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comment

with Mayor Bill Shannon

“State Government
:adding to burden

ERE has been a well docurnentéd transfer,
over many years, of responsibilityfor .
enforcemerit of State Govemment regulations te
local gowmmeﬂt This has occurred, very often,
wnhom the eorrésponding resources ta |mp|ement

;. “Three. -examples are: ;

* There has beenan mme(yrscenﬂyoverlocal =

mentifispectors advising business owners
%.th tthe grease traps installed on their business = =
premises require upgrading. This requirement stems
-. from State Government demands that connectio
/ the sewer comply with their standards. Evenifa
S commemial kitchen, for-example ina motel, operatgs
&, peﬁectlyv:ellwnhazsortne greasetrap, the =
Government requires a 500 litre grease trap. There is
no flexibility, only the ability to negotiate to undertake
the changes over several months.

" We are aware of the angst beirrg felt by the local
‘business opetators affected and concemed about:;
™~ commercial kitchens that will close, threatening the
viability of businesses and-reducing vital Iocal :
. incomes andemployment. . -~

I will write to the Gevemment seeking relaxa’aon aT
the laws and some flexibility intheir implementation;. -
The number one priority for all levels of government a
this time should be job creation and retention.

* A second example is to do with domestic animal

control. Shortly, every new family dog or cat will have

to be micro-chipped and registered. It's all to do with

State Government regulations, again required to be

administered by local government, but with fines

deteriined by the State. Doniestic animal controls |
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s already cost ratepayers dearly and costs are’sétto

b rise.
;—‘ ¢ Athird example concerns the 2031 Plan which has
-..the power of law and which overrides new local
govemment planningy decisions. In fact; local
<8 governmenrt mustadvise the State Government by
November 2009 as to how to apply these rules to our
planning schemes.
Council is likely to have to prepare a riew planning
._-scheme for the region. This would not narmally be.
£! required at this time, as both the existing schemes are
i recent. However, State Gevernment régulation,
2 unrelated to amalgamation, will require the cost ofa
5 new scheme 1o be brought forward. There is of course
= a clear advantage in having one scheme for the whole
& regfon The issue is the timing of its introduction,
;,' gaven the many costs of amalgamation. ;
= We need development in this region to boost
Qemployment diversify the economic base and to
- - spread the burden of infrastructure costs.

z Unfortunately, our ability to approve new residential,
g~commermai and industrial subdivisions is constrained
ﬁbythe lack of capacity in the sewerage treatment

plants in Tully and Innisfail — a classic circular
dilemma.
The solution will be to approve developménts within
the existing sewered areds continuetc pressthes g
State Government for inmediate reinstaternent of the
§ subsidy scheme and seek long-term fundingat &
concessional interest rates. {8
The problern with borrowing to upgradethe ¢
- sewerage infrastructure is that already high sewerage
E charges will have to increase. | madeit clear to State
£; Govemnment officials last month that council is not
unwﬂl‘ng to address environmental requirements. ltis
gsﬁﬂxplyﬁnanciany unable to. Hopefuity this will protect
council from prosecution.
Wé will do all that can reasonably be done and -3’;
press the State Government to do likewise and relg
expectations from “ideal” to “realistic”. :




