
Events, grants, and community development

Local government is expected to develop the local communities through events and grants, and so 
far that has largely worked well. I am suspicious of “activation” programs such as the series of 
events on Franklin Square, or the proposed bridges to the domain. In the case of Franklin Square for
instance, major works were conducted which was basically a simple face-lift replacing bricks with 
concrete but didn't fix the fountain pump issues, and then apparently required more rates being 
spent on “activating” the space – which is what the face-lift development should have done all by 
itself. It calls into question either the validity of that development, or the subsidised events after the 
redevelopment. It's a similar problem with the proposed Domain bridges: they're proposed as part of
a Domain masterplan (written by mainlanders) with no reference to the altitude of the Domain 
being the biggest factor reducing public use of that space, assuming a couple of bridges being built 
almost exactly where there already are other links would increase public use of the domain, when 
those two bridges will simply be redundant upon completion, and therefore a complete waste of 
public money. At least the Soldier's Memorial Bridge will be built with federal money instead of 
rates, and will be marginally useful for special or large events where the Cenotaph will act as the 
main carpark for those events on the Domain.
In comparison, a tunnel between the end of Brooke St, and Franklin Square/Elizabeth St 
busmall/Trafalgar Place would be far more used and support community development. 
There is certainly room for less wasteful and more useful decisions especially with regards to major 
funding decisions.
In support of smaller community organisations, there is also scope for streamlining the grants 
application process, especially where the cost of the man-hours to complete the process is greater or
at times much greater than the amount asked for in the grant: that's when grant approvals process is 
actively discriminating against smaller organisations in favour of larger organisations. That same 
discrimination also applies to extremely disproportionate support for large developers over smaller 
mum-and-dad developers. Large developers have my sympathy because they have 
disproportionately much more debt and risk than smaller businesses, but also commensurate 
reward... and dipping into public funds should not be included in that reward.


