Urgency
As soon as possible.

23.0 Publicity/marketing strategy
As Required.

24.0 Options

Option 1: 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 reasgns ¢ rture from that

recommendation should be recorded here. :

O
QK
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1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0
l5.0
6.0
7.0
8.0
9.0

10.0

{

E&C

g | y
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION CO?\llr‘i\\llp'l'l“;E@13 ie

Primary file number
137/800/1121/895

Relevant subject matter files

106/335/1004/109

Title @
Festivals and Events Funding Contracts 2013 - 2016 @
Issue/purpose

To seek E&C approval to enter into funding agreements for the delive% and events from
2013 to 2016. N

Proponent : O

Paul Salvati, Divisional Manager, Brisbane Lifestyle

Submission prepared by

Katie Pack, Manager, Creative Communities,
Date &\ @
For E&C approval or recommen% Counc| %

" Lord Ma .
For E&C approval < , (4“777 KA %\/\ ﬁ
If for recommendation to\mcil, is a@ olution required w,n Act or Local Law?

Recommend blic re

APPROVED

m
C

Im
Reco endation'

@E&C app v% into funding agreements with the organisations as set out in Attachment B.
<mn,“ %, <:h/. |
iVisional N& | Chairman

Q

| Support / Rejeetthe-recommendation.

If reject, please state reasons.

Paul Salvati Councillor Krista Adams
DIVISIONAL MANAGER CHAIRMAN
BRISBANE LIFESTYLE BRISBANE LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE
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12.0

13.0

14.0

o

2014
om

Background

The 2013-14 Budget provides funding for a range of Signature City Festivals, Suburban Community
Festivals, Multicultural Festivals and Arts and Cultural Support to entertain Brisbane residents with a
series of events such as concerts, performances and festivals.

Existing triennial funding agreements for 46 Signature City Festivals, Suburban Community Festivals
and Multicultural Festivals concluded in June 2013. As per the 2013-14 Budget, it is recommended

that 44 of these Signature City Festivals, Suburban Community Festivals and Multicultural Festivals
receive new funding agreements.

Additionally, 16 Suburban Community Festivals and Multicultural Festivals and three
Support organisations, nominated by Councillors, are recommended for funding.

It is proposed that the funding agreements be three years for all categories, eption of:

(@) Out Of The Box A
(b) Peaks To Point y

ultural

As these two festivals are held biennially, it is proposed that th ing agréements for these
events be for two years.

it is proposed that any new grants (not previously funded) Wi one plus two year contract with a
review each year to approve the ongoing funding.

This submission seeks confirmation of funding rded to the specific organisations and
approval for the funding arrangements in allocaii e funds.

E&C approval is now sought to enter int @
Attachment B.
List of Attachments

Attachment A Establishment an ination C jtte mal Submission Summary

Attachment B Table of festi and organisatigns estivals and Events service 2013-2016
Consultation oy, Q
Kent Stroud mer, Co Westyle (23 July 2013)
Greg Swai municdtiong Mawager, Corporate Communication (25 July 2013)
hie 2l Goun
ea

greemeifts with the organisations as set out in

David A f Leg , Brisbane City Legal Practice (24 July 2013)
Lorraine Mangz ,4@ and Vibrant Communities (25 July 2013)

All ar, nt withgdhe recOmmendation.
Implications of prop

Thi§) proposalgwill certainty for festivals, events and arts and cultural support organisations.
ed fesiValsyand events will also be able to proceed with planning and production for 2013/2014,
01672016 financial years.

120
C | in confidence
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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

Assisting and encouraging festivals and events delivers the following Living in Brisbane 2026 Vision
city-wide outcomes:

e Inclusive, caring communities

¢ Learning and informed communities

¢ Connected and engaged communities

The delivery of festival and events is also linked to the Corporate Plan 2012-2013 46" 2Q16-2017
program outcomes of 5.1 Thriving Arts and Cultural, 5.3 Active and Healthy Communiti 5.4
Social Inclusion under Program 5 — Your Brisbane.

Customer impact

Funded festivals, events and arts and cultural organisations will be able tofro8€ed with planning and
production. .

Environmental impact < |
Nil
Policy impact '

Nil

Financial impact

Funding is available under Program 4&\8;%(&, %@1.1'1 - Festivals and Events.

Human resource impact

Nil ' ?\
Urgency \} @ '
In the normal courseW s @V

Publicity/m ategy
Publicity Will beWprepared b rporate Communication in consultation with Community Lifestyle
Bran ; ‘

i

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



E&C
26 AJG 265 09
SUBMISSION TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

1.0 File number
137/800/1121/811

Related files
109/268/189/61

2.0 Title

Approval of Corporate Rule AP038 Acceptable Requests Guidelines. §®

3.0 Issue/purpose
To seek approval for a new AP038 Acceptable Requests Guidelines d %o the City of

ue
Brisbane Act 2010 and repeal the existing AP037. ‘
4.0 Proponent Q

Peter Rule, Executive Manager, Office of the Chief Executiv
5.0 Submission prepared by

Robin Stay, Senior Policy Officer, Councillor Exe ort and Governance Services, ext 86747.

6.0 Date O
7.0 For E&C approval or recommenda@ncil %@

For E&C approval. v
8.0 If for recommendation to @ouncil,\is a Coupng€il resglution req ﬂ&%ﬁ.&r Law?
( j AP PR

Not applicable. \ pz//{? AUG ﬁﬂ # p
9.0  Recommended Weleas V /? / //’ . i

Immediate rélga
' P Kjl\
10.0 Reco atign ' @// /,/W'-ﬂ/ %/\
Itis mended t :o»A/ ‘
0 peals the existing AP037 Advice Guidelines and-AP038 Acceptable Requests Guidelines;
and
Cr S

) appreVes ew AP038 Acceptable Requests Guidelines.

xecutij anager Chairman
uppatk” Reject the recommendation.
ct, please glate reasons. / ’

g A/’j-/ %ll
L. [deriens
Peter Rule o Jilln Simweside.

EXECUTIVE MANAGER CHAIRMAN FINANCE, ECONOMIC
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE DEVELOPMENT & ADMINISTRATION
i COMMITTEE
1 Recommend Accordingly

."CHIEFEXECUTIVE OFEZ_)I7CER



12.0

13.0

14.0

15.0

Background

Prior to the 2012 legislative amendments to the City of Brisbane Act 2010 (the Act), section 171 of the
Act required Council to adopt both ‘acceptable requests guidelines’ and ‘advice guidelines’ to address
Councillor requests. To satisfy this requirement, Council adopted the corporate rules, AP037 Advice
Guidelines and AP038 Acceptable Requests Guidelines (Attachments D and E).

Following the 2012 amendments, section 171 City of Brisbane Act 2010 requires only the one set of
guidelines - acceptable requests guidelines. A draft new AP038 (Attachment B) has been prepared
which satisfies this requirement.

As section 244(2) City of Brisbane Act 2010 requires E&C to make the acceptable req
it is proposed that E&C repeals the existing AP037 and AP038 and adopts the new A
Requests Guidelines.

S

It is recommended that E&C:

(i) repeals the existing AP037 Advice Guidelines and AP038 Acce&s Guidelines;
and

(i) approves the new AP038 Acceptable Requests Guide/ines.O

List of attachments: _

- Attachment A, E&C Public Release Summary.
Attachment B, New AP038 Acceptable Requests G ne
Attachment C, Request for Information or Advicg, Tem s

Attachment D, Existing AP037 Advice Guidelines:
Attachment E, Existing AP038 Acceptable uidelines.

Consultation

David Askern, Chief Legal Counsel, Bri N Legal Pragticel(1 ly 2013).

Diane Quinn, Legislative Policy Officef; Brigbane City Ledal ti&e (9 July 2013).

Rebecca McAnalen, Manager, Coungillor EX8cutive Supp®rt & Governance Services (9 July 2013).
Craig Stevens, Manager, Corporat nication 3).

Julie Meehan, Senior Policy er, QLMCEO A 013).
All are in agreement with\ endation.
Implications of p . V
il wi ons good gewernafcegpractices ahd compliance with the requirements of the
0 ane Ac

16.0 < ViSI’nICorp te pact
‘ ,Consiste @\cil’s Corporate Plan 2012-13 to 2016-17, Program 9, City Governance.

.0

Custol pact

18.Nv:|ronmental impact

19.0

Nil.
Policy impact

Approval of this submission will ensure Council complies with the requirements of the City of Brisbane
Act 2010 in processing of requests by Councillors for advice and information.



20.0

21.0

22.0

23.0

24.0

Financial impact

Nil.

Human resource impact

Nil.

Urgency

In the normal course of business.

Publicity/marketing strategy

At the discretion of the Lord Mayor. s :
Options %

1. Toapprove the recommendation.

2. Not to approve the recommendation.

3. Toamend the recommendation.

Option 1 is the preferred option. :

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

O
A



E&C FORMAL SUBMISSIONS RESULTS 27 AUGUST 2013

SUBMISSION
NUMBER FILE NUMBERS DIVISION TITLE
27/08-01 137/800/1121/895 Brisbane Festivals and Events Funding Contacts 2013 - 2016
Lifestyle
M 106/335/1004/109

RECOMMENDATION
FOR PUBLIC RELEASE

Immediate release

Present: Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, A Schrinner, K Adams, M Bourke, A Cooper, D McLachlan, P Mati

&

froug

h
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