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PRESENT:

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER) – LNP

The Chair of Council, Councillor Andrew WINES (Enoggera Ward) – LNP
	LNP Councillors (and Wards) 
	ALP Councillors (and Wards)

	Krista ADAMS (Holland Park) (Deputy Mayor)
Adam ALLAN (Northgate)
Lisa ATWOOD (Doboy)
Matthew BOURKE (Jamboree)

Fiona CUNNINGHAM (Coorparoo)
Tracy DAVIS (McDowall)
Fiona HAMMOND (Marchant) 

Vicki HOWARD (Central) 
Steven HUANG (MacGregor)
Sandy LANDERS (Bracken Ridge)
James MACKAY (Walter Taylor) 
Kim MARX (Runcorn)

Peter MATIC (Paddington)

David McLACHLAN (Hamilton)

Ryan MURPHY (Chandler)
Angela OWEN (Calamvale)

Kate RICHARDS (Pullenvale)
Steven TOOMEY (The Gap) (Deputy Chair of Council)

	Jared CASSIDY (Deagon) (The Leader of the Opposition)
Kara COOK (Morningside) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition)
Peter CUMMING (Wynnum Manly)
Steve GRIFFITHS (Moorooka)

Charles STRUNK (Forest Lake)


	
	Queensland Greens Councillor (and Ward)

Jonathan SRI (The Gabba)

	
	Independent Councillor (and Ward)
Nicole JOHNSTON (Tennyson)


OPENING OF MEETING:

The Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, opened the meeting with prayer and acknowledged the traditional custodians, and then proceeded with the business set out in the Agenda.
Chair:
I declare the meeting open and I remind all Councillors of your obligations to declare material personal interests and conflict of interest where relevant, and the requirement of such to remove yourself from the Council Chamber for debate and voting where applicable. 


Councillors, are there any apologies? 

There are no apologies. 
MOTION OF CONDOLENCE – JOHN ANDREWS
229/2019-20
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, announced that before proceeding with the formal business of the day, he would like to pay tribute to John Andrews, who had passed away recently.

Chair:
Councillors, can I draw your attention, please, to the motion of condolence for former Alderman John Andrews. 

LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. It is with great sadness that I announce the passing of John Andrews, the former Liberal Councillor for The Gap Ward. I also want to acknowledge that a number of John’s relatives are in the gallery and also watching online as well. 


John was born in 1935, became a surveyor before serving as the Councillor for The Gap from 1976 to 1982. He was most recently a resident of Cooroy and is survived by his wife Valda and their three children—Scott, who lives in Brisbane, Kate and Emily. John was a passionate member of his local community. He was an ardent supporter of the Liberal Party and active in campaigns, community campaigns around Ashgrove and The Gap.


He was really a trailblazer at the beginning of the Liberal Party and now the LNP team in Council, so the team that we continue on with the legacy of today. He was the first Liberal to hold The Gap Ward, and the Liberals of the LNP have held The Gap Ward since 1976. He was also the Leader of the Opposition for a short time from September 1980 to June 1981. 


I personally never had the pleasure of meeting John, but everyone who I’ve talked to that knew John, spoke extremely highly and had a great deal of respect for him, not only as a Councillor, not only as a member of the Liberal Party, but also as a private citizen and an active community member. So today we remember John and his contribution to the city and to the community, and we pass on our sincere condolences to John’s family and friends.

Accordingly, in view of former Alderman John Andrews’ outstanding service to past, present and future residents of Brisbane, the LORD MAYOR moved that(
This Council extend its sincerest and deepest sympathies to the family and friends of the late John Andrews and pays tribute to him for his dedicated service to the city and the people of Brisbane.

The Chair called for any further speakers.
Chair:
Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. I also rise to speak of John Andrews. John was the first of the western giants. He had a strong interest in city planning, having a background in surveying. Always rising to his feet to speak on planning matters, John was the first Councillor in The Gap Ward to have his office in the ward, so he could actually be closer to the people and serve their interests. 


I had the pleasure to meet John a couple of years ago, along with other The Gap Councillors Brian Hallinan and Geraldine Knapp. We actually had the opportunity to spend a few minutes over a cup of tea, share a few light yarns, tell a few tall tales, and we took away a memorable photo of the time. 


To long-time residents of the ward, John is well remembered. He was a fantastic representative of the people of The Gap Ward. His legacy will remain. Just on another thing about John, his presence around the ward is still present today. I come across many residents who remember him quite well. We’ve had a number of Councillors since and history would say that people’s memory should fade, but that’s not the case with John. So, I might finish up by saying: John Andrews, gone, but not forgotten.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. I just—not knowing former Alderman John Andrews myself, but hearing what the LORD MAYOR has had to say and the Councillor for The Gap, I’d just like to, on behalf of my Labor colleagues, pass on our sympathies to John’s wife and children and all the people that are close to him. He’s obviously made a contribution, not only to the Liberal Party and now the LNP, but also The Gap Ward.


I note that Councillor TOOMEY, obviously, was able to pay respects to his service directly to him and receive some advice, and I know from time to time former Councillors can be thorns in the side of current Councillors. That’s never been the case for me, and I’ve always had great support from my two predecessor Councillors, former Councillors Victoria Newton and Denise Herbert, so I certainly appreciate that must have been a special thing for Councillor TOOMEY. So, we obviously pass on our deepest sympathies to John’s family.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, just briefly; I, too, would like to offer my condolences to former Councillor John Andrews and his family. I did not know John Andrews to my knowledge. I may have met him in the Liberal Party many years ago, but I know that people who give up their lives for public service are very committed to their local communities, and it’s a big ask on all the family and friends who are involved, because it’s not just yourself—it disrupts your family and their lives as well. So, my condolences to the Andrews family on the death of their father and thank you for his service.


I might just ask the LORD MAYOR to make sure we’re notified about these things in future. I mean, this is the first I knew about it when I sat down and you stood up to speak. So, if you could let us know in future so we can be more prepared for these types of condolence motions, that would be very appreciated.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, LORD MAYOR?


I will now move that motion.

As there were no further speakers, the Chair restated the motion of condolence, which resulted in it being declared carried unanimously.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillors.


We have on the agenda—oh, the Confirmation of Minutes.


Please, Councillor RICHARDS.

MINUTES:

230/2019-20
The Minutes of the 4604 meeting of Council held on 15 October 2019, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Chair:
Councillors, we have a public participant today. His name is Donald Campbell. He will be addressing us on redesigning the Brisbane Metro’s proposed Melbourne Street bus stops. Mr Peers. 


Welcome, Mr Campbell. You are welcome to stand or sit as you prefer. Mr Peers will start your timer to your left and your time of five minutes begins when you begin. Please also just press the button in front of you to make sure the microphone is on. That’s it. Welcome, and please begin at your convenience.

Mr Donald Campbell – Redesigning Brisbane Metro’s proposed Melbourne Street bus stops
Mr Donald Campbell:
Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR, Councillors; thank you for allowing me to address you today. As some of you are aware, my name is Donald Campbell and I am one of the co-convenors of the Brisbane CBD bicycle users group (BUG). I am here to address the opportunity to ensure that all members of the community benefit from city shaping projects such as Brisbane Metro, and specifically the change to the urban landscape at South Brisbane.


The redesign of Melbourne Street as part of the Cultural Centre station redevelopment presents a chance to incorporate modern urban principles to the streetscape and cater to the people of Brisbane, whether they are on foot, bicycle, or public transport. As outlined in the released documents from Brisbane City Council, the current design proposes for bike lanes to be sandwiched between loading and moving buses. Unfortunately, this is not world’s best practice and will result in buses pulling across the bike lanes creating a high stress environment for both people on bicycles and bus drivers.


The CBD BUG, who I represent, proposes world’s best practice where bicycle traffic travels behind the bus stops as outlined in the petition titled ‘Protected Bike Lanes for Melbourne Street, North Quay and Adelaide Street.’ There is a perception from some, including within the Brisbane City Council officers, that this design is unsafe for people on foot as people have to cross the bike lanes when accessing or egressing the bus stops. Similar concerns were held in London when this world’s best practice was installed. The fears have proven to be unfounded.


This design is so safe and sensible that even on Vredenburg in Utrecht where 35,000 people cycle up and down the street every day, people can easily and safely cross the bike lanes to access the bus stops. It is common sense that people on bicycles and heavy vehicles—in this case, buses—do not mix. This is incredibly important around bus stops that will have in excess of 70 buses per hour accessing them. 


That is why we consulted with the Rail, Tram and Bus Union, and they have agreed that the best practice for their members, the bus drivers, would be to have protected bike lanes that travel behind the bus stops. 


We are also sympathetic to the needs of pedestrians. That is why the CBD BUG consulted with Queensland Walks about our proposal, and they have confirmed in-principle support. The CBD BUG understands the importance of using ratepayers’ funds for the maximum benefit of the people of Brisbane. With this in mind, the CBD BUG consulted relevant professionals and found that due to the assumed level of works required to Melbourne Street, installing protected bike lanes would be price comparative with the current proposal by Brisbane City Council themselves.


Not only are protected bike lanes price comparative, but they appeal to everyone regardless of age, gender or ability, meaning more people will use them more often. This means dollar for dollar more people will jump on a bicycle and better bang for the buck. Drawing more people to the area will also boost business and restaurants, as similar bike lanes throughout the world have proven. 


In summing up, installing world’s best practice of protected bike lanes will result in a safe, appealing, low-stress design that supports cyclists of all ages and abilities, pedestrians, bus passengers and bus drivers, and provide a showcase transit hub that will draw people to the cultural precinct. Furthermore, it can be delivered at a similar cost, but with far greater return for the investment. 


As I sit before you, I can state that representatives of cyclists, bus drivers, public transport users and pedestrians have all provided in-principle or full support for world’s best practice of protected bike lanes to be installed to Melbourne Street as part of the Brisbane Metro project. I ask all Councillors: when you vote on this petition, remember it is not just people that happen to use bicycles that desire this proposal, but also the people representing the other three user groups. Thank you.

Chair:
Thank you, Mr Campbell.


DEPUTY MAYOR.

Response by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, and thank you, Mr Campbell, for coming in today. I note your concerns around the protected bike lanes for Melbourne Street of Brisbane Metro, and we did discuss it this morning again in Committee. Councillor SRI brought that up knowing that you were coming in this afternoon.


Just to go back to the beginning, the Metro project has obviously gone through a lot of stages for the design to get to where we are at the moment. We started in 2017 through a 12-month detailed assessment and we released that draft report in 2018. So, the draft report is what you would have seen and had the consultation on in the very first stage as well. I know the CBD BUG put in a submission—whether it was you directly or with your group as well, and we thank you for doing that.


But it’s important to remember at the moment we are still just in that base case stage. So, that base design, which is what you’re talking about now, we have decided on separated two-way cycle across Victoria Bridge, which is something that you advocated for, so I’m happy that we could accommodate that as well. But in developing the design for Melbourne Street, we undertook an options assessment process that included the consideration of two-way cycleway and it wasn’t actually preferred due to the conflict between bus stop users, pedestrians and cyclists, beneath the South Brisbane rail bridge.  


Now, in saying that, that is our base case detailed design at the moment. We have within the last couple of months been directed by the State Government to do some revisions around other options for the station which may or may not change the number of buses that come through that precinct as well. So, it may be a totally different thing that we’re looking at for the bikeways in the very near future, but at the moment the two on-road cycle lanes are envisaged along Melbourne Street instead. 


They did the traffic modelling on that and once the Metro is operational, there will be 350 fewer buses that will pass through the Cultural Centre precinct at surface level during the peak hours, which means only about 30 to 40 buses per hour through Melbourne Street, which is a great reduction on what we have there, particularly beneath the rail bridges in peak hour as well.


So, we are trying to think of the other road users as well and we will contribute to that whole boulevard concept for the pedestrians, the scramble crossing, and obviously a much-reduced area for the cars, because they won’t need it along Melbourne Street at all. So, we’re still going through that collaborative partnership phase at the moment. So, we are at the moment, as I said, what you were talking about is the base case design—we are working with the partners. We are seeing how that may change based on the investigations we’re doing now from this stage direction and we will have further investigations into these lane arrangements as they occur, and we’ll definitely keep you in the loop with those as well.


So, I suppose what I’m saying is it’s not set in stone at the moment, but we are looking at all the options and making sure that we take all of the road users into account. Just to say, there is a petition on the table with regards to this issue that I will be moving in Committee to take off the table so that we can discuss that in debate later this afternoon as well. So, you can watch online or stay here this afternoon, but thank you for coming in this afternoon. I look forward to working with you as we move through the detailed design process.

Chair:
Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Thank you, Mr Campbell. Mr Peers will assist you.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Procedural motion – Motion that Clause C of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee report of the meeting of that Committee held on 20 August 2019, be taken off the table

231/2019-20
At that juncture, Councillor Jared CASSIDY moved, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK, that the motion for the adoption of Clause C, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL IMPLEMENT ADDITIONAL CYCLING FACILITIES IN THE CBD AND ALTERNATIVE CYCLING ARRANGEMENTS IN SOUTH BRISBANE AS PART OF THE BRISBANE METRO, of the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 20 August 2019, be taken off the table. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORT:

PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT, ECONOMIC AND TOURISM DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE (20 AUGUST 2019)
Chair:
Alright.


Can I thank the officers for being prepared for such an incident. There are copies of the report for those who don’t have a perfect memory. The report that is now going to be discussed is now being distributed to all Councillors.


We’ll take a moment for that to happen, but I would like to remind the Councillors that, in this instance, we will resume debate at the point where we left it and that means that both Councillor DAVIS and Councillor CASSIDY have spoken on this matter. I will therefore call for any further speakers on the matter that is being circulated at the moment. 

Further speakers to this resolution?


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Councillor ADAMS obviously touched on a number of the points here, but we have, at this point in time, a number of procurements under way for Metro. One of those is to select a preferred tenderer or a tenderer for the design and construction of the major works. Those major works include the Cultural Centre precinct station, the Cultural Centre precinct works, and include things like changes to Victoria Bridge and also the Adelaide Street tunnel.


We have at this point in time, a reference design or a concept design, and effectively what we have done with Metro is we have put a lot of work into preparing a starting point design, but it is very clear and the way that we are structuring the tender going forward, that that reference design or concept design will change going forward. There is no doubt about that and it will change in many ways, but this is certainly something that we are willing to consider revisiting and looking at in the detailed design work that is ahead. 


As Councillor ADAMS said, there’s still a number of things that will or may change in the Cultural Centre precinct. Obviously, the State needs to provide feedback to us on which of the station options they would like to go with, whether it’s the original station or whether it’s the other two alternatives that we’ve been asked to look at. We still haven’t heard back on which one they would prefer.


So, Councillor ADAMS and I are looking forward to meeting with Minister Bailey in the near future. Unfortunately, Minister Bailey wouldn’t meet with Councillor ADAMS, but we have locked in a meeting now and we are looking forward to getting his direction and guidance on which of those station options he would like us to pursue. Obviously, our assessment is that the two alternative options were rubbish—absolute rubbish, an entire waste of time and money, but if he wants to do that, then by all means he can put the money on the table and we will build them. 


But ultimately, this particularly location is very much going to be finessed in the design, whether it’s station 1, 2 or 3. There will be a lot more work that will be required. Our desire is to see improved accessibility and safety for all road users. This is not just a public transport project; this is a project that will help reshape the city in the way that people move around the city. 


As part of the project already, we have put forward a very positive improvement to Victoria Bridge, which will see a separated cycle lane all the way along the length of Victoria Bridge. We’re certainly happy to have a look at this precinct underneath the railway bridge at South Brisbane and see how that design can be further finessed. 


So, at this stage, there’s still a process ahead of us. There’s still more design work to do. I am simple saying, in line with the response here for this petition, we will do that further work and we very much hear the feedback being provided by CBD BUG and other interested stakeholders and residents on this matter. We will certainly take that into account going forward.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise to speak on the cycling facilities along Melbourne Street, South Brisbane as part of the Metro project. Firstly, can I say I became aware of this earlier today when I saw pictures on social media that were posted by some of the bike user groups which show clearly what I think has to be the stupidest and most dangerous bike lane arrangement that I have seen in this city for a very long time, which is wedging a little green unprotected lane in the middle of four lanes of buses.


So, you’re going to have buses changing lanes, cyclists riding through and, honestly, I cannot think of a worse kind of arrangement to be undertaken by Council. I’m not an expert on cycling by any means and I don’t claim to be and, you know—but I can see without question how dangerous what Council describes in this report before us today as the safest most appropriate option for bike users.


Now, the alternative that I have seen also published by the BUG earlier today is what I describe as a floating bus stop with the bike lane running behind the bus stops, between the pedestrian footpath and the floating bus stop. Now, that’s similar to the arrangement that’s been put in place in Annerley Road following the Coroner’s recommendations after Rebekka Meyer’s death a few years ago. So, there is precedent for this kind of change to infrastructure to occur. 


What concerns me is the double talk or the double speak from the DEPUTY MAYOR and the LORD MAYOR here today, which is the report in writing is telling us that the preferred option is considered appropriate and the safety assessments say that is the option to pursue. The DEPUTY MAYOR is sort of kind of saying they might look at it, but in our formal response to this today, it clearly states that we are happy with the—Council is happy with the current proposed cycle lanes. The only words of any kind of relief in there are: ‘further investigations can occur as part of detailed design and planning’; it doesn’t say ‘will’; it doesn’t say ‘should’. So, there is a problem with what is written in this report, and I flag I’m going to move an amendment which might help us with this.


But what I do want to say is that we have to be looking at what is the safest option here. I mean, I can’t understand the politics of all of this. I mean, one week the LORD MAYOR gets us and says the Metro is ready to go, it’s the State holding us back. Then we find out there’s no design, there’s no final design, but there’s tenderers, but there’s no final design, and we might do more consultation on design. This project is a balls-up. It is just the biggest mistake this Council has made.


You’ve got to get all of these things right and then you go out to tender. If you’re tendering for the delivery of this without a—

Councillors interjecting
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—finalised design, look at the stuff-up that you just cost Brisbane ratepayers hundreds—

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—of millions of dollars because you went to tender before you had approval—

Chair:
Okay—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Councillors, firstly, interjections are tolerable to a point, but please make them creative. 

Further, Councillor JOHNSTON, please direct your comments through the Chair. 

Councillor SRI, your point of order.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair; I was just drawing your attention to the fact that certain Councillors were calling out unnecessarily.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. So, let’s be clear. The Council’s political rush on this has cost ratepayers hundreds of millions of dollars. They went to tender on a design and were ready to announce the design, but did not have approval to build their project on someone else’s land. Now, today again we’re hearing that they’ve gone ahead with the tender for the delivery of this portion of the project without a final design. This is insane. You just keep making one mistake after the other—

Chair:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order; claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, I haven’t mentioned the LORD MAYOR particularly, but in my view, this is another mistake that we are being led down a path where we will not get value for money for Brisbane ratepayers because tenderers are going to be asked to revise everything. That costs money, LORD MAYOR. That costs money. I mean, your predecessors knew that. They wouldn’t be doing this, I can tell you that now.

So, in its current form, the response to this petition is completely inadequate, and I am moving the following amendment.

MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO CLAUSE C:
	232/2019-20

It was moved by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS that Clause C of the report be amended as follows:
In the recommendation, which is on page 6, in the third paragraph, to delete the first sentence of the third paragraph.

So, the paragraph now reads as follows: 

However, further investigation into these lane arrangements can occur as part of the detailed design and planning for Brisbane Metro and Council will continue to work with stakeholders through this process to further enhance active transport connectivity, including cycling facilities in the CBD.



Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you.

Chair:
Please proceed.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m right to go?

Chair:
Yes, please, 10 minutes.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So, what I’m proposing here is, in the recommendation, which is the outcome to the consideration of the petition, for those following along at home or here in the Chamber, that we are deleting the paragraph or the sentence within the paragraph that says: that the proposed arrangements are appropriate. Now, these are the ones that have the bike lanes wedged in between the bus lanes. Certainly, in my opinion, it is not the safest arrangement. We’ve heard today from the BUG and they have a number of supporting groups behind them indicating that there are concerns with the lane arrangements.


If we delete this one sentence, what will be left is the following sentence, which says, ‘Further investigation to these lane arrangements can occur as part of detailed design.’ So, we’re leaving open that there can be further detailed design without the limitation that the current arrangements are preferred and the safest as determined by Council. That will send a clear message to Council engineers, to any contractors, that we are not locked into the proposed design. It’s obviously—this has all happened very suddenly. This is my simple way of suggesting that we clarify that we are not going to follow the proposed current design.


If the DEPUTY MAYOR is genuine about reassessing this, she will support this amendment and she will give clear direction back to the design and project team that they need to reassess the bike lanes in this area and give proper consideration to the BUG’s suggestion of floating bus stops and bike lanes behind those bus stops. So, I just encourage all Councillors to support the amendment.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment?


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Look, we absolutely don’t support such a ridiculous amendment that takes a sentence out and absolutely changes no intent. It clearly says there that: further investigation into these lane arrangements can occur as part of the detailed design and planning. Taking out the safety assessments that show that this is the most appropriate for the current design doesn’t change that. It’s not an amendment. It makes no difference to the intent, so we don’t support it.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to support the amendment because I think it does send a very clear message to cyclists, to bus drivers who have skin in the game on this issue. They are deeply concerned about the interaction between cyclists and buses, and we know what the devastating outcome can be when large heavy vehicles are interacting with cyclists. We’ve seen that over in Councillor SRI’s ward already once. We don’t need to see that again. 


So, this sends a very clear message that the arrangements in the current preferred design will not be the basis going forward in terms of looking at what the arrangements should be when it comes to safe cycling infrastructure as part of the Brisbane Metro project. 


We’re not even sure anymore what the preferred design for this project is, Chair. I mean, we thought the preferred design for the Brisbane Metro was a Paris-style subway system. That’s what the people of Brisbane were told when they cast their vote at the 2016 election. They were promised a Paris-style—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I do understand Councillor CASSIDY can’t speak on the actual petition today, but that is not the amendment. He’s discussing the substantive debate—sentence in or sentence out.

Chair:
I agree. So, I appreciate the point you’re trying to make Councillor CASSIDY, but the resolution before us is whether this sentence remains in this document.

Councillor CASSIDY:
And the point I am making, Chair, is it shouldn’t remain in this response because we have absolutely no idea what the preferred design is anymore. I mean, anything this LORD MAYOR touches turns to rubble. I mean, you’ve just got to look at Kingsford Smith Drive. His signature project as Infrastructure Chair. Look at the Metro now, this design that we have before us is completely up in the air, completely up in the air now, Chair. The Administration, the LNP here, went to tender on this project without any approvals whatsoever, and now we—

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 

Councillor CASSIDY:
I don’t believe the LORD MAYOR has spoken on the amendment. 

Chair:
He’s spoken—we have had a very generous interpretation of this for some time.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Fair enough.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. So, the LNP, you know, had to redesign this project half a dozen different times and we’re at the end of 2019 after this was first proposed in January 2016, and we are no closer whatsoever to seeing any soil turned on this project except—except that when it comes to cyclists, and when it comes to bus drivers, those that are and should be most concerned around these arrangements that Council has released as a preferred design on something that is completely up in the air now because of this LORD MAYOR’s lack of proper planning and consultation with other levels of government around this project. We’re seeing a very dangerous situation for cyclists being pushed here in this preferred design. 


So, I think it makes perfect sense, given the DEPUTY MAYOR says in different forums here—she’s said it in this Chamber on record and in Committee that new designs should be looked at out there in terms of floating bus stops and more protection, and she has said that. This gives a very clear intent around what Council’s position is in that we need to look at better arrangements for cyclists’ safety there and the preferred design put forward by Council is no longer appropriate.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your misrepresentations.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, and I wasn’t given the opportunity to respond to Councillor JOHNSTON either.

Chair:
No, I was going to come back to that in the substantive.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, okay. Specifically, in relation to the tender, the tender which—actually the strategic contract and planning came through to Council for all Councillors to see, was for the design—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—and after that, the construction—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—of the project.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order!

Chair:
It looks like we’ve got a point of order; Councillor SRI first.

Councillor SRI:
Yes, Mr Chair, my understanding was that when someone claims to be misrepresented, they have to state what the misrepresentation was, and then briefly state why it was a misrepresentation, not engage in a lengthy debate.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor SRI.


I’ll just take Councillor JOHNSTON’s—I suspect it’s similar. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, LORD MAYOR, please do not use misrepresentation as an opportunity to rebut arguments, but merely address the central concern.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, there was an incorrect statement made about the tender and contracting process for Metro which I’m correcting. The documents which came through to Council clearly pointed out—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—that it was detailed design—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—and then construction after that.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Misrepresentation is about something that the Mayor has said, not about what he says is a different matter of policy and he’s deliberately abusing—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—he’s deliberately abusing the rules of procedure here.

Chair:
Thank you for your advice. 

LORD MAYOR, as I said, misrepresentation, please do not use it as an opportunity to rebut earlier arguments, but please address the central misrepresentation and please focus on brevity. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes. Very briefly, I made it very clear that detailed design was always part of the contract for Metro that we’re now assessing at the moment—detailed design.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak to the amendment and I’ll make further comments about this petition when we get to the substantive debate on the original motion, if this amendment doesn’t pass. 


But I think actually this amendment is a perfectly reasonable suggestion and it’s disappointing that the Administration is so dismissive of it. When I first saw the draft response, it was this sentence that stuck out to me as being particularly concerning because any reasonable person who reads this, and we’re talking about communication that goes out to the general public—any reasonable person who reads this is going to feel like the Council has completely ignored the concerns that they have raised. 


That language that suggests that this configuration is the preferred design, either the Administration is saying that it is the preferred design, which is outrageous and dangerous and clearly needs to be reconsidered, or the Administration is saying that it’s not the preferred design and that actually the design might change and we haven’t actually locked in a design, in which case why tell cycling groups and the general public that it is the preferred design?


There are quite a few other changes I would advise making to the draft response, but I won’t go into them now. Suffice to say that I think this Administration probably needs to think more carefully about what messages it sends to the public, because when you fail to clearly state that you are open to making further changes and that a design hasn’t been locked in, residents feel like they have no choices left in terms of proper processes and then resort to protest. 


We saw that with the Victoria Bridge debacle as well, where Council did not provide clear information about how the Metro project would impact bike lanes on the bridge itself and cycling groups then had to organise protests because they felt like they weren’t being heard by the Administration.


So, it would be much better to be clear with cycling groups and the broader public that you do intend to change the design, if that’s the case, rather than saying that this is the preferred design and the safest option, which appears to be the meaning that’s conveyed by that particular sentence.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment?


There being none, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. I rise to sum up the debate on the amendment before us today. The only debate that I’ve heard is from the DEPUTY MAYOR saying it doesn’t change the intent of the petition response and Council’s actions before us today. So, let me be clear on what this Council is saying: this is the intention of the DEPUTY MAYOR as stated by supporting this petition. ‘Safety assessments have determined the current proposed cycling lane arrangement on Melbourne Street is appropriate and confirms this configuration as the preferred design option for the project.’ 


Now, the intent of that statement is black and white. This Council’s position is, according to the DEPUTY MAYOR, that the safest and most appropriate configuration is the one that puts the bike lanes in the middle of the bus lanes heading east and west, or north and south, sorry, north and south. That is a clear statement of intent from this Council. Now, to me, based on the information I’ve heard today and my own views on the revised plans I’ve seen from the BUG, this is not the safest and it is not the most appropriate course of action.


So, how do we change this? We delete a statement that has clear intent. That clear intent, the DEPUTY MAYOR doesn’t seem to understand what I think the impact of what she is saying. If that statement stays in, it sends a clear message of intent to the following people—the Council officers and contractors involved in this project, by saying that this is the safest and most appropriate option. It sends a message—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Will Councillor JOHNSTON take a question?

Chair:
Councillor, will you take a question?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
No. 

Chair:
No, she declines, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It sends a clear message of intent to the cycling groups that this Council does not consider their concerns to be important and isn’t willing to change its position in response to the concerns they’ve raised. It sends a clear message of intent to the residents of Brisbane that this Council will not listen when significant and diverse stakeholder groups put forward very genuine arguments—now, you’ve got the bus union, you got the walking lobby group, you’ve got the cycling lobby groups—did I leave anybody out? 


You’ve got them all saying you’ve got this wrong and what does the DEPUTY MAYOR do? Stand up for two minutes and say, no, we might—we might consider it, but we might not, and we do think this is the most preferred and the safest option. That’s a terrible mixed message that sends the wrong intention to the residents of Brisbane, the completely wrong intention. 


Now, I’ve got about another minute or two, but I’m going to say this very genuinely: support this amendment or just abstain and let it go through on our vote because taking out this sentence does change the intent of our response to everybody. It says clearly to our Council officers design team, contractors, project team that we no longer consider this to be the safest and most appropriate option. It says to all the groups that have raised concerns here in this place today that we’ve heard them, and we are going to do something about it. 


I for one cannot stand coming into this place week after week and hearing genuine issues being raised by my community and others and this LNP Administration, week after week, saying no, we know best, we’re going to ignore you. We may or may not change something and we all know what that means, because this Administration’s level of consultation is: tell us what you think and then we’ll ignore you. That’s how they’ve operated for 12 long years. 


Well, this is the time to change. This is the time to make sure that we get this right. And today, honestly, I cannot think of a better thing that we could do as a Council than actually say to this community: we’ve heard you. We are going to delete one sentence which sends a very clear intention to everybody involved in this project that we have heard you and we are going to look at alternative designs. So, LORD MAYOR, I urge you to rethink this and everyone to support the amendment.

Chair:
Alright, I’ll put the amendment.

The Chair put the motion for the amendment to Clause C of the report to the Chamber resulting in it being declared lost on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Jared CASSIDY immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared lost.
The voting was as follows:

AYES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 19 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

Chair:
Councillors, we’ll now return to the substantive motion. 

Is there any further debate on the substantive motion before us? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the motion before us and as the Councillor whose ward this actually falls within, I’m particularly concerned about the wrong road that the Administration might be heading down here. I might take a little moment to explain the context of this area for the interest of other Councillors who don’t know it so well. 


The current arrangement under the rail bridge near Melbourne Street is obviously really constrained. You might have walked through there for an event or on your way between buses. It’s a really narrow footpath. We see on a daily basis a lot of conflicts between pedestrians and cyclists and eScooter users who are all sharing that very narrow confined pathway.


Now, at the moment, we’re seeing already a lot of cyclists using Melbourne Street, but with the rise of eScooters and more electric bikes, and a general shift towards active transport, those numbers are predicted to rise further. So, we know that a lot more cyclists are going to be using this corridor in the future. The Administration got halfway towards acknowledging that when it capitulated to residents’ concerns and committed to introducing separated bike lanes on the Victoria Bridge as part of the Metro project. So, the Administration has essentially acknowledged that the Victoria Bridge and the Melbourne Street corridor is and will remain a very important cyclist corridor into the long term. 


So, we’ve got separated bike lanes on that Victoria Bridge, yet no safe separated bike lanes to get to the Victoria Bridge, according to the current plans that the Administration has put forward. Now, one of the justifications presented by the petition response and in the commentary around this issue has been that we don’t yet know how many buses will be using this corridor in the future. We expect that because of the Brisbane Metro, there might even be fewer bus routes coming down this part of Melbourne Street. 


But at the same time, the Council Administration has been acknowledging in other contexts that actually there will be more high frequency and high capacity buses coming particularly from West End in the future, and we know according to the Labor and the Liberal’s plans for the medium term, there’s going to be at least an additional 10,000 residents living in that part of the West End peninsula. So, those people aren’t all going to be driving to get around. The vast majority of them will hopefully be using active and public transport. 


That means that actually we might see many more buses coming from West End, coming down Melbourne Street in the future. So that means there’ll be more bus routes using that area and that means more potential conflicts between cyclists who are using narrow on-road bike lanes. For anyone who is following this at home and trying to understand what we’re talking about, the Council’s proposed design for the bike lanes through Melbourne Street has a very narrow strip of green paint between the bus lane and the bus stop. 


That means every bus that’s stopping at that Melbourne Street stop is going to be pulling in across the path of cyclists, and then when the bus has collected and dropped off passengers, it’s going to be pulling out again across the path of cyclists. So, every bus that stops there is going to be making two movements across the bike lane. So, we’re likely to have hundreds, perhaps one day thousands of cyclists using that corridor in peak periods and similarly dozens and dozens of buses crossing back and forwards across those bike lanes. 


Anyone who looks at the images can immediately identify that that does not look like a safe option for cyclists, and that’s why I was so flabbergasted to read in the petition response the suggestion that safety assessments have determined that the current proposed cycle lane arrangement is appropriate, and that this is the preferred design option for the project. That set alarm bells ringing for me. That was a really concerning statement. To suggest with a straight face that that is the preferred arrangement and that is safe. It is extremely concerning. 


Lay people who have no expertise in transport planning can see that that’s not a safe arrangement. I’ve talked to people who are specialist bikeway designers and they definitely don’t think it’s a safe arrangement. You’ve got bus drivers who don’t think it’s a safe arrangement. You’ve got cyclists and local residents and members of walking and pedestrian advocacy groups who also don’t think it’s a safe arrangement. 


What it’s likely to mean is that you will have more and more cyclists, and more and more eScooter users sharing a very narrow and congested footpath because they don’t feel safe riding in the bike lanes. If you don’t provide safe, separated bike lanes that are usable for riders of all ages and abilities, those riders are going to continue to use footpaths and you’re going to continue to have complaints from residents who don’t feel safe sharing their own footpaths with riders. 


So, you can’t seriously tell the people of Brisbane that this is the preferred arrangement when it clearly shouldn’t be. Now, if it’s the case that actually the Administration is quietly considering changing these plans and there’s a lot of stuff still up in the air, my concern is that you’re currently not being clear with the public about that, but even more concerning, you’ve ruled out and very clearly ruled out other changes to this project. So, we’ve got a situation where some things are sort of set in stone, but not really set in stone and then other things are definitely set in stone, and yet the design as a whole is still apparently up for grabs. 


I’m sure the DEPUTY MAYOR is aware of my previous suggestions around creating a pedestrian mall outside the South Bank train station and creating opportunities for a genuine public open space in that area. It’s strange that the Administration seems to be willing to rule that great idea out, but at the same time is not being clear about what its plans are with these particular bike lanes. 


So, I’m again very, very concerned about this current approach. I reiterate my broader concerns about the procurement and design process of the Metro more generally. I think it’s been troubling to see that big stakeholders, well-connected institutions and, for want of a better term, elite stakeholders, seem to be getting an inside lane and receiving preferential treatment in the stakeholder consultation process while ordinary residents, while cycling groups, et cetera, are ignored and marginalised. 


I’m yet to find—and I’ve talked to a lot of people about this and the comments on my Facebook page lit up when I shared it—I’m yet to find a single resident who thinks that the proposed configuration that the LNP have put forward is safe and appropriate. I’m yet to find a single resident who thinks that that is a safe and an optimal design for such a busy busway and such a busy cycling corridor. 


I’d be really interested to know exactly which consultancy or exactly which department in Council it is that recommended that this is the preferred configuration and that this is safe, because I don’t think those people should be giving Council advice any more about what does count as safe. I genuinely would like to hear from the DEPUTY MAYOR or someone from the Opposition to explain what that safety assessment was, who conducted that safety assessment, what factors they considered and whether there was adequate consultation with bus drivers and with cycling groups, because if an engineering company or some transport consultancy is telling us that that is a safe configuration, we should not be contracting them for their services again. They are clearly providing very bad advice. 


As a Councillor, I’m obviously strongly opposed to this proposed design and I’m urgently and sincerely asking this Administration to reconsider its current position. I don’t understand if it’s just that you don’t want to change your mind because you’re concerned that you’ll lose face or that you don’t want to change your mind because it might look like you’re backing down. 


I don’t really understand why logic is not prevailing in this situation. Is there some other political game going on behind the scenes that isn’t visible to the general public? Whatever the situation here, I just really urge the Administration to reflect deeply on the feedback it’s receiving from the public and to clarify that you don’t intend to proceed with this madness, because the current proposal genuinely is madness.


I certainly wouldn’t want to see children riding down that bike lane, but that’s the standard that we should be designing for. We need to be designing our bike lanes and our bikeways to be safe for children and if the Mayor or the DEPUTY MAYOR genuinely believes that this is a safe configuration and that this is the preferred design option for Melbourne Street, I’d challenge you to stand up and say to the public and say to this Chamber that you believe that the proposed bike lanes as shown in the concept design that’s been published are safe for children to ride on. If you don’t believe they’re safe for children to ride on, then they shouldn’t be the preferred design and you should be going back to the drawing board.

Chair:
Further speakers?


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. First of all, I’d like to apologise to our traffic network officers, to our transport strategy planners, to our active transport network planners and to the civil engineers that have worked tirelessly on this project over the last two years, from what they just heard from Councillor SRI. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Calm down. 

DEPUTY MAYOR, please continue.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you. I am again flabbergasted that we hear from Councillor SRI and others that we are not being public about possible changes. I don’t know how many more times I could have made it clear in Committee this morning. The LORD MAYOR stood here and said it again this afternoon. I said it again to Mr Campbell, to the public speaker. I would just like to read, not out of context, which is something that Councillor JOHNSTON loves to do—loves to take a sentence out of context, never finishes the paragraph. 


‘Safety assessments have determined the current proposed cycle lane arrangements on Melbourne Street as appropriate and confirm this configuration as the preferred design option for the project. However,’—do we know what however means; I hope we know what however means. ‘However, further investigation into these lane arrangements can occur as a part of the detailed design and the planning for Brisbane Metro and Council will continue to work with stakeholders through this process to further enhance active transport connectivity with cycling facilities in the CBD.’ 


There is no reasonable person, Councillor JOHNSTON, through you, Mr Chair, that would think that we are not willing to consider arrangement changes in the detailed design.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 

DEPUTY MAYOR, continue.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I wrote it down, word-for-word. She read the first sentence and it said, ‘No reasonable person would believe that we are willing to look at changes.’ Always—wouldn’t take my question to read the next sentence, because she knew she was caught out. It’s very clear there, that this is the preferred—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented again.

Chair:
Yes. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you. As the LORD MAYOR was trying to explain through his misrepresentation, we did not go out to tender without the concepts and the designs. This is our reference design case. This is our base case, our base design. Now, goodness help any City of Brisbane that ends up with those people in the Opposition or the Independents running a project in this Council if they don’t know how to manage a project simply by having a reference design working with collaborative partners. We’re doing exactly what Councillor SRI wants. He doesn’t want the officers listened to. He doesn’t want us listened to. He wants the experts listened to.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
With the detailed design, we’ve made it very clear that we can then investigate lane arrangements, enhance active transport connectivity, including the cycling facilities. What we have before us today is a petition response saying the safest, most appropriate outcome for this reference design is the one before us in the reference design.


CASSIDY asked for a clear message. I’m making it clear—Councillor CASSIDY, I’m sorry, Councillor CASSIDY. Councillor CASSIDY said I want a clear message. I can’t make it any clearer. This is the third time I’ve said it today. This is a base case reference design that started the conversation. Detail designs will come. I do take the point, though, that Councillor CASSIDY said we didn’t do proper consultation with the State. If 276 meetings are not proper consultation, I can tell you, if I contacted my constituents 276 times in 18 months, I think they’d call it harassment—276 meetings. 


We went out to consultation with the residents and the cycling groups, and we listened, apparently—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will the DEPUTY MAYOR take a question?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR? 

No, the Councillor declines. 

DEPUTY MAYOR, please continue.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you—and we listened. Councillor SRI calls it capitulation, but we just call it listening to the residents, the cycling groups and doing the changes that were asked for, as again I spoke to Mr Campbell about this afternoon.


This is a reference base design. This, by the planners and the experts and the civil engineers, the advice to me—because I am also not a civil engineer, neither is Councillor SRI, and at least Councillor JOHNSTON had the decency to acknowledge that today for the first time. I will take the advice from the experts. That is what the recommendation actually reflects, that this is determined the safest for this reference design. However, detail design can still look at other enhancements. I support the petition to the Chamber.

Chair:
Now, Councillor JOHNSTON, you had some items of misrepresentation. As you’ve rightly identified earlier in the meeting, there are limitations to what can be said in this, and I trust that you will adhere to the limitations that you identified for others.  

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, and that is that Councillor ADAMS referred to me referring to reasonable people. In this case, a range of reasonable people do not think this is the appropriate course of action, including the CBD BUG, Walking Queensland, the bus union and the local Councillors.

Chair:
Thank you. Next point—no, you don’t need to list. What’s the next point?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, they’re the reasonable people who think this is wrong.

Chair:
Okay, no, don’t debate. What’s the next point?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Uhm, I can’t remember, but I’m sure she was wrong.

Chair:
Okay. Well, I’m sure it wasn’t that important, then.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor SRI, you also—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you.

Councillor SRI:
I just wanted, with the greatest respect, take issue to that throw-away remark you just made, which was expressing a personal opinion about the value of Councillor JOHNSTON’s comments. It wasn’t a big controversial thing. You just said, ‘I’m sure it wasn’t that important then,’ but I think that sort of partiality—

Chair:
Okay, thank you.

Councillor SRI:
—should be avoided from the Chair.

Chair:
Righto.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, alright. Everybody stop.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Everyone calm down. 

Now, Councillor SRI, you had a misrepresentation. Earlier in this meeting, you also took an opportunity to try and remind me what the rules are. I trust, therefore, you know them and you’ll stick to them yourself. Please go ahead.

Councillor SRI:
Sure. The DEPUTY MAYOR seemed to suggest that I wasn’t supportive of taking advice from experts. I just want to clarify that I am supportive of taking advice from experts. My concern is that we are not relying on well qualified experts.

Chair:
Alright. Further debate?


There being no one rising to their feet, Councillor DAVIS, do you have anything further? 

I will now put the resolution, which is item C of the report that was distributed earlier today.

Clause C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause C of the report of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee dated 20 August 2019 was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Kara COOK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMIING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Clause C of the report dated 20 August 2019 read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams (Chair), Councillor Tracy Davis (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Jared Cassidy, David McLachlan, Angela Owen and Jonathan Sri.
C
PETITIONS – REQUESTING Council implement additional cycling facilities in the CBD and alternative cycling arrangements in South Brisbane as part of Brisbane Metro

CA19/593696 and CA19/601519

233/2019-20
19.
Two petitions from residents requesting Council implement additional cycling facilities in the CBD and alternative cycling arrangements in South Brisbane as part of Brisbane Metro, were received during the Winter Recess 2019. 

20.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

21.
The petitions contain a total of 401 signatures. Three hundred and eighty-one signatures were from residents of the following wards: Bracken Ridge, Central, Coorparoo, Deagon, Doboy, Enoggera, Forest Lake, Hamilton, Holland Park, Jamboree, Marchant, McDowall, Morningside, Moorooka, Northgate, Paddington, Pullenvale, Tennyson, The Gap, Walter Taylor and Wynnum Manly. Twenty of the signatures were from residents outside of Brisbane. 

22.
Council acknowledges the importance of providing improved active transport facilities within the inner city, recognising Victoria Bridge as a key cross-river connection between the CBD and South Brisbane. 

23.
Brisbane Metro was first announced in early 2016 as a solution to address Brisbane’s inner city bus network congestion issues. This included the proposed closure of Victoria Bridge to general traffic, to allow its conversion to a green bridge for public and active transport.

24.
In 2017, Council released the Brisbane Metro Business Case, following a 12-month detailed assessment of the benefits, costs and impacts of delivering the project. As part of these investigations for the Business Case, Council completed a concept design for the reconfiguration of Victoria Bridge.

25.
Following the release of the Brisbane Metro draft Design Report in April 2018 and a period of stakeholder and community consultation, a revised concept design for Brisbane Metro was announced in September 2018. The revised design provides a separated two-way cycleway across Victoria Bridge, dedicated pedestrian pathways and three lanes for Brisbane Metro and bus services. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows the proposed changes to Victoria Bridge and the surrounding area.

26.
As the configuration of the bridge is constrained by the limited width, the revised design reconfigures the number of Brisbane Metro and bus lanes on Victoria Bridge from four lanes to three lanes, to provide improved pedestrian and cyclist facilities. Three lanes for Brisbane Metro and bus services will be allocated in the centre of the bridge, with space on either side for pedestrian and cyclist paths. A separated two-way cycleway and pedestrian pathway will be included on the upstream side of Victoria Bridge, with three metres dedicated to the cycleway and 2.7 metres dedicated to the pedestrian pathway. The downstream pathway will be widened to approximately 3.9 metres to facilitate increased pedestrian movements accessing the Cultural Centre and the CBD. The downstream pathway will continue to be allocated to pedestrian use only, however cyclists may use the pathway if they dismount from their bicycles.

27.
The revised Brisbane Metro concept design also includes:

· an off-road 3.5 metre-wide shared footpath for pedestrians and cyclists on the river side of North Quay, between Queen Street and Adelaide Street

· a shared footpath for pedestrians and cyclists on each side of Adelaide Street, between North Quay and George Street

· on-road cycle lanes on either side of Melbourne Street, between Grey Street and Merivale Street. 

28.
In developing the revised design for Melbourne Street, Council undertook an options assessment process that included the consideration of a separated two-way cycleway along Melbourne Street, towards Merivale Street. This option was not preferred due to the likely conflict between bus stop users, pedestrians and cyclists beneath the South Brisbane railway bridge. The preferred option improves connectivity and enables a safe transition into the one-way on-road bike lanes proposed for Melbourne Street, reducing the risk of conflict between pedestrians and cyclists. It should be noted that the design and delivery of these works will include detailed safety assessments and stakeholder engagement.

29.
As detailed above, Council will be improving pedestrian and cyclist connections between the CBD and South Brisbane as part of the Brisbane Metro project. By removing general vehicle traffic from Victoria Bridge, Council will be encouraging active transport options such as walking and cycling. 

Funding
30.
Funding has been allocated in the 2019-20 budget under Strategy 1.2.5 Brisbane Metro.

Consultation

31.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Councillor for Central Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 

32.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.


Customer impact
33.
The response addresses the petitioners’ concerns.

34.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

35.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMIOSSION BE NOTED AND THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER. 

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/593696 and CA19/601519

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council implement additional cycling facilities as part of Brisbane Metro on North Quay (between Queen Street and Adelaide Street) and Adelaide Street (between North Quay and George Street) in the CBD, as well as alternative cycling arrangements on Melbourne Street (between Grey Street and Merivale Street) in South Brisbane. 

Council acknowledges there is a desire for the project to include separated cycling facilities which ensure active travel remains a safe and attractive option for journeys between the CBD, South Brisbane and West End. 

As you have noted, the current concept design for Brisbane Metro provides a separated two-way cycleway, dedicated pedestrian pathways, and three lanes for Brisbane Metro and bus services across Victoria Bridge. The concept design also includes an off-road shared footpath for pedestrians and cyclists on the river side of North Quay, between Queen Street and Adelaide Street, a shared footpath for pedestrians and cyclists on each side of Adelaide Street, between North Quay and George Street, and on-road cycle lanes on either side of Melbourne Street, between Grey Street and Merivale Street. 

Victoria Bridge will play an important role in the Brisbane Metro project, providing a key cross‑river connection for public and active transport. The project will be a key part of Council’s plan to get residents home quicker and safer with more travel options, less congestion and better public transport. New high‑capacity and high-frequency Brisbane Metro services will run along dedicated busways and link with suburban bus and train services as part of a better planned network.

While Victoria Bridge is proposed to be converted to a green bridge for Brisbane Metro and bus services, pedestrians and cyclists, Council acknowledges there are opportunities to improve cycling connectivity within the CBD. As such, Council will investigate further improvements on North Quay as part of the detailed design and planning for Brisbane Metro. 

Council is also reviewing its Active Transport Network Plan and will investigate options to improve active transport connections into and through the CBD. Council is committed to improving cycling infrastructure around Brisbane as part of the $100 million Better Bikeways 4 Brisbane program. Future projects identified in the Active Transport Network Plan will be considered for funding in accordance with citywide priorities to improve network accessibility, connectivity and safety. 

Council acknowledges the safety concerns raised in relation to the on-road cycle lanes on Melbourne Street, between Grey Street and Merivale Street and the number of bus services operating at this location. The current Brisbane Metro concept design proposes Melbourne Street, between Grey Street and Merivale Street, will be closed to general vehicle traffic. While final changes to the bus network are still to be confirmed, traffic modelling and assessments undertaken as part of the project indicate that approximately 350 fewer buses will pass through the Cultural Centre precinct at surface level during peak hours, once Brisbane Metro is operational. Further to this, the modelling indicates that between 32 and 40 bus services per hour will use the Melbourne Street bus stops that are planned to be located beneath the railway bridges during peak hour. 

Safety assessments have determined the current proposed cycle lane arrangement on Melbourne Street is appropriate and confirmed this configuration as the preferred design option for the project. However, further investigation into these lane arrangements can occur as part of the detailed design and planning for Brisbane Metro and Council will continue to work with stakeholders through this process to further enhance active transport connectivity, including cycling facilities in the CBD. 
Subject to approvals and award of the contract to the Collaborative Partnership, the detailed design of Brisbane Metro’s inner city infrastructure is expected to commence in late 2019, with Brisbane Metro services expected to commence in 2023. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Carissa Dalton, Communication and Engagement Officer, Brisbane Metro, Major Projects, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 0874.
Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
Councillors, we now begin Question Time. 

Are there any questions of the LORD MAYOR or a Chair of any Standing Committee? 

Councillor HUANG.
Question 1

Councillor HUANG:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. Today the DEPUTY MAYOR and you announced an exciting addition to our CityCat fleet, the first double-decker CityCat. Can you outline how this Administration is getting on with delivering for the people of Brisbane and giving residents more travel options?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the question, Councillor HUANG, and it is an exciting day today, because the new, brand new double-decker CityCat is on the water. It was great to be out there this morning to have a look. The vessel was craned into the water from the manufacturing facility at Murarrie. It literally took four hours to crane it from the facility into the water and testing has commenced on this brand new, new generation double-decker CityCat.


So, it was an exciting day. We are now around a month away from this vessel entering service. We have seven days of testing that is under way right now and then following the successful completion of that testing, we will have 20 days of training of the crew and staff on the CityCat to make sure they are familiar with the new vessel, and then the vessel can go into service around the middle of next month. So, it’s a very exciting time.


It’s interesting, we’ve been talking today about tender processes. Unfortunately, Labor Councillors and also Independent Councillors don’t seem to understand that you don’t go out to the market with a fully designed project. You go out and you seek design and construction services. This vessel was an example of that. We didn’t design this CityCat. It was designed by boat building experts.


But I remember that day and it was a little over two years ago, when I had a discussion as the Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee about the next generation of CityCats. We sat in a meeting with the officers and they were talking about moving out to tender for the new design. It was at that meeting where, based on discussions with my colleagues, I asked the officers to request as an option a double-decker CityCat. 


The design option was put out to tender. We went out to tender for a single deck option and a double deck option. The winning tenderer and the winning bidder that has constructed the first vessel was a local company, Aus Ships, based here in Murarrie, employing local people. It was designed here and it has been built here, and it’s just fantastic to see. This is literally cutting-edge catamaran technology developed and built here in Brisbane, now on the water, soon ready to go into service to benefit the people of Brisbane. So, it is really exciting.


It is fantastic that the boat also comes with a whole range of improvements for passengers. One of the most important is extra accessibility and space for people with wheelchairs. Now, the current specs of the vessel are that there should be at least six wheelchair spaces. However, I was out there today and a trial was conducted, and it is more likely that this vessel can take up to eight wheelchairs, which is great. There is also more room for bicycles, people with bicycles, and there’s dedicated bicycle parking at the rear of the vessel.


But one of the fantastic accessibility initiatives here is that at the point where the wheelchair parking is, dedicated wheelchair parking, the boat is deliberately designed so that the windows go all the way down to the floor. So, people in a wheelchair can literally have basically floor to ceiling windows getting the best possible view of the river. So, it’s one of those small things that makes a real difference.


There’s also a whole range of features like USB charging ports, free Wi-Fi, there is even the opportunity the opportunity to charter this vessel out for corporate Christmas parties or community Christmas parties, and there is a bar. There is a bar. There is a specially designed ticket box which can be easily converted into a bar. So, it’s just a fantastic addition. 


I was so excited to be out there and the great news is that this vessel is the first of seven double-decker CityCats that we’re putting on the river. In the budget earlier this year, I put forward the funding for the additional six CityCats and we will progressively be rolling them out on the river. Once again built locally, designed locally, employing local people.


We have at least 30 jobs that have been involved, local jobs that have been created and involved in this project and that number will increase as the new vessels start being constructed. So, it’s a fantastic outcome. We have some of the world’s best boat builders here in Brisbane—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
—and it’s great that Council can support them and work with them. 

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 2
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. The Opposition has received disturbing reports that the new generation CityCats will not feature the shaft brake that dramatically shortens the stopping distance in case of emergency. The Opposition has also been told these brakes have been fitted to every CityCat in the fleet, however, were not included in the specifications your Council issued for new CityCats. Will the new CityCats be fitted with a similar emergency brake or can you assure passengers and other river users that the new boats will either have the same or shorter stopping distance than the present fleet?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
I’m happy to take this question as I was the Chair when the contract was awarded for this vessel. What I can tell you is that all of the safety features in this boat will either meet or exceed the safety features in the existing fleet—all of them. This will be a safer and a better vessel in every way. What I can also say is that we are testing new technology on this boat to make it even safer.


There’s a range of systems that are being tested. I can say this boat will not enter service unless it meets the absolute strictest and most stringent safety requirements. Now, what I can see here is another Labor opportunity to throw a little bit of mud at what is a positive initiative for Brisbane, for Brisbane residents, for Brisbane jobs, and for the incredible Brisbane company that has been involved in designing and building this vessel. The safety features will either meet or exceed all of the existing safety features in CityCats and what’s more, the seven-day period right now is all about putting the vessel through trials to make sure it meets every single safety standard that it needs to meet.


This is not something we take lightly, but it’s also not something that the Opposition should try and play politics with, because that is exactly what is happening here. There is no issue with safety of this vessel and ultimately, as I said, this testing process will mean that the vessel will not go into service unless it is absolutely meeting the highest relevant and necessary safety standard.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor DAVIS.
Question 3
Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, as the LORD MAYOR has previously promised, he remains committed to releasing the full standing load data every month. I understand that the September data is now available. Can you please update the Chamber on Brisbane’s worst bus routes and how does the Brisbane Metro help fix the problem of full standing loads?
Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and can I thank Councillor SCHRINNER, the former Chair of Public and Active Transport, and now LORD MAYOR, for answering the previous question. It’s interesting, since we talked about full standing bus loads last week, the interest we’ve had from other peak bodies about those statistics. In particular, the RACQ have come to the support of Council in our bid to ensure that we are open and transparent, and that’s what residents want. They want to know that we’re getting on with it, that Team Schrinner is focused on public transport and getting on with the job of the delivery of it.


Because we know what would happen if we left openness and transparency to the Palaszczuk Government. This is probably what you’d get if anything when it came to full standing bus loads, because we know when it comes to right to know, Minister Bailey does not want you to know.

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Minister Bailey does not want you to know the full standing bus loads and I don’t blame them. They are appalling. This is a problem that affects residents and as I’ve previously said, people want to know what we are doing about fixing it. As I said last week, and the LORD MAYOR has promised, today I can report on September’s data to the Chamber about our full standing bus loads. Last month there were a total of 2,039 full standing loads. That is 510 bus loads a week, an increase of 133 on September last year. The problem is only getting worse.


Importantly, 65% of the bus loads were during peak hours, but that’s still 35% that occurred during off peak, so it’s not just daily work commuters who are copping the brunt of the problem. It’s shift workers, it’s school kids, it’s carers, it’s anyone travelling in Brisbane during the day, and the Transport Minister not only doesn’t want you to know about it, he gives it the tick of approval, continue on.


What we do know is the worst route. The worst route in Brisbane continues to be route 66. Route 66 from the Royal Brisbane Hospital to UQ, 248 full standing loads this month. That is 50 services a week day that are not picking people up on route 66. What is the most disappointing part of this is the fact that our Metro service directly replaces that route. Our turn-up and go Metro service that will go from UQ to the Royal Brisbane Hospital will fix this issue.


Not only does the bus turn up more regularly, but a normal bus, 65 passengers, a Metro vehicle, 150, so more often and more capacity.

Councillors interjecting.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
People just want to get—I’ll take the interjection from Councillor CUMMING. It’s going to be a cattle truck. I wonder how that would have worked on the tram running down in the backwards direction in Brunswick Street on a metal train line. 


Fifty services a day are already jammed full and leaving people behind. The Brisbane Metro is funded. We have a team, as I mentioned before, of planners and civil engineers and transport network officers and active transport network officers making sure they are dedicated to getting it built, but we have a State Government who are doing everything possible to make sure that we don’t get there. We will continue the pressure. 


As the LORD MAYOR said, Minister Bailey will not meet with the Chair of Public and Active Transport, a great collaborative start for the people of Brisbane.

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
They must be so proud. Why not? Well, that’s a question I’ll be asking the Integrity Commissioner. He’s refusing to respond to my letters, and he won’t sign off on the early works. He’s literally doing the opposite of what his job requires of him to do.


But what are the other opportunities that we have from the Metro? Services 130 from Algester to the city, 71 full standing loads last month, will benefit. When we truncate services, there’ll be more services out to the suburbs. Aspley to the city, 58 full loads; Bracken Ridge to the city, 45 full loads; Forest Lake to the city, one of the ones we’ll be discussing in a petition later today, 82 full loads. Unfortunately, we don’t expect the Minister to give us any approvals before March. He has agreed for me to accompany the LORD MAYOR to a meeting in a couple of weeks’ time where, hopefully, now that we’ve cracked the 300 meeting mark, we might be able to get some decisions from the Minister—

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—but I’m not holding my breath. Meanwhile, we will continue to campaign hard for Brisbane Metro and show residents that Team Schrinner can deliver public and active transport to get them home quicker and safer.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, your time has expired. 

Further—

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 4
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. On page 273 of this year’s annual report, it details transactions your Council has made with related parties such as the $70,000 paid to Councillor MACKAY which is the subject of a referral to the Crime and Corruption Commission. 


The annual report states a company controlled by a Councillor or member of the Executive Management Team was paid by Council to provide design data processing, print and mail services to Council’s Green Heart CitySmart company. Could you advise who that Councillor or senior manager was, the nature of the work involved, and the cost to Council, and what arm’s length process was used to award these contracts?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the question, Councillor CASSIDY. True to form, he’s dishing the dirt again, digging the dirt, throwing mud—

Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
—throwing mud, and it’s interesting, because—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—it’s so secret—

Chair:
Councillors, Councillors, please.

LORD MAYOR:
—that it’s in the annual report. It’s so secret that it is there for anyone to see. That annual report is on the website—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—for any member of the public to see.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order. Point of order. Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
The LORD MAYOR is misleading the Chamber. The question was: who is the Councillor or the manager? And that is not included in the annual report.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I can tell Councillor CASSIDY that every Councillor has an obligation to declare to the CEO these matters and to fill in the appropriate paperwork. I am confident that Councillors have done that. 

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So, I expect Councillors in this team to make appropriate declarations to follow the law, and I can tell you: we pride ourselves in doing the right thing, unlike Labor politicians who buy houses right next to major projects and have government contracts relating to legal services—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Alright, Councillors, can you please—as I’ve said, some interjections are tolerated, but the same one over and over and over is not. So please keep your interjections limited. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
The fact that this matter has been reported in the annual report would indicate to anyone that the appropriate declarations have been made. So, Councillor CASSIDY, you can try and fish around all you like to manufacture some kind of issue, and we know that that is what he does. He manufactures issues, he tries to throw mud, he tries to get personal, he tries to imply something improper has happened without any proof, just by asking these subtly—what’s the word—questions full of inuendo without any kind of fact or evidence.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So, as I would say, simply, the appropriate declarations have been made, which is why they are reported in the annual report. So, Councillor CASSIDY, you can ask again and again, and you will get the same answer, which is: the appropriate declarations have been made. The appropriate declarations have been made. So, Councillor CASSIDY, keep trying to throw mud, keep trying to dig the dirt; you will get nowhere because, as Councillor MARX said, the more dirt you dig, the more ground you lose. That is very much the case. 


Labor has not learned the lessons of the past. I remember very clearly, probably one of the most disgraceful Labor campaigns I have ever seen, when they manufactured the Campbell’s web ads—remember that? Remember that?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
And then just before the election had to admit—

Chair:
Point of order—

LORD MAYOR:
—that there was no evidence whatsoever.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, point of order—there is a point of order to Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
There’s a number of things going here. One, relevance, Chair, but second, the LORD MAYOR is required under the Meetings Local Law to answer the question. The question was very clear: who was the key management personnel that received this money, and what process—what at arm’s length process was in place? This is a very, very simple question. I don’t understand why he can’t answer it.

Chair:
Thank you.


LORD MAYOR, I draw your attention to the question. You have two minutes and 15 seconds.

LORD MAYOR:
I’m not sure whether Councillor CASSIDY is deliberately misunderstanding the requirements here, or whether he just doesn’t understand the requirements here. There is no requirement for anyone to report anything to me. There is a requirement to report through the official Council processes. So, a Councillor is not going to come to me and say, oh, LORD MAYOR—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—I’m just giving you the heads up. No, they fill in the appropriate paperwork; it goes to the CEO, like it should, and it’s reported in the annual report. So that process has quite clearly been followed. So, I don’t know about related transactions. I don’t know the answer to that question, because it’s been dealt with through the CEO’s office and that is the appropriate way it should be dealt with. 


I would say in that question, there was a very misleading statement—an inaccurate statement, made before, which suggested that a particular Councillor had been paid directly for Council services. That is not the case. That is not the case.

Councillors interjecting.

 LORD MAYOR:
That is not the case. So, like I said, I don’t know if Councillor CASSIDY is deliberately misunderstanding here or it’s just part of his strategy to dish the dirt, to throw mud, to make personal innuendo claims that have no basis in truth. I will say again for a final time: the fact that it is in the annual report would suggest to anyone that the process has been followed. You know why people tend to get in trouble? Because they don’t make the declarations, not because they do make the declarations. The problems that we’ve had, like with the Deputy Premier, is because they don’t make the declarations.

Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
So, when Councillor CASSIDY looks in the report and says, oh, someone’s made a declaration, what’s the issue? The appropriate process has quite clearly been followed here—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—and that is the right thing to do.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
As I’ve said, I don’t know who it is because the declaration was not made to me; it was made to the CEO.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor RICHARDS.
Question 5
Councillor RICHARDS:
My question is to the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor HAMMOND. In the coming weeks, Council will open another two brand new parks, the Milton Urban Common in Milton, and a new park in Ascot. Can you outline for the Chamber how the Schrinner Administration is getting on with creating a clean and green Brisbane?
Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.
Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you so much for the question, Councillor RICHARDS, and I am so glad that I sit on this side of the Chamber with our wonderful leader, LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER, because we have a vision, unlike that side who are scraping through the mud piles, who have no vision for this city. We certainly have a vision about delivering parks and greenspace for this great city of ours.


Mr Chair, we have two amazing parks coming on board to join our already 2,100 parks across our city. The first one is the new park for Ascot, and I know Councillor McLACHLAN can’t wait to open this park on Sunday 3 November. 

Councillor McLACHLAN, I can’t wait to join you at this beautiful new park at Ascot. The project delivered a park that includes accessibility, shady greenspace, celebrates the suburb’s rich heritage, and includes features of the old Ascot Park from the 1930s, and encourages recreational activity in our wonderful subtropical climate.


Let us not forget, this used to be a car park, and we are turning—or this Administration, under the stewardship of LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER and Councillor McLACHLAN, your Chair at the time, we have turned this into a beautiful space which has a bandstand, a new shaded and fully-fenced playground incorporating all-abilities access to play elements, including swings, spinning, climbing, sensory and waterplay, the rejuvenation of the park including turf, tree planting, which is extremely important, and a new post and rail fence. Now, this new post and rail fence is an historical aspect, and brings us back to how things used to be in yesteryear. The construction of entries, pathways and lighting, barbeque, picnic settings and seatings, an accessible toilet block and, of course, a new dog off-leash area. 

Again, Councillor McLACHLAN, I encourage anyone of the residents around the northside, especially of Brisbane, but as I said last week, the residents—there is no boundaries. Residents don’t define themselves in electoral boundaries, so anyone is welcome to come on and enjoy this beautiful park at Ascot, and especially the opening on 3 November.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Ten o’clock, ten o’clock—there you go.


Councillor MATIC is also hosting an event and opening his new park at the Milton Urban Common on Saturday 2 November, so it’s a great weekend for our parks across our city. The Milton Urban Common project has created a new recreational greenspace and a place to promote a sense of community in this suburb. The works have provided a space for a variety of uses, including green shady spots to have lunch, and a grassy area for picnics and recreational activities.


But this is just the beginning. We are dedicated on this side to deliver more parks across our city with 11 more parks coming on board, with their new or existing upgrades in: Colmslie Recreation Reserve; Grinstead Park, Alderley; Shand Street Park, Stafford; Corbett Park, Enoggera; Keperra Bushland, Keperra; Wembley Park, Coorparoo; Wishart Community Park, Wishart; Chalk Street Park—which is an amazing new park coming on board at Lutwyche; Mt Gravatt Lookout Reserve, Mt Gravatt; Stephens Mountain Reserve, Greenslopes; and Eildon Hill Reserve, Windsor.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
We are looking—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
The answer will be heard in silence. 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Again, I look forward to seeing all these new parks delivered for our city and for our residents. This really is making Brisbane even Bris-better. Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor SRI.
Question 6
Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. If Brisbane City Council can provide public land for uses such as function venues, rowing clubs, golf courses, et cetera, why can’t Brisbane City Council provide more land for public housing and community housing projects?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the question. Certainly, the role of Council is not to provide our land to build housing developments of any kind. That is not the core role, but certainly in a number of our parks there are facilities that are in demand by the community that are considered to be publicly open and publicly available facilities where it is appropriate to have a third party operator.


So, ultimately, one of the things that Councillor SRI doesn’t understand or doesn’t agree with is that there is a role for private operators in running our city more efficiently, because he sees everyone that’s in business as a greedy corporate who is just wanting to profiteer off people—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chairman;
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

LORD MAYOR:
Did I say something that you don’t agree with?

Councillor SRI:
Claim to be misrepresented. 

Chair:
Noted.

LORD MAYOR:
But we see operators, third-party operators, as a way of providing services more effectively and efficiently in a number of cases. There’s time and time again examples of where someone can come in and run a facility or a service for us more effectively and more cost effectively than Council could do it if we did it ourselves. So, there will always be a role in certain circumstances for private operators to run public facilities, whether it’s a golf course or whether it’s a function centre—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chairman;
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
On relevance. The question was about whether Council would give land for non‑profit housing. It wasn’t—

Chair:
Yes, I understand that, and I think that—look, I find the answer to be on topic.

LORD MAYOR, you have three minutes and 25 seconds remaining.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. That question as a direct example was asked in reference to the fact that Councillor SRI claimed that land is provided to commercial operators. Well, we don’t provide land to commercial operators. We ask them to operate our facilities. We may provide a lease to them, but those facilities remain Council facilities. We don’t give commercial operators land. There is a return for the Council and the ratepayers of Brisbane. 


So, in the case of a sporting club, yes, someone may operate that, but yes, that sporting club usually invests a lot of money, non-Council money, into upgrading the facilities as well. So, I don’t think the example that he used is actually a fair or legitimate one, because it implies that we’re just giving land away to someone for nothing in return. That is not the case.


So, in relation to housing, the largest stock of land that we have is parkland. The second largest stock of land that we have is road reserve and roads that people actually drive on or cycle on or walk on every day. So, there’s not some magic bank of land that we have that can suddenly be given up to developers to build housing. Even if it might be low-cost or affordable housing, that would require us giving up parkland for housing to be built. Or it would require us to close down roads for housing to be built, because that is the vast majority of our land holding across the city. Or it might require bushland being given over to developers to build housing. This is not something—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I think the LORD MAYOR is misleading the Chamber. There’s plenty of other assets that Council owns other than parkland and road reserves.

Chair:
I don’t think so—I disagree.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor SRI—

Chair:
I think the answer is largely on the point that you’ve asked about as well. 

LORD MAYOR, you’ve got one minute and 36 seconds to go.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. I’ve made it clear: the vast majority of land that we own is parkland. That is a fact. It is not something I’m making up. The vast majority of land we own is parkland, followed by roads. These are, if you look in the Council’s finances at the assets, at the billions of dollars’ worth of assets that we hold, the majority is parkland or roads. That’s the reality.


So, I don’t think it’s appropriate to be giving over parkland for developers to build housing. I don’t think it’s appropriate at all. If Councillor SRI is aware of some mysterious stash of land that we have available that’s not doing anything, then I’d be keen to see it, because I’m sure there’s a better use for it. Maybe that use is not housing, but certainly I don’t think the question is really getting to the—or is really making an accurate comparison between allowing community groups and sporting clubs to manage land for us, to invest in facilities, or for private operators to help run facilities for us. We’re not giving them the land, just like we won’t be giving away parkland for developers to build housing.

Chair:
Councillor SRI, you had a misrepresentation.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. The Mayor appeared to suggest I was against all business, which definitely isn’t the case, and I want to clarify that. I also just want to clarify the fact that I’m definitely not suggesting that we give away parkland for housing.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor SRI—
Councillor SRI:
But every time I’ve raised with the Mayor—

Chair:
Stop there.

Councillor SRI:
—the availability of underused Council land, they sell it off to the private sector, and that gives me some concern.

Chair:
Thank you. Thank you, Councillor. 

Alright, further questions?


Councillor MARX.
Question 7
Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of Field Services Committee, Councillor HOWARD. Council’s Cleaner Suburbs Awards champion—the achievements of residents and groups who work to keep Brisbane a clean and green city. Can you please update the Chamber on the winners of the awards held at City Hall last week?
Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.
Councillor HOWARD:
Well, thank you, Chair, and I thank Councillor MARX for the question. I also thank her for representing me at the awards. I unfortunately had to attend the funeral of a much-loved local resident. This Administration is committed to creating a clean and green Brisbane, and we are fortunate to represent the dedicated residents of this city who are passionate about protecting and enhancing the beautiful environment that we enjoy here in Brisbane.


So, last week, Brisbane’s green army of schools, community groups and individuals were recognised by the LORD MAYOR for their environmental efforts at our annual Cleaner Suburbs Awards. The Cleaner Suburbs Awards champion the achievements of our dedicated residents and community groups that go above and beyond in their commitment to protecting our environment and creating a clean and green city.


This year we received nominations from over 180 residents and community groups. We are proud of each and every entrant for contributing towards a cleaner, greener and better Brisbane. We had an incredible group of nominations this year, and I’m told it was no easy task to narrow it down to our 26 exceptional finalists. From waste reduction, organising a local Clean Up Australia Day, or helping protect our 4,000 kilometres of local waterway corridors, I would like to take this opportunity to thank everyone who nominated and offer on behalf of Council a special congratulations to our finalists, and in particular our 11 winners who were awarded for their efforts last week.


All of our winners really did go above and beyond, from young Ned Heaton who founded his own company, aged just 11, to help people make the switch from single use plastics, to Sophie Rutter, who has helped to prevent 860,000 single use plastic items being used on University of Queensland campuses. The Greenbrook Association won the 2019 Council of Clean Green Choice Award for their hard work in Grange Forest Park to regenerate native bushland. They seek to create a self-sustaining ecology of native plants and animals within that suburb. 


Of course, the Litter Prevention Award for the individual categories of ages 5 to 17 went to the talented Ned Heaton for reducing ocean plastics and plastic litter by selling and giving away bamboo toothbrushes, while educating people about plastic pollution. At just 11 years of age, Ned founded his own company called The Turtle Tribe to help people to make the switch away from plastics.


The Litter Prevention Award for the Individual 18+ years category was awarded to Sophie Rutter, who was the driving force behind UQ Unwrapped and, as I mentioned, has done an incredible job to help prevent over 800,000 pieces of plastic from being used on UQ campuses. 

The Group Litter Prevention Award went to two well-deserved recipients—the Calamvale Community College P&C Association for their hard work in developing a new recycling scheme at the college by establishing a bulk retrieval and collection service for recycled produces which has realised approximately 60,000 returns. 


The second award for the Group Litter Prevention Award went to the Tangalooma EcoMarines who do the most amazing work running litter clean‑ups throughout the year for over 36 Brisbane schools as well as businesses and at Clean Up Australia Day. This work is helping to reduce the amount of plastics and debris polluting our land, waterways and Moreton Bay, to protect our marine and wildlife.


The Cleanaway Waste Innovation Award went to Renae McBrien who designed and delivered community gardens, drove recycling segregation and staff education across 16 healthcare facilities. Her work has prevented over 1 million plastic units from heading to landfill each year. 


Brisbane’s Clean Green Award went to the food waste superhero OzHarvest. OzHarvest is a food rescue organisation with a driving purpose to nourish our country. It began with a simple concept to rescue good food that would otherwise go to waste, and deliver it to the people in need. It currently delivers to directly more than 120 local charities in Brisbane, including the school breakfast programs, domestic violence shelters, emergency food relief programs, youth groups and street vans. 


One of my favourite awards is the Clean Schools Award which celebrates the work of Brisbane’s young achievers. This year, the primary school category was awarded to the year 5 and 6 students of the Yeronga State School Green Team who meet every week to brainstorm, plan and establish initiatives to help make their school more sustainable. So far, they have established Clean Up Your School Day—

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD, your time has expired.

Councillor HOWARD:
What a shame. Congratulations to all the winners.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 8
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. On page 273 of this year’s annual report, it states that a company controlled by a close family member of a Councillor or member of your Executive Management Team was paid by Council to provide venue fit-out services to Council’s Brisbane Powerhouse. Could you please advise who that Councillor or senior manager was, exactly what the nature of the work involved was, and what was the cost to Council, and what process was used to award these contracts, or don’t you care how this money was spent either?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the mud-slinging question, Councillor CASSIDY. It’s all he’s got. He’s got nothing, absolutely no idea for Brisbane, and he’s got a lot of dirt and inuendo-filled questions, but what I can say is this: these procurement decisions that have been made have been made appropriately, with the appropriate processes, and the appropriate declarations have been made. Once again, he’s referring to something that’s been reported on in the annual report.


Like I said, the issue is when people don’t make the appropriate declarations, not when people do make the appropriate declarations. So, you can’t have it both ways, Councillor CASSIDY. The integrity scandals that we’ve seen up in George Street have been all about people failing to declare things, failing to fill in the appropriate forms and make the appropriate declarations. 


We have the opposite happening here, where our Councillors are quite obviously proactively declaring these things, as they should, and here’s the thing: making a declaration is no indication that somehow anything wrong has occurred. It is simply being upfront, following the law and following appropriate processes.


What Councillor CASSIDY is trying to do is suggest that somehow something wrong has occurred here. If you’ve got any evidence that something wrong has occurred, don’t come into the Council Chamber and throw mud; make the appropriate complaints. Make the appropriate complaints. I think it is irrelevant who it was—and once again, I don’t know who it was—it is irrelevant who it was. If there is any evidence that something wrong has happened here, then you should absolutely make the appropriate complaint rather than trying to score some political points here, trying to smear reputations and throw mud, because there is a way to deal with these things.


On our side of the Chamber, we make the appropriate declarations and we really do bend over backwards to make sure everyone is doing the right thing. The reporting in the annual report is evidence that that is occurring. Now, there are cases where some people make mistakes. I get that, but the mistake here is more likely to be a failure to declare rather than declaration like we’ve had here. So, Councillor CASSIDY, I don’t know who it is. In these procurement processes, I don’t recall for one these being discussed in any kind of procurement process that I’ve been involved with. In all likelihood, if it’s at the Brisbane Powerhouse, then it’s been dealt with through their own separate procurement process. 


So, look, I don’t know. I don’t know the answer to the question, but what I do know is that our Councillors have done the right thing here, and it would be nice if the Labor Party, rather than throwing mud, should realise the irony of the fact that, you know, the party of Jackie Trad, the party of Peter Russo, are trying to suggest that the LNP has done something wrong by making declarations that are appropriate. So, they have no credibility; they have no ideas and no vision for the city, and all they do is get up here, week after week, and come down to these kind of grubby little issues where they’re suggesting that something is wrong, but guess what; guess what: if there is anything wrong—

Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
If there is anything wrong, and you have any evidence that something wrong has occurred, refer it to the appropriate authorities. Don’t come in here with your petty little point-scoring questions, with your small-minded team, with no agenda or no vision for the city. Go and waste someone else’s time until you come up with a vision and a policy for Brisbane.
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor MACKAY.
Question 9
Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee, Councillor MATIC. The Museum of Brisbane’s newest exhibition dives into the history, stories and songs of Brisbane’s music scene. Can you give the Chamber an insight into this exciting exhibition and details on how residents and visitors can go along for themselves?
Chair:
Councillor MATIC.
Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I thank Councillor MACKAY for the question. My response is: rock on! So, Mr Chairman, it is with great pleasure that I am able to speak to this event. I know that you were at the opening of it as well. This amazing snapshot of Brisbane’s popular music culture from 1989 to 2019 was another great representation from the Museum of Brisbane that captures the very essence of what our city is about over that 30-year period of music. There is so much within that exhibition to be able to enjoy and reminisce about.


It’s great to see, too—sometimes you could get the breadth of the talent that has come from our city, bands such as Savage Garden, for example, and the success that they’ve had nationally and internationally, and what great representations they are for our city. That includes The Veronicas. There will be a number of different bands that come to mind that show what the breadth of talent is here.


Now, the presentation is broken up into sections throughout the museum and focuses on all the different aspects of our musical history and culture. It looks at the music itself, the inspiration by some of our artists, and the background to where their songs came from—from the suburbs, from their experiences. It also goes into the area of looking at memorabilia. It’s not a rock exhibition without memorabilia, and there are some amazing pieces of local memorabilia there for people to see and enjoy.


It then looks at the places and the venues, many of which no longer exist, that were great places for people to meet and be able to experience music. It then also provides the opportunity for everyone coming there to create their own music, and there is a separate space within the facility that has been set up for people to play different types of instruments, create different kinds of digital sounds, to create their own type of rock feeling.


But what’s important about this is that it also focuses on a lot of the independent stars of that period that came up as emerging artists. It’s great to see that the museum is also recognising their great contribution. There are a lot of different experiences that you can have throughout the period that the museum is showing this. There are, for example, exhibition tours, so every Wednesday during the exhibition, at 12.30 pm, the High Rotation exhibition, there is a team that will take you on a tour of Brisbane’s vibrant music scene over the past 30 years, from the local underground scene to the dazzling lights of the global stage, finding out how esteemed musicians ended up coming through their talent and being able to express it everywhere across our city. We also have the High Rotation Insider’s tour. 

So, there are a lot of different music critics over the years that have very kindly donated their time for the opportunity to have different forums, so that they can talk about their own experiences when they saw these shows, the interviews that they had, the critiques that they provided, their own personal insights. We have so many passionate music journalists within our city, but there are also industry stalwarts that will be able to provide their feedback as well. I think that’s an important unique opportunity for people coming to the exhibition. It’s not just what you see, but how you feel. Having that insight of those people that have been there, some for 30 years, gives an insight into the Brisbane of the past. 


There’s also a fanzine project that they’re working on, because fanzines were a staple of being able to get the word out about what shows were on, different underground artists. So, for many of these, these were handmade publications done by people purely for love. So, there will be a contribution and an ability and opportunity for people to contribute their own thoughts and feelings to this fanzine that they’ll be creating.


There’s also a writers’ festival which will give many aspiring artists the opportunity to talk to many of our gifted musicians and storytellers about their own experiences, but also to get ideas about how to improve their craft and what the motivations and inspirations were for them. There’s also a leather customisation workshop for those that have still got their old leather jackets sitting in the cupboard. If you want to kind of spruce them up a bit, there’s an opportunity for that as well.


All of these things will be running throughout all of this period. It just goes to show the breadth—

Chair:
Councillor MATIC, disappointingly your time has expired.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
That concludes Question Time. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.
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At that juncture, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That Council undertakes a comprehensive audit to ensure all of Brisbane’s character pre-1946 homes are identified and protected under the Traditional building overlay code, and takes all steps necessary to amend City Plan 2014 accordingly.
Chair:
Now, Councillor JOHNSTON, three minutes please to urgency.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman, thank you. I’m moving this urgency motion today because this Council continues to oversee the loss of character homes within my ward and around the city because they are not mapped, identified and protected within the pre-1946 character overlay. Those homes are subject to demolition without any approval or public notification needed. This is happening on a regular basis in my ward, because Council has consistently refused to protect character homes.


My request for temporary local planning instruments has also gone unanswered for these homes. It has come to my attention that another property in Borden Street at Sherwood, a gracious pre-1946 home, which is one house out of the mapped overlay, but is a distinguished character home, is at risk of demolition. I cannot stand by in good conscience and watch these gracious pre-1946 homes, and in some cases in my ward, turn of the century homes—that’s homes from the late 1800s and early 1900s—that are being lost. They are not being mapped in this city.


I’ve moved this motion on several occasions in the past, and it’s not fair that the LNP Administration will cherry pick to protect houses in LNP wards and then fails to protect them consistently across the city. So, the urgency motion today seeks to ensure that all pre-1946 homes are identified and protected before any others are lost in our city. I urge all Councillors to support the urgency motion.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Now, I will now put the resolution on the matter of urgency.

The Chair submitted the motion for the suspension of the Standing Rules to the Chamber and it was declared lost on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Steve GRIFFITHS immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared lost.
The voting was as follows:

AYES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 19 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

Chair:
Councillors, we move to the reports. 

Firstly, the Establishment and Coordination Committee Report, please.


LORD MAYOR.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS:

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 14 October 2019, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes. First of all, I wanted to touch on two issues that came up earlier in the meeting. First of all, the one that was raised by Councillor JOHNSTON just now. Councillor JOHNSTON is deliberately misrepresenting the facts on this issue. If she is aware of any character houses that should be listed that aren’t, she has a responsibility to report them through to tell us, and we will get them investigated. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
That has always been the case.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
No, we don’t say no.

Chair:
Okay, alright, okay.

LORD MAYOR:
We don’t say no. Councillor JOHNSTON thinks she’s the expert on every issue, and now she’s an expert in character houses as well, but the reality is, if she’s aware of any, report them through and we will get them urgently assessed. There is an ongoing process of assessing character houses across the city. It is an ongoing audit that is occurring, which is why regularly in this place changes are made to the mapping and to the designation of character houses. It is an ongoing thing. So, to suggest that somehow it’s not being done and there needs to be an urgent review is misleading, because it’s already under way and it’s a continuing process.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor JOHNSTON—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—is just being lazy by not actually—

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—referring through matters that she believes need to be assessed.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, Councillor JOHNSTON, you’ve made the same interjection five times in a row. You’ve made your point. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Other Councillors actually do the right thing. If they’re aware of houses that they believe should be listed, that aren’t, they refer them through. Councillor JOHNSTON just wants to make it someone else’s problem for political reasons. So, do your job, Councillor JOHNSTON. 


The second issue I wanted to address is the question that Councillor CASSIDY asked about the CityCat and emergency braking system. Now, I have some more information on this, and I’m delighted to report to the Chamber the facts of the situation here. Now, many years ago, in the mid-2000s, the CityCats had a different engine and a different gearbox. So, it was an older engine and older gearbox. With the older engine and the old gearbox, in certain situations the engine would stall where you went from full power to full reverse. 


So, if there was some kind of emergency on the river or if you were approaching another vessel or a rower, and you needed to really quickly stop, you would go from full power back to reverse—full reverse—and in certain circumstances the engine would stall. Now, obviously that’s not an ideal situation, because the forward momentum would continue on.


Since then, we have replaced all of the engines and all of the gearboxes, and the new engines and the new gearboxes do not have this same issue. So, they now have an electronic gearbox, and when you go from full power to full reverse, you don’t have that same issue of the engine stalling. So what Councillor CASSIDY is talking about is an outdated engine and an outdated gearbox, and a temporary fix for that outdated engine and gearbox which is no longer required. So, the current engine and gearbox can go from full power to full reverse without stalling, so it is now a very safe system. That quick fix, or temporary fix that we had before, is not required.


So, as I was pointing out before, these vessels have all the latest safety technology. We will not allow them to go into service unless they are absolutely certified to be safe, not only by Council, but by the appropriate maritime authorities as well. So, I’m looking forward to these vessels going through their testing and making sure that we can provide a fantastic vessel and a fantastic service to Brisbane residents, not only to keep them safe on the water, but also other vessels using the Brisbane River. I know these vessels will become such an asset for the city. They will be a fantastic asset with the latest technology, and they’ll be safer than ever before.

Chair:
Further speak—

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Yes.

LORD MAYOR:
That was my mistake. I heard the clocks ring. I thought time was up.

Chair:
No. Please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Moving on, with your indulgence, Mr Chair. So, before us we have a number of items, and I will move through—okay, I’m just looking for my notes here. No, I can’t find my notes, Mr Chair. Just bear with me for a second.


Okay, here we go. Item A is the major amendment to City Plan, package G. The purpose of this major amendment is to encourage more of the fantastic rooftop gardens that we have seen popping up around Brisbane, and it is just a great thing to see the tops of buildings, which were previously unused areas just for plant and equipment, now becoming new recreational areas for residents of the buildings, to provide new greenspace and often, in many cases, pool facilities on the top of buildings, that help take advantage of Brisbane’s incredible lifestyle and climate.


So, we were aware that one of the issues here is that, by activating rooftop, in certain circumstances it was defined to be an extra storey, although there were no apartments being provided on that top level and it was just simply a space available for residents. We had the perverse situation where, if a building constructor or developer wanted to provide shade facilities on top of that building, it would be determined to be an extra storey, and that would then potentially bring their building from code assessable to impact assessable, open them up to challenges because of the extra storey, and people in the community would say, oh well, the plan says 10 storeys, but you’ve got 11 storeys here, when the intent was not to build extra apartments, but to provide a great outcome on the rooftop.


So, these changes will help facilitate good outcomes with the activation of rooftops, providing facilities, and provided they meet our guidelines, it won’t qualify as an extra storey, which I think is fair and reasonable, because this is not about increasing development yield, this is about providing a quality outcome for the residents living in that building and their visitors and family and friends that come to visit. 


So, generally speaking, a minimum of 15% of the rooftop or 0.75 times the footprint of the rooftop structure, whichever is greater, would need to include green landscaping. So, not only do we want to see artificial shade like shade sails or roofing structures, we also want to see greenery up there on the rooftops as well, so some landscaping on top. 


Also, rooftop structures with solid roofs are limited to 30% of the rooftop area and have setback requirements as well. This is designed to make sure that the visual impact of these things is managed, so that residents get the shade that they need, there’s the greenery that they need, without having the structures being too imposing. So, obviously is this is something that we are very proud of and will help deliver better development outcomes. We look forward to this amendment proceeding. 


Item B is the major amendment to the Brisbane City Plan, package B, which relates to biodiversity overlay mapping in the City Plan. The amended mapping also reflects the updated Queensland Government legislation and refines the subcategories of biodiversity overlay, the effectiveness and clarity of interpretation. Obviously, we are committed as an Administration to protecting and preserving Brisbane’s biodiversity—not only preserving what’s there, but growing it as well, with an expansion in our greenspace up to that target that we have in 2032 of 40% green cover across the city.


So, this is an important overlay, but the other important part of it, though, is that we get the mapping as accurate as possible, and that that mapping doesn’t unreasonable impact on private property owners and their homes, and wanting to do minor changes or reasonable changes to their property. So, what we’ve tried to do—based on feedback from local residents—is incorporate a number of the different items received in feedback from local residents. I particularly want to thank Councillor RICHARDS for her advocacy here and working very closely with local residents to make sure that their views were inputted into this process and part of the consultation process.


Councillor RICHARDS was very active in encouraging people to provide their feedback, and they did, and I know that we received from memory around 280 submissions on this. We’ve worked very hard to make sure we incorporate that community feedback into this final outcome. 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.
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At that point, the LORD MAYOR was granted an extension of time on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR, seconded by Councillor Kate RICHRDS.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
So, in terms of some examples of the changes required, in some cases the proposed overlay went across the top of houses, and obviously houses aren’t part of biodiversity, so amendments were made there so that the house and the building envelope was excluded from the biodiversity mapping. We didn’t want a situation where someone wanting to put a deck on the house—it then became a difficult process to go through. The ultimate aim here is to protect existing biodiversity of high value, and that’s what this will continue to do, but we don’t want to make a resident’s life harder to do reasonable things on their own private property. So, it’s about finding that right balance.


This is something that we will continue to work on, to refine the mapping. I can also say as well that, as with flood mapping, there will always be people who say, well, I’ve had a look at the flood mapping for my property and we don’t believe it’s accurate, and I can provide some evidence that it’s not accurate. 


In this particular case, I’ve had a chat to Councillor BOURKE. If residents believe that the mapping is not accurate, we have a process in Council whereby they can raise that issue with us and we will reassess that mapping for that particular property owner. So, that process exists, and we are happy to hear residents’ feedback where they have some evidence that the mapping is not accurate or reasonable. I just wanted to put that out there so that people are aware. 


Item C is the Stores Board submission, the contracting plan for dry hire of specialised mobile plant at quarries and asphalt plants. There are two categories here—the hire of large plant and equipment on an operating hour basis, and secondly, the hire of smaller equipment on a monthly hire basis. Due to benefits Council experiences with our current contracting arrangements, we are seeking to procure a supplier who is able to continue providing Council with dry hire arrangements for specialist mobile plant that is inclusive of servicing, maintenance and repairs.


Obviously, that is a benefit that it’s provided on that basis so that Council is not responsible for the servicing and maintenance and repairs on this equipment. So, the benefits are that Council has reliability by having access to modern fleet, with no plant being more than five years old. It’s easier to secure any additional plant or replacement plant on short notice. The majority of spare parts are provided by the supplier, and there’s no capital outlay required from Council as we experience changes in demand or increases in demand. So, Council seeks to establish an arrangement for an anticipated initial three-year term with options to extend for additional periods of up to four years, with a maximum term of up to seven years.


Item D is the carbon neutral account and public disclosure summary. I am proud, and every Councillor should be proud, that Brisbane City Council is Australia’s largest carbon neutral organisation.


Other councils like to talk about climate change. We have been a leader in this field for a long period of time, and other councils will debate motions in council; we actually get on and deliver outcomes. This is one of those outcomes that we are proud to have achieved in 2017 where we achieved that carbon neutrality status. That is a status that is not something that we’ve declared; it’s a status that is certified by the national agency that looks at these things, and that’s the Australian Government’s National Carbon Offset Standard. 


So, we again submit all of our information on the programs that we’ve initiated, the carbon reduction initiatives we’ve taken, and also the offsetting initiatives that we’ve implemented as well. That is then assessed by the national authority and certified at the end of that process. 


I am pleased to report that Council reduced its carbon footprint by eight per cent compared to 2016-17 financial year. So, while we see across the community, across business, emissions continuing to grow in many cases, Council is not only offsetting our emissions, but we’re also reducing our emissions, and that’s an important point to make. If you just continued to increase your emissions and then offset them, that’s not the full picture there. Obviously, the aim is to reduce emissions as well as offsetting them, and that is what is happening here. 


So, an eight per cent reduction in our carbon footprint is a fantastic outcome. I want to thank everyone that’s been involved in this, and I know Councillor HAMMOND is particularly passionate about it. Some of the initiatives that we’ve been embarking on under this program include the purchase of 50,000 megawatt hours of renewable energy, the installation of solar systems on Council facilities, whether it’s libraries or bus depots—we’re rolling out more solar facilities as well, solar systems; LED lighting being rolled out, so we’re replacing the old style lighting with new energy efficient lighting which reduces power consumption and reduces emissions, and that’s not just in street lights or in bike path lights, but also inside Council facilities. 


We’ve replaced all the lights in the King George Square Car Park with efficient LED lights. We’ve replaced all the lights in the Wickham Terrace Car Park with efficient LED lights. We’re always looking for more opportunities to reduce our emissions and our carbon footprint, because that’s what practical action on climate change is all about. It’s about doing things, not talking about it endlessly, not having a debate and declaring a climate emergency and feeling good about yourself, but actually doing things, and that’s what we will continue to do.


So, I’m very proud of this achievement to date. We’re submitting our documentation for the next review, and we look forward to that assessment to be carried out. Certainly, we should all celebrate that reduction in our carbon footprint. It is really something to celebrate. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	236/2019-20
At that time, 4.13pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors have been locked.

Council stood adjourned at 4.16pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back. 

Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on these items in the E&C Report. 

Seriatim - Clause B
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause B, MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE B BIODIVERSITY, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
Just starting on item A, the major amendment, package G, which is rooftop gardens, we support the concept, and we’ll support this item going forward, but do have some reservations around some of the items contained within, and we’ll put those on record. 


As I said in a city, particularly the inner city and the inner ring of this city that is experiencing an extraordinary amount of growth and densification, and a reduction in the number of open spaces per head of population in terms of providing that open space, providing this in private development is becoming more and more crucial as we’re seeing more and more density in those areas, whether it’s places like South Brisbane and West End, or here in the city out to the Valley, or within that five kilometre ring, whether it’s out at Coorparoo or Albion to the north, those sort of areas. It will be increasingly important to provide those spaces as a requirement of development. So, rooftop gardens certainly should be and can be part of answering that issue as the city grows.


But we do have concerns that, overall, the amendment does read particularly to facilitate things like rooftop bars rather than rooftop gardens. We don’t dispute the want and the need to have entertainment areas generally or areas where people can enjoy the outdoors, up 20 storeys above the ground, but we want to make sure that, when this comes back and when it is finally adopted, that the focus is fairly and squarely on what the intent of this should be, and that is around providing gardens and vegetation. The size of structures that would be allowed would be significant, and the vegetation required as a minimum is pretty insignificant and minimal. 


So, while we do support the installation and in some cases, I suppose going forward, the requirement for these sort of spaces as a development outcome, we want to make sure absolutely that they don’t get used in particular settings, whether that’s in low density or even low-medium density areas that can be used to sneak through an extra storey of development as of right for a developer. Then, where they are in place in appropriate places, that they aren’t simply used to create rooftop bars rather than actual rooftop gardens. So, we will be supporting this at this stage, but do have reservations about some of that going forward. We’ll certainly keep an eye on that.


On item B, in terms of biodiversity and the biodiversity overlay, we do have some serious concerns around this item and how it will not address some of the key issues around maintaining Brisbane’s biodiversity in our city. The proposed changes to the biodiversity overlay for clearing of vegetation on areas greater than 500 square metres certainly wouldn’t have saved a site that this Administration talks big about preserving that land out at Mt Gravatt East, even if this biodiversity overlay was to have gone through. 


Beefing this up, I think, would be a good outcome, and having particularly in a high ecological significant subcategory—a high ecological significant strategic subcategory and the general ecological significant subcategory, or the general ecological significant subcategory included there as well, which would protect all vegetation in Brisbane covered by the biodiversity overlay there as well. So, Councillor GRIFFITHS will certainly talk a bit more on this one, but we do have some serious concerns going forward that this will not address the issues that we have seen in the city in terms of the wholesale loss on significant sites of vegetation around our city.


On item C, the Stores Board submission for the specialist mobile plant at quarries and asphalt plants, we’ll be supporting this going forward, but it does beg the question: what is the Administration’s plan for the Mt Coot-tha Quarry going forward? I note this piece of equipment will be used there, a specialist piece of equipment. That’s fair enough, Council needs to have this equipment to do the work that it needs to do. 


But I think the Administration owes the community out there—sooner rather than later—an explanation as to what is going to happen, what is the future of that quarry, because those people that are most directly affected by that have been told many conflicting things over many different years, and the closure date continues to blow out further and further and further. So, we would certainly like to see some action on that.


Item D, the Carbon Neutral Carbon Account and Public Disclosure Summary, there are a number of documents included in here. We, of course, support Council being carbon neutral, but genuinely carbon neutral. What we saw when this initially came through Council was a reliance on Council in buying carbon offset credits because less and less of that carbon neutrality was coming from renewable energy sources. 


So, we see ratepayers’ money now buying carbon credits to offset carbon emissions from projects like the Three Gorges project in China that has now flooded 115 villages, and I can’t imagine the accounting practices in terms of best practice environmental outcomes in that area are necessarily top shelf, and other projects that are happening in other places around the world. I’m not confident that these documents can properly account for those carbon offsets in those markets, and we should be doing more in terms of investing in offsetting that carbon locally, investing in local jobs, investing in local initiatives that support the reduction in Council’s overall carbon footprint.


One of those, of course, is on page 6 of this Attachment C, where it talks about the excluded emission sources from this. So, while we do note that some action has been taken by Council broadly as an organisation to address emissions, there are a whole heap here, fugitive emissions from closed landfill sites and inactive landfill sites, the Council’s investments. This should all be taken into account, office equipment and other purchased goods as well.


There are a whole range of things that can be done, particularly at landfill sites, to reduce those fugitive emissions. They could be better measured, I think, and better accounted for, and better dealt with, with some actual investment in local initiatives that would drive down carbon emissions rather than the path of least resistance, which is to go overseas and buy carbon credits using ratepayer money without putting our shoulder to the wheel in terms of addressing that locally. 


We will support this going forward but do want to put on record those concerns about that, and our support locally here in Brisbane, South East Queensland, Queensland and Australia, in supporting and funding initiatives that will offset carbon emissions here at a local level and supporting local jobs. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item A regarding the amendment to the City Plan to encourage rooftop gardens. I’m strongly opposed to this amendment in its current form and I doubt the Administration will be particularly interested in my comments, but I might put a few thoughts on the record for the benefit of anyone who’s watching online or reading the transcript later. The thing that is kind of left out of the—this conversation around this amendment is that actually it’s already possible to include a rooftop garden on a high-rise. 


In fact, it’s already possible to include a rooftop garden on a high-rise with lots of shade structures and additional roofing and barbecue facilities and protection from the weather, et cetera, et cetera, but if you do put a lot of roofing structures on the rooftop garden, it counts as an extra storey. Actually, to me, that makes perfect sense, because we have limits and acceptable outcomes on heights for buildings and storeys, because that has a material impact on neighbours and on how the building is seen and experienced aesthetically and its impact on the neighbourhood. 


So, when a building has a lot of extra stuff on the roof—a lot of extra shade structures and shelters, et cetera—it looks taller. It has a bigger impact in terms of overshadowing. It’s essentially taking more of the public airspace than it otherwise would. So right now, if developers want to include a rooftop garden, which I think is a great idea and I strongly encourage developers to do that, and they decide that they really need to have a lot of roofing on there and a lot of plant and a lot of extra shade structures, they can do so. It just counts towards one of the storeys of the building. 


But what this amendment is seeking to do is to say we’re going to give you a bonus. We’re going to give you an extra storey. We’re going to let you put heaps of roofing on top of the rooftop garden and not count that as a storey, which is essentially the same giving the developers approval to build an extra storey above and beyond the acceptable outcomes in the neighbourhood plan or City Plan. So, this is essentially giving certain developers—and it’s really only going to be the big developers that have capacity to take advantage of this. 


It’s giving certain developers a height bonus for rooftop garden, when actually if we really wanted to ensure there were more rooftop gardens in Brisbane and on our new high-rises, we could introduce those as requirements or incorporate them into design guidelines, so that there’s a strong regulatory pressure to deliver such outcomes, rather than simply just say to developers, yes, you can build an extra storey and we’re not going to penalise you for it, which I think is completely the opposite of what we should be doing. 


I think already I’m hearing from a lot of residents who are frustrated when the—there’s an excessive amount of what’s called plant structure on the roof, so lift shafts, air-conditioning units, et cetera. When you add up all that infrastructure on a roof, it does start to add noticeably to the appearance or the—what—the apparent height of the building. Residents are already feeling frustrated that towers that are described 10 storeys actually look more like an 11 or 12-storey building or towers that are described and applied for as 15 storeys actually look more like a 16 or 17-storey building. 


That happens all the time in my ward. So, I’m worried that this amendment to the City Plan, rather than encouraging good outcomes in terms of rooftop gardens, simply allows developers to put more junk on the roof and in so doing create more floorspace that they can then market to buyers on other levels of their building. Developers have a lot of discretion about exactly where they locate certain kinds of plant and equipment. There are a lot of trade-offs in terms of how you design these high-rises. 


So sometimes developers have to make that choice of do we include certain forms of equipment within the tower itself or do we put it on the roof? Obviously, the reason for including it within the tower itself is so that the height and the visual impact is not quite as great, but by allowing developers to put as much stuff on the roof as they want as possible and not have that count as an extra storey, we’re rewarding developers. We’re giving them essentially free money, because we’re giving them increased ability to deliver larger apartments with greater floorspace, but we’re not getting anything in return.


We’re essentially allowing developers to commodify and privatise more and more public airspace. I think when I read the details of the code, actually, the positive outcomes for the city as a whole are going to be pretty minimal. As a Labor Councillor acknowledged already, the actual minimum requirements for what counts as a rooftop garden and what actually justifies this height exemption are pretty generous. You don’t have to do very much to tick the box and say, oh, we’ve got a rooftop garden, but then once you’ve ticked that box, you can put all sorts of stuff up there.


Yes. That—some of that might be improve the outcomes for the residents who are living in that apartment, but it doesn’t materially improve outcomes for the suburb or the city as a whole. Overwhelmingly, these changes are going to be benefit a few wealthy investors, a few developers and maybe a few penthouse owners, but they’re not going to benefit the broader citizenry. There’s a deeper problem here where Council is distracting attention from the fact that we have a chronic shortage of usable public greenspace, particularly in inner city areas, but across the city.


We’re approving more and more high-density developments with inadequate private spaces, but nowhere near enough new public greenspace to cater for that growing population. As a result, we’re seeing an increase in competition for space in public parks. We’re seeing people having to fork out large sums of money for gym membership, because they’ve got nowhere else for recreation. Over time, that’s going to deteriorate the quality of life for Brisbane residents. 


So, the Council, instead of dealing with that problem—instead of putting up the money to actually buy public greenspace and create more public parks in inner city areas and areas that are densifying rapidly—the Council is simply saying to developers, just whack on an extra story. Don’t worry. We’ll—that’ll be fine. That doesn’t actually help the city at all and is not in the long-term interests of the wider community. As I said at the outset, developers already have the ability to deliver really nice rooftop gardens. They already have the ability to deliver rooftop gardens with ample shade structures.


The reason they don’t do that is because they’re trying to maximise profits. They could take a hit on the height. They could have one less storey of their building and have a really good rooftop garden with lots of facilities. We saw today in the City Planning Committee an example of a non-profit developer that built—I think it was a nine-storey tower in a site zoned for 12 storeys. So that developer didn’t need or feel obliged to absolutely max out the density on that particular site, but most developers do. They don’t really care about positive, long-term outcomes for the community as a whole.


They’ll use every loophole, they’ll use every excuse to cram in as much height and as much density as they can possibly get away with. What we’re doing here with this amendment is just creating another opportunity for them to game the system. I definitely don’t support that.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. Thank you, Mr Chairman. It’s interesting no one from the Administration side want to talk about these important documents that are going through Council today.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I will be speaking on items B and D. In relation to the first one, it’s in relation to the biodiversity overlay. We, on this side of the Chamber, have significant concerns about this document that’s coming through and it has taken a couple of years to bring this through. Certainly, we believe the Administration has been both inconsistent and hypocritical in their development of this biodiversity overlay and the implementation of it. I suppose the main point to see here with this particular document is that it is really only applicable post approval. 


So, if a developer really knows that they’re going to go in and develop a site, they’re more than likely to go in and clear the site before they submit the development application. Hence, the biodiversity overlay doesn’t work. I suppose in terms of—there are three examples I would like to point to in relation to the biodiversity overlay. They have been discussed in this Chamber before and all of these areas either have an overlay or should have an overlay on them. The first one is Chapman Place, Oxley. It been raised numerous times by both myself and Councillor JOHNSTON. 


That particular site at Chapman Place actually has a biodiversity overlay on it. In fact, significant biodiversity overlay. The bushland there is regarded as bushland we should treasure and preserve and actually improve. Yet, this Council won’t recognise that and won’t actually go ahead to purchase this bushland, even though it’s under threat of development now. So, we have land at Oxley that has the biodiversity overlay on it, but this Council won’t protect it. The second example is Carrara Street at Upper Mt Gravatt. This land here has no biodiversity overlay on it. None whatsoever.


Yet, this Council—well, in fact, this Council watched the land be cleared of its vegetation. So, it wasn’t only that we allowed it, we actually let it happen. So, the vegetation on that land was cleared, but since then, we’ve gone out and spent $6.2 million on the land and said, gee, it’s important land. So once again we’re being hypocritical with what we do. First case, Oxley—there is land there that we should be protecting under this biodiversity overlay. We’re not. Second lot of land at Carrara Street in Mt Gravatt, it—we allowed the vegetation to be cleared. 


It has no biodiversity overlay on it and yet we’ve spent $6.2 million on it. The third piece or the third example I would like to bring to the attention of the Chamber is Andrew Avenue at Tarragindi. On that land, on the biodiversity overlay, it has a significant biodiversity overlay on it. In fact, it’s part of a significant corridor, as I’m holding up and showing people here. We’ve actually allowed a massive development to go on that—a massive high-rise development to go on that site. So, the biodiversity overlay on that site didn’t protect that site. They are just three examples. 


Three examples of where we have this whole system of biodiversity and overlays and yet for some reason, we ignore them when we want to and we enact them when we want to as well. To me, this just shows the hypocrisy of particularly this Administration. They have the talk, but they don’t practice it with the walk. We won’t be supporting this biodiversity overlay. We’ll be abstaining from this vote. The second thing I would like to talk about is our carbon neutral document here. As Councillor CASSIDY said before, we have significant concerns about this too. 


Yes. We voted to support carbon neutral—the carbon neutrality of Council in 2016-17, but there are a few issues that we are concerned about. The first is in this report it actually says that Council’s footprint is forecast to increase in 2019‑20, 2020-21. So, while we’ve been making reductions, we’re actually expecting a forecast for our carbon to rise into the future. The second point I would like to make is that I’m concerned that while we take into account our organisation, organisations that we partially own we say we have no reason to worry about them. 


I believe organisations or businesses that we have ownership in, particularly 50% and above, we should be working to ensure that those organisations are carbon neutral. So, we believe the Brisbane Bus Build should be carbon neutral and we own 50% of that business. QUU (Queensland Urban Utilities), why shouldn’t that, when we own 85% of that business, not also be working towards becoming carbon neutral? So, this Council needs to not ignore those businesses, but actually step in as the controlling entity and actually work to get those businesses to move towards becoming carbon neutral.


The third point which Councillor CASSIDY also touched upon, is the co‑benefits provided by the offset project. So, we notice that when we buy offsets and there’s a nine per cent offset we’re buying from China, we have concerns about that. Wouldn’t it be better investing that nine per cent that we’re buying from China in Australia? There’s a five per cent buy we’re buying from Australia. In fact, it assists Indigenous communities with cultural issues, with infrastructure, so that they’re actually dealing with bushfire. I believe and I believe most residents would say we should be spending the money at home.


We shouldn’t be spending the money overseas. This money should be used to assist our city and communities within Australia. So that nine per cent spend we have for China should be coming back to Brisbane and back to Australia. Why not consider upgrading another 25,000 streetlights? That was a project we undertook just two years ago. Why aren’t we doing more of those projects in Brisbane, more of those projects in Queensland or Australia and getting the outcome and benefits for the people of this great city. 


This is—it is concerning that we are spending money this way and we believe the money would be better spent in Australia and in Brisbane, in particular. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to enter the debate on item C, the Stores Board submission on the contracting plan for dry hire of a specialised mobile plant at quarries and asphalt plants. Chair, Council hires a range of specialist mobile plant, including dump truck, excavators, dozers, loaders, skid steers and forklifts to service requirements at the Bracalba and Mt Coot-tha quarries, Eagle Farm and Riverview asphalt plants and at the temporary road surfacing stockpile sites. Approximately 70% of the total plant on hire is at the Bracalba Quarry, with the remaining 30% spread between the other sites.


The plant is hired on an operating dry-hire basis, which means the equipment provided without an operator. In the hire agreement, the provider is responsible for plant servicing, parts, repair and maintenance and tyres. Council provides a workshop on the Bracalba site, where all servicing, minor repairs and maintenance is carried out. This new CPA (Corporate Procurement Arrangement) will be a preferred supplier arrangement with no financial commitment through the awarding of the contract. 


Commitment is only made when an appropriately delegated Council officer approves placing an order under the arrangement, which ensures flexibility and value for money for Council. So, I ask all Councillors to support this item to ensure the continued supply of good quality equipment to our officers carrying out this important work to help build the roads and infrastructure that our growing city needs. 

Chair, I would like to address a comment made by Councillor CASSIDY in respect to the Mt Coot-tha Quarry. It’s interesting to see that Labor is aligning itself yet again with The Greens in spreading mistruths and misconceptions about a quarry that has been in existence for more than 100 years. More than 100 years. The Mt Coot-tha Quarry suffered under years of irresponsible mismanagement under Soorley’s arrogant Labor administration. Soorley drove the quarry into overproduction mode with diabolical consequences for the residents, who were left spending in excess of $6,000 per household to deal with the impacts of their wild management approach.


This was a direct result of Labor’s decision to ramp up production to over 750,000 tonnes per year, something which our officers today fail to comprehend. Not only did Soorley refuse to compensate residents and apologise for the damage caused by his out of control operations, he said, and I quote from The Courier-Mail of December 2002, if I was a local resident, I would be out lighting candles to this administration for the wonderful decision we made. So, Chair, through you, The Greens are now, again, spreading lies and misinformation. 


Fortunately, our LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, sent a letter that was read out at a forum. I want to put on record, once again, this Council, this Schrinner Administration, has no plans to close the quarry in the near future, with estimated reserves likely to see the quarry remain in operation for a number of years to come. Once extraction is completed, Council will undertake a complete rehabilitation of the site. We will then work together with residents to realise the many exciting possibilities to transform the site into a world-class greenspace for future generations to enjoy.


So, this quarry has a long history of environmental compliance under this Administration. This Council, this Administration, continues to operate in accordance with conditions set by the Queensland Government. All environmental compliance monitoring is conducted by independent auditors and we provide these records to the Department of Environment and Science on a regular basis. So, through you, Chair, I just want to place on the record the facts about the Mt Coot-tha Quarry and, of course, I recommend this item to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Just briefly. Hopefully I’ll have time for item A, B, D and maybe C, but I don’t think I’ll get to C. Firstly, with respect to item A, the rooftop garden. I actually agree with Councillor SRI. There is a significant problem on this issue. The LNP have bowed to developers and by stealth they are allowing developers an additional storey in height on buildings right across the city. That is absolutely wrong. That is contrary to community expectation. 


This is a rollover to keep the developers happy, to ensure that they get a whole extra storey of profit at the expense of adjoining neighbours, who will be in shade, who lose further breezes, and this is a terrible, terrible planning decision. I also agree with Councillor SRI, there already can be rooftop gardens. There are in my ward now and I have opposed them and I oppose them for this reason.

(1) Rooftop gardens add an additional storey of height, so where a building has a maximum of five storeys in Tennyson Ward, we now have six-storey buildings with solid structures on the roof creating a sixth storey.


(2) These rooftop communal gardens, which might have a pot plant on them if they’re lucky are because the developer has asked for a larger footprint and there is no ground floor open space left. Essentially, there might be a setback of 2.5 metres—is an example of the rear setbacks for five-storey buildings in my ward. This is wrong. Absolutely wrong. The reason the developers have been arguing for rooftop terraces is so they can get a bigger building footprint and a bigger building on their block of land to again maximise their profits. So, the Administration is reinforcing two bad practices here in my view.


Ignoring height levels, which they do anyway I suppose, but ignoring—now officially ignoring height levels in my ward and around the city by allowing developers a whole extra storey for a rooftop garden, when they can, as Councillor SRI has outlined, have them already and do already. This will just mean bigger buildings in residential areas. (2) Encouraging developers again to lose ground floor open space. This is absolutely unacceptable. There are significant impacts on adjoining properties, on wildlife, and these kind of planning changes are certainly not best practice in my view.


It is essentially allowing higher buildings by creep and I absolutely do not support it. If developers want rooftop gardens, they can do it today. They can do it properly, but as I’ve said, the rooftop gardens I’ve seen in my ward generally have a lot of plant and equipment on them and maybe have a couple of pot plants and that’s not acceptable. With respect to the biodiversity amendment, I too have concerns about this. I put my concerns on the record to Council. I am concerned that significant areas have not been protected where they should be.


In some cases, in my ward, some areas have had the biodiversity overlay reduced. That was a concern to a number of my bush care groups and others. I just can’t trust the Administration on this issue. They’ve not been able to demonstrate to me that they will, (1) protect these areas and (2) properly map them. They have consistently failed in this in my view across the city and we are seeing terrible decisions where areas are mapped and zoned for protection. For example, in Corinda and Oxley, where this Council is allowing housing to the be built. 


Meanwhile in residential areas zoned for residential purposes, they buy back vacant blocks without trees and then try and claim it’s for environmental protection. This Administration is being ruled politically, not by good science and I do not support what they are doing. Finally, with respect to the carbon account and public disclosure summary. Again, this LORD MAYOR wants a pat on the back for what he’s doing, which is the basics. I don’t hear enough—I’ve mentioned this before. I don’t hear anything new when we had the climate change debate. I don’t hear anything new from this Administration.


As a city business, I’m sure we’re not properly identifying all of our emissions, and I can tell that based on the descriptions of the things that are being counted. For example, it presumes the following. All taxi trips are taken in South East Queensland between 7am and 7pm. Now, we know that’s not the case, because Councillor OWEN likes to go to concerts late at night in Boondall, so the emissions from her taxi trips definitely aren’t being counted. It also makes presumptions like energy consumption at domestic hotels is assumed to be 65% electricity—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and 35% natural gas. Let me say, I’m not aware of too many Brisbane hotels using natural gas. Natural gas is not really a form of energy consumption being used in a major way there. Now, there’s two examples. There are lots more. So, here’s my challenge: I’m not in a position to necessarily do anything, but I want to put on the record my vision for what should be happening. We should now be talking about a carbon neutral city, not a carbon neutral city business.


This Administration is only attempting to map a minimal amount of its own businesses, when what we should be doing as a civic leader is looking at the whole of Brisbane, including our businesses, our households, our city businesses as a corporate entity and we should be moving on to the next step, which is discussing a carbon neutral city and what we need to do to get to carbon neutrality as a city. I don’t hear any vision from the LNP, Labor or even Greens necessarily about this, although they may have some policy on it that I’m unaware of.


But as a city, this Administration stopped thinking about the things that we needed to do to move to the next phase of carbon neutrality in reducing our environmental footprint a long time ago. All they want to do is a pat on the back for the things they are doing now. To me, it is reengaging with households and looking at how we can, as a city, including residential, commercial, retail, sporting, all of those areas and be looking at how we can move as a city towards carbon neutrality.


I just think that that is a discussion that we should be having, not congratulating ourselves for simply running the business of this city in a very narrow way. So that’s my challenge to everybody out here and I’ve had the chance to talk to a lot of people after the climate action discussion and talk to a lot of residents and our lost opportunity here is, again, working with those businesses and residents to make sure our city is carbon neutral, not just our basic city businesses. On that, there are a number of things, I think, we should be investigating, which could make a huge difference.


The first one of those is waste to energy. I remember it used to be discussed when I was the Deputy Chairman of Field Services or whatever it was called back then. I remember going with Councillor McLACHLAN to look at a few places and that has just never gone anywhere and that’s a decade ago. There are cities all over the world that can do these sort of things and whilst we do a little bit, we’ve got a little bit coming from Swan Bay, we should be looking at how to do this in a bigger way.


So, to me there are lost opportunities that this Council, again, because it’s resting on its laurels, it’s just not interested in pursuing any further. Again, we used to do practical measures for residents, like rain tanks, but we got to 10% of the city having rain tanks and we stopped. Now, we’re about to head into another drought or it looks like it might be another drought. This Council doesn’t have any strategies to deal with these sort of things. There’s a lot of other issues certainly out there that I think we should be looking at.


But to me it’s time that the discussion moved on for not just trying to get a pat on the back for what the corporation of the City of Brisbane is doing, but looking at what we can do as a city and as a civic leader within that city to see our city achieve carbon neutrality. That’s where the discussion should be.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise in support of item D on the agenda today. Brisbane City Council is committed and this side of the Chamber with Councillor TOOMEY is committed to ensuring our city is clean, green and sustainable for current and future generations. I’m proud to say that we are sustainability leader, operating as the largest carbon-neutral certified organisation in the country. Council has been carbon neutral since the early 2017 and we continue to maintain the status and expand upon the ways we can reduce our carbon and footprint.


To repeat that, we continue to look at new ways to reduce our carbon footprint. The organisation’s 2018-19 carbon account illustrates Council’s commitment to carbon reduction and sustainability. In the 2018-19 financial year, we were able to reduce our carbon footprint by eight per cent from the 2016-17 financial year, as well as negate over 49 tonnes of carbon emissions. This reduction is a result of Council’s sustainability actions, because we just don’t talk the talk over here. We walk the walk. So, we are purchasing carbon offsets.


The purchase of over 50,000 megawatt hours of renewable energy. Installation of solar system on major Council facilities, such as our four recovery resource centres, libraries and bus depots. The retrofitting of over 25,000 streetlights for energy efficient lamps. With continued actions like these, I am confident that Council will keep reducing its carbon footprint in future years and maintain carbon neutrality. It’s also important for Council to lead by example, to encourage Brisbane residents and businesses of the reduce their carbon emissions. 


Our goal is to ensure that the average household emissions from energy waste and transport is below six tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent by 2031. I’m confident that we’ll get here. I find it interesting that Councillor GRIFFITHS was saying that they’re going to sit on the fence of this again and it is no surprise, because their own Labor Federal guys in the Federal Government try to declare—try to bid to declare the climate emergency. It was absolutely a disgrace, because they don’t even believe—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 

Please continue.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you. Councillor GRIFFITHS, I will repeat, did say that they were abstaining on this very important issue and the challenges that we have about carbon neutrality and how we are committed on this side of the Chamber with Councillor TOOMEY to reduce our carbon emissions through real actions. Unlike the Labor—those on the other side and their colleagues down in Federal Parliament, when it’s reported it was a stunt. The Labor Federal guys are an embarrassment. They did a stunt. They have 68 members in Federal Parliament and only five of those turned up to this—to their own motion and bid to our climate. 


On this side of the Chamber, I am exceptionally proud that we continue and our officers—for hardworking officers, for their dedication to continue to reduce our carbon emissions by real action. Not just speaking about it, trying to do a stunt about it, can’t make a decision about it, have no vision for it, we’re actually doing it right now. We are the leading carbon neutral organisation in Australia, which is something that we should all be very proud of. Thank you.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, you had a misrepresentation.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. I actually said we would be abstaining on the biodiversity overlay, but carbon emissions we’ll actually be voting for.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Further speakers?


Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Cheers. Thanks, Mr Chairman. I just rise to enter the debate on item A and item B, which is the major amendment package for rooftop gardens and also the major amendment package for the biodiversity overlay, Mr Chairman. Obviously, the rooftop gardens is an outcome of Brisbane’s Future Blueprint, where the residents of Brisbane told us, the residents of Brisbane told us they want more greenspace on buildings and in buildings, Mr Chairman.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
So, this—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
So, this Administration is going about implementing the feedback and recommendations of the residents of Brisbane, so we have gone through the process. We started this process by going to the State Government, proposing to make an amendment, Mr Chairman. We have done our due diligence and we are now coming back to go to the State for the first State interest check and from there go out to public consultation on the proposal that we have before us today, Mr Chairman. Despite some of the debate from those opposite, let’s be very clear where this is going to apply, Mr Chairman. 


So, it is the Medium density residential zone. It is the High density residential zone. It is the District centre zone, the Major centre zone, the Principal centre zone and the Mixed use zone. So, some of those key, more heavily populated parts of the city are where we see both commercial uses, as well as residential uses, Mr Chairman, where we will see these types of rooftop gardens popping up. It is not happening.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
It is not happening, Mr Chair—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence please. 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
It’s not, as I said—as I was about to say, Mr Chairman, before I was interrupted, it’s not the Low density residential parts of the city. It’s not the low to medium‑density residential parts of the city where we will be seeing these types of buildings, rooftop gardens, happening, Mr Chairman. What we have done and a credit to the Council officers, though, is we have looked at some of the best examples of rooftop gardens that we already have in this city.


We’ve also looked at what’s happening overseas, Mr Chairman, because this rooftop garden idea is not something that the LORD MAYOR and myself and the DEPUTY MAYOR and others in this side of the Chamber sat down and went, this sounds like a great idea. This is things that are happening around the world, Mr Chairman. So, you see in Singapore, New York, other world cities, rooftop gardens facilitating the requirements of the citizenry in terms of greenspace, providing lungs for the city, and providing those quiet spaces for people to relax in their buildings, Mr Chairman.


But what we’ve seen from the Opposition today is the start of obviously what their little campaign is, because Councillor CASSIDY let the cat out of the bag. Obviously, the Labor Party’s attack is going to be there’s going to be a bar coming to a rooftop near you. Because Councillor CASSIDY raised this concern. We don’t like this idea of a bar. We don’t think you should be having a bar. What Councillor CASSIDY didn’t do in his speech, like a lot of those on the other side, Mr Chairman, don’t do when they speak in this place is read the whole part of what’s in this particular package.


Because if he had and, for the record, in section 47 of what we have before us today, it says, a structure accommodating a bar or food or drink outlet, if in the Mixed use zone or a centre zone. So not in residential buildings, but in Mixed use zones, Mr Chairman, or in centre zones. So, like in the CBD, over the top or, I don’t know, the Wintergarden, where there’s already a rooftop garden, Mr Chairman, which people use and enjoy. These are the sort of things that we want to see in the city, because it provides more to see and do. It provides residents with more opportunities, Mr Chairman. 


As I was saying earlier, we have looked at some of the examples that are happening across the city. Some of those great examples that have been delivered by developers, we’ve actually taken what they’ve been doing, but we’ve increased the amount of greenspace. So, in some cases, we’ve tripled or doubled on what is already being delivered by some of the developers in the city and said, we want three times or twice the amount of greenspace that’s currently being provided in some of those great rooftop spaces across this city.


So, the 15% is a significant increase on some of the already delivered rooftop gardens across this city. It is great to see that this will be going out to consultation. I imagine there will be quite a bit of interest and quite a bit of feedback on it. I think it is a great thing, because better designed, greener builders in our city is what this Administration wants to see and that’s what we’re trying to facilitate and work towards.


Turning to item B, Mr Chairman, and it’s been a bit of a broad-ranging debate, Councillor GRIFFITHS, announced the new Labor Party policy of the purchase of any parcel of land that is in the biodiversity overlay. That is what Councillor GRIFFITHS’ key argument was that just because it was in the biodiversity overlay Council should buy things, just if it’s in the biodiversity overlay. You didn’t buy it. Well, you should buy it, is what he said.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted.

Go on, Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
That’s what he said. I mean, that’s the wonderful thing about Hansard and now the live streaming, Mr Chairman, he said, Chapman Place, you should buy it, because it’s in the biodiversity overlay. This other one you should buy. It’s in the biodiversity overlay. Well, you know what is also in the biodiversity overlay, Mr Chairman? A certain block of land at Toohey Forest that the State Government is trying to flog off to Council.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor BOURKE:
Not only is it in the biodiversity overlay, Mr Chairman, but it’s also in the matters of State environmental significance, which is the highest protection under State legislation that a block of land can have for environmental values. The State Government is trying to flog it off either to Council or to a developer, Mr Chairman.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor BOURKE:
So, the Labor Party’s credibility when it comes to protecting the environment is nought, zip, zilch, nada, zero, because they can sit there and criticise and one of them describe this process as being ruled by politics, not by good science, which is a great endorsement for the Queensland Herbarium who did the work. So, look forward to pointing that out to the relevant folks at the Queensland Herbarium who apparently are ruled by politics, not by good science. Eminent environmentalists, eminent professors who are ruled by politics, not by science.


Look forward to pointing that out to them and telling them who actually said that, but all we have to do, Mr Chairman, is not look at what we’ve done here, because this is a detailed study delivered through the Queensland Herbarium to give the most up to date, the most progressive mapping that we can to reflect the biodiversity values of the city. All we have to do is look at the crayon coloured in map that formed part of City Plan 2000 where half of the sites that Councillor GRIFFITHS lectured us on aren’t even protected under their biodiversity mapping back in 2000, Mr Chairman.


In fact, for those that can see, it is only the really, really dark green part of this map that is biodiversity. The other bits are the sports fields or semirural or semirural natural areas in the city. So, they’re not even bushland. They’re not even biodiversity areas. They’re not the waterway corridors. They did not have their own mapping, Mr Chairman, so how can you trust them?


When they stand up and criticise this side of the Chamber who have gone through this process, we’ve consulted with the residents of Brisbane, we’ve done the science with the Queensland Herbarium, Mr Chairman, the eminent people who are qualified to do this work—it’s not me sitting there looking at Nearmap going, oh, that block looks like it has trees on it or that block looks like it has trees on it. It is scientists from the Queensland Herbarium doing the work, Mr Chairman. Then how can you take the Labor Party’s word when they criticise? How can you? Because their track record is appalling.


Their own history in administration is shocking and their comments in this place where they attack eminent people in this community who are qualified to do this work are just outrageous, Mr Chairman. This side of the Chamber has been out. We’ve consulted with the community.


We’ve listened to residents and we’re providing the best, most up to date mapping, so that residents across this city can make an informed decision on what they want to do on their block, what the values are that need protecting and we can make sure that we’re meeting our target of 40% of natural green cover or natural habitat cover across this city, Mr Chairman, and continue to make Brisbane the cleanest, greenest city, the biodiverse capital city in Australia and a great place to live, work and raise a family.

Chair:
There was a misrepresentation to you, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. Look, what I said was biodiverse land is important, but I didn’t say we should be buying all of it. I said we should be buying some of it and I gave examples. I’m sorry that the Councillor gets confused about that.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Further speakers?


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. There’s been some interesting commentary on the different items here. First, I wanted to address Councillor GRIFFITHS’ comments about the biodiversity overlay. He said we’ve got serious concerns about this. Well, funny that their Labor mates up in George Street don’t. Because they just signed off on it, so—and the Queensland Herbarium doesn’t, because that’s where a lot of the assistance with the mapping came from.


So, I—look, I’m not sure—I’m yet to hear actually any legitimate concerns other than trying to re-prosecute particular individual blocks of land that the State Government is selling that they want us to buy or political point scoring that they want to make, but I’m—I actually didn’t hear any legitimate concerns that they raised. With the carbon neutrality position that we had, the—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Is it? Is it? Is that right? Okay.

Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Yes. They’re driven by polls. Is that why they knifed Rod Harding? Is that why they knifed Peter Cumming? They’re driven by polls. We’re driven by principles and policies and an agenda for the city.

Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
We know they’re driven by polls. They’re driven by slinging mud. They’re driven by playing the person.

Councillor SRI:
A point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I’m having trouble hearing the LORD MAYOR speak and I ask that you call the Chamber to order.

Chair:
As is expected, all Councillors will allow that all speakers to be heard in silence. Thank you.

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. In relation to the carbon neutrality policy and our annual report, it’s interesting, because there was a lot of speculation about what’s in and what’s out and—well, it’s actually the Federal agency that makes the decision on whether we’re carbon neutral. Not us. So, once again, all of the claims about how things are being left out, that’s actually up for them to judge whether we’ve made the appropriate recognition of that carbon neutrality or not. So once again an attempt to cast aspersions on the work of this Council, but one that doesn’t stand up to any kind of scrutiny at all.


But, finally, I wanted to talk about the rooftop gardens discussion. There’s some quite extraordinary comments made there. Quite extraordinary. We heard one Councillor suggesting that this was all about maximising profits. A whole extra storey of profits. Well, I don’t know what universe that Councillor is in, but you don’t get a whole extra story of profits from a rooftop garden. It’s not space that you can sell to anyone, so it’s a ludicrous statement to make. Then the suggestion that—the suggestion that somehow this is about letting developers get away with building an extra story, well as they pointed out, ultimately rooftop gardens are possible at the moment, but the process that they have to go through makes it harder than it should be. We’re simply trying to make it easier and more feasible so that people can benefit from these things and Councillor SRI’s argument that oh, well people in the building might benefit, but no one else does. Well, when you pay for an apartment, there is a reasonable expectation that you will benefit from the facilities in that building, that’s not exactly ground breaking.


So why does Councillor SRI have something against residents living in apartments? Why does he want to deny them the opportunity to have a rooftop garden? I just don’t think that’s fair or reasonable so we are simply trying to promote this, which is seen as a good thing around the world. When you go to leading cities, this is what they are trying to encourage. So, you have Councillors in this place who somehow think it is a bad thing and should be opposed. Good luck to Labor trying to campaign against rooftop bars as well. That will go well for you, that will win you lots of votes. This is not about rooftop bars, but people love rooftop bars. I think the evidence is there to see. 


Finally, with the cut back to the carbon neutrality issue, Councillor GRIFFITHS raised a concern that there was some work being done overseas. Well last time I checked, there is one planet that we live on and we have a global environment that we’re dealing with and climate change is a global issue that requires a global response. So somehow, in Councillor GRIFFITHS’ mind, if you plant a tree in one part of the world, it’s different to planting a tree in another part of the world. We have one world. We all live on this planet and we all have the responsibility to be good stewards of this planet.


So apparently, the lives and quality of life of people in China is not worth the same as people in Australia, according to Councillor GRIFFITHS, but guess what? The national agency that certifies this kind of thing thinks it’s okay.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Claim to be out of order.

Chair:
Out of order, Councillor GRIFFITHS?

LORD MAYOR:
So, Councillor GRIFFITHS once again—
Chair:
Sorry. LORD MAYOR, excuse me, sorry. Point of order to you?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, just claimed to be a misrepresent—
Chair:
Noted.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
As I was saying—
Chair:
Please turn—hang on. Continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Climate change is a global issue that requires a global response and to think we can cordon off our little section of the world, put our fingers in our ears or close our eyes and pretend that the rest of the world does not exist and pretend that climate is not a global issue, I don’t think anyone would actually agree with that argument. So ultimately if the national agency that signs off on carbon neutrality thinks it’s an appropriate response, then that is good enough for me because climate change is a global issue and we are doing our part as a city to address that global issue.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, I love being misquoted by the LNP. I made no such statement that lives in China are less than lives in Australia. No such statement. What I did say, is the money should be spent in Australia rather than overseas.

Chair:
Thank you.

Right, I will now put the resolutions A, C and D.
Clause A, C and D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause A, C and D of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Jonathan SRI immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 23 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.
NOES: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
Councillors, I’ll now put the resolution for item B. 
Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Kara COOK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.

ABSTENTIONS: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.
The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Right Honourable, the Lord Mayor (Councillor Adrian Schrinner) (Chair); Deputy Mayor (Councillor Krista Adams) (Deputy Chair); and Councillors Adam Allan, Fiona Hammond, Vicki Howard, Steven Huang, Peter Matic and Steven Toomey.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillors Matthew Bourke and Amanda Cooper.

A
MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE G

152/160/1218/379
237/2019-20

1.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

2.
Council is committed to delivering on the actions contained in Brisbane’s Future Blueprint. Amendments are required (the proposed amendment) to be made to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme), to achieve the following principle and action from Brisbane’s Future Blueprint.

-
Principle: Protect and create greenspace.

-
Action 04: Make it easier for new developments to include rooftop gardens and green open space.

3.
At its meeting on 11 September 2018, Council resolved to prepare the proposed amendment to the planning scheme. Council wrote to the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) on 12 September 2018, requesting early confirmation of State interests. By letter dated 29 October 2018 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), the Director-General of the Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning advised of the relevant matters that should be addressed in the preparation of the proposed amendment.

4.
The proposed amendment has now been prepared and includes changes to Part 1 and Schedule 1 of the planning scheme to allow rooftop gardens to be excluded from the calculation of maximum storeys allowable for a new development. Other associated parts of the planning scheme, including the Multiple dwelling code, other use codes and relevant planning scheme policies, are also proposed to be amended to support development for rooftop gardens and other green building elements.

5.
Currently, where a development proposal includes a roofed structure on the rooftop to provide shade and shelter (and other elements of a rooftop garden), that part of the development is counted as a storey. This means that a rooftop garden either triggers an impact-assessable application because the development exceeds the maximum building height, or the development includes one fewer storey of units (or other use) to stay within the maximum building height. The proposed amendment includes new provisions to encourage rooftop gardens by providing for them to be code assessable and included in the maximum building height where certain requirements are met. Assessment benchmarks are also proposed to support the delivery of rooftop gardens and other green building elements.

6.
The process for amending the planning scheme is set out in the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline). The proposed amendment has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the Guideline and is set out in Attachments C to F (submitted on file). The proposed amendment includes changes to planning scheme policies (Attachments E and F, submitted on file) to support amendments to codes in the remainder of the planning scheme, and these do not require a State interest review or Minister’s approval to publicly consult. Public consultation of the amendments to the planning scheme policies would occur at the same time as the amendments to the other parts of the planning scheme.

7.
Should Council decide to progress the proposed amendment, the Minister will be requested to complete a State interest review of the proposed amendment, Attachments C and D (submitted on file) only, and for agreement to publicly consult on the proposed amendment (Attachments C and D only, submitted on file). Public consultation on the proposed amendment (Attachments C to F, submitted on file) would then be undertaken upon receipt of the Minister’s response and approval, and in accordance with the Guideline.

8.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

9.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO DECIDE TO PROGRESS A MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 TO ENCOURAGE ROOFTOP GARDENS AND VERTICAL GREEN SPACES
As Council: 

(i)
decides, pursuant to section 16.1 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 and section 2.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under section 17 of the Planning Act 2016, to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) and planning scheme policies to encourage rooftop gardens and other green building elements (the proposed amendment)

(ii)
has prepared the proposed amendment as set out in Attachments C to F (submitted on file), pursuant to section 16.4 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 and section 2.2 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline,

then Council:

(i)
directs, pursuant to section 16.5 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline, that a notice be given to the Minister which includes a copy of the Council decision to amend the planning scheme to include the proposed amendment (Attachments C and D, submitted on file) and the required material for the proposed amendment (Attachments C and D, submitted on file) as prescribed in Schedule 3 of the Guideline, requesting:

(a)
a State interest review of the proposed amendment (Attachments C and D, submitted on file)

(b)
the Minister’s agreement to public consultation for the proposed amendment (Attachments C and D, submitted on file).

ADOPTED

B
MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE B BIODIVERSITY

152/160/1218/403, 152/160/1218/403-002 and 152/160/1218/403-003

238/2019-20

10.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

11.
At its meeting of 14 June 2016, Council resolved to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to refine the biodiversity provisions (the proposed amendment). The proposed amendment included updated vegetation mapping for the city that was prepared based on contemporary information provided by the Queensland Herbarium, as well as alignment of mapping to State mapping layers, including matters of State environmental significance and koala habitat areas. The mapping also reflects the effects of recent development activity, regrowth, revegetation and bushland acquisition. Other supporting and consequential amendments were made to various parts of the planning scheme.

12.
At its meeting of 30 August 2016, having received confirmation from the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) of State interests, Council resolved to send the proposed amendment to the Minister to request a State interest review and approval to publicly consult on the proposed amendment.

13.
By letter dated 20 February 2017, the Minister confirmed that State interests were appropriately reflected in the proposed amendment and gave approval for the proposed amendment to proceed to public consultation.

14.
Public consultation on the proposed amendment was carried out from 18 April 2017 to 2 June 2017 in accordance with the requirements of the Statutory Guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline).

15.
At its meeting of 7 May 2019, Council resolved to modify the proposed amendment in response to submissions received and requested the Minister’s approval to adopt the proposed amendment.

16.
In accordance with transitional provision section 287 of the Planning Act 2016 (the Planning Act), which commenced on 3 July 2017, the preparation of the proposed amendment continues under the repealed Sustainable Planning Act 2009 (SPA) and the Guideline, as the process for making the proposed amendment had started under the repealed SPA.

17.
By letter dated 2 August 2019 (Attachment B, submitted on file), the Minister advised the proposed amendment could be adopted into the planning scheme. The Minister also encouraged Council to update the matters of State environment significance in the proposed amendment to reflect updates to Queensland Government environmental mapping over the period since the amendment was proposed.

18.
The schedule of amendments is set out in Attachment C (submitted on file) and the amendments to be adopted into the planning scheme, including the updated mapping, are set out in Attachment D (submitted on file).

19.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

20.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO AMEND BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 TO INCLUDE MAJOR AMENDMENT – PACKAGE B BIODIVERSITY
As Council:

(i)
at its meeting on 7 May 2019, resolved pursuant to Statutory Guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline) to proceed with the proposed amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to include the Major amendment package B (the proposed amendments) with changes and directed that written notice be given to the Minister seeking approval to adopt the proposed amendments

(ii)
was advised by the Minister, by letter dated 2 August 2019 (Attachment B, submitted on file), that it could adopt the proposed amendments with no conditions,

then Council:

(i)
resolves, pursuant to Step 9.1(a) of Stage 4 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, to adopt the proposed amendments to the planning scheme as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file) and Attachment D (submitted on file)

(ii)
directs, pursuant to Step 9A.2 of Stage 4 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, that notice be given in accordance with the Guideline

(iii)
directs, pursuant to Step 9.3(a) of Stage 4 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, that a copy of the amendments and the notice of adoption be given to the Chief Executive in accordance with the Guideline.

ADOPTED

C
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR DRY HIRE OF SPECIALIST MOBILE PLANT AT QUARRIES AND ASPHALT PLANTS

165/830/179/690
239/2019-20

21.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

22.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 26 September 2019.

23.
The submission is recommended to Council, as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

24.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence].

Purpose

25.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) for the Dry Hire of Specialist Mobile Plant at Quarries and Asphalt Plants, for an anticipated initial term of three years with options to extend for additional periods of up to four years, for a maximum term of up to seven years.

Background/business case

26.
Council currently utilises a range of specialist mobile plant including dump trucks, excavators, dozers and loaders on an operating hour dry hire (equipment is provided without an operator) basis to service requirements at the Bracalba and Mt Coot-tha quarries, Eagle Farm and Riverview asphalt plants and at the temporary road surfacing stockpile sites. Council also hires some smaller plant (skid steers and forklifts) on a monthly basis. Approximately 70% of the total plant on hire is at the Bracalba Quarry with the remaining 30% spread between the other sites.

27.
Included in the dry hire of the specialist mobile plant is the servicing, repairs and maintenance of all machinery, including parts and tyres but excluding fuel and ground engaging tools (GET) such as the teeth on buckets. Council provides the equipment supplier with a workshop on the Bracalba site where all servicing, minor repairs and maintenance is carried out. Servicing, repairs and maintenance required at the other sites is carried out by the supplier’s mobile technicians. Any major repairs unable to be completed on-site are carried out off-site with transport and costs borne by the contractor.

28.
Council is looking for a dry hire arrangement for the specialist mobile plant to be charged on an operating hour basis as is currently provided. Charging for the dry hire of the specialist mobile plant on an operating hour basis is preferred over a weekly or monthly rate as it provides an incentive for the supplier to ensure that the equipment is running at maximum productivity. The contract will include reimbursement of Council’s costs by the supplier where plant downtime is in excess of agreed limits.

29.
A dry hire arrangement for the specialist mobile plant, inclusive of servicing, maintenance and repairs, has proven beneficial in meeting Council’s ongoing requirements. Some of those benefits are as follows.

-
Modern fleet (less than five years old) adds reliability increasing production output.

-
Minimal downtime, as it is in the contractor’s interest to keep plant operating.

-
Additional and replacement plant available at short notice.

-
Council does not need to carry spare parts (except for GET).

-
All servicing and repairs (excluding operator damage) are included.

-
The contractor provides staff to carry out servicing, repairs and maintenance at Bracalba Monday to Saturday.

-
No capital outlay by Council required.

30.
As an operating hour dry hire rate is beneficial to Council, the requirement for tenderers to price in this manner for the specialist mobile plant will be mandatory, as will be the capacity to be able to provide all required plant and equipment and embed maintenance staff at Bracalba.

31.
Having a preferred supplier eliminates the necessity to manage multiple suppliers, eliminates potential conflict in the Bracalba workshop and reduces Council’s internal costs.

32.
The dry hire of the smaller equipment under a monthly hire agreement is under review by Fleet Solutions, Field Services (FS), Brisbane Infrastructure (BI), to establish whether a better arrangement can be secured. If the review by Fleet Solutions is completed prior to the award of this tender and the review establishes that a solution more beneficial to Council can be arranged, the category for dry hire of smaller equipment on a monthly charge basis may not be awarded. At any later time, Council, under the terms of the contract, can cease the hire of the smaller equipment. Discontinuing the hire of the smaller equipment will not impact on the hire of the specialist mobile plant.

33.
The dry hire of specialist mobile plant will remain under the ownership of Asphalt and Aggregates, FS, BI, as they are best placed to ensure correct specification to suit their requirements for specific specialised equipment under a long-term rental agreement.

34.
The tender will include the following.

-
Category 1 – Hire of large plant on an operating hour basis. The expenditure under this category in 2018-19 was $3.77 million.

-
Category 2 – Hire of smaller equipment on a monthly hire basis. The expenditure under this category in 2018-19 was $126,880.

Policy and other considerations

35.
Is there an existing Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) for these goods/services/works?

Yes. The current Preferred Supplier Arrangement with Hastings Deering Australia Ltd (contract 510276) commenced on 4 July 2015 and expires on 3 July 2020. However, orders may be placed with the incumbent supplier prior to the expiry of the current contract to facilitate transition.

36.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

No

37.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No

38.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Yes, the specifications include references to emission standards, fuel consumption, recycling of used oils and operator safety and comfort. The evaluation criteria include a local benefit component. The local benefit will be assessed against the tenderer’s assembly and distribution location, operating sites and local supply chain.

39.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

No

Market analysis

40.
Historically, Hastings Deering Australia Ltd (supplier of Caterpillar brand) and Komatsu Australia Pty Ltd have been the frontrunners as they are able to provide dry hire services on an operating hour basis and have the types of equipment in the numbers required by Council.

41.
Volvo is a relatively new supplier in the hire market and may look to get a foothold into the Australian hire market through this contract.

42.
Previous tenders have indicated that there are several small suppliers in the local market capable of offering some equipment, but they do not have all the equipment required and may be unlikely to invest in new equipment to put on site for five years. Small suppliers were also hesitant to provide an hourly dry hire rate.

Procurement strategy and activity plan

43.


	Procurement objective:
	-
To procure dry hire of specialist mobile plant in a way which complies with the Sound Contracting Principles set out in section 103(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 and provides the most advantageous outcome for Council.

-
The achievement of the above procurement objective will be measured in the post‑market submission.

	Title of contract:
	Dry Hire of Specialist Mobile Plant at Quarries and Asphalt Plants

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a CPA in the form of a Preferred Supplier Arrangement.

	Process to be used:
	Request for Proposals (RFP)

	RFT/P/Q or EOI standard to be used (and any amendments to the standard):
	The RFP standard will be Council’s corporate standard with no amendments. 



	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	Offers are to be sought publicly via Council’s supplier portal.



	How RFT/P/Q or EOI is to be distributed and submitted:
	Via Council’s supplier portal 


	How tenders/proposals are to be lodged:
	Via Council’s supplier portal

	Part offers:
	Part offers will not be considered.

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers may not be considered.

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	Council standard services contract 

	Period/term of contract: 
	An initial term of three years with options to extend for additional periods of up to four years, for a maximum term of up to seven years, subject to negotiations with the market to ensure the best outcome for Council.

	Insurance requirements:
	Workers’ Compensation Insurance to the extent required by the laws of the State of Queensland, Public and product liability $20 million and Motor Vehicle Liability Insurance (including Supplementary Bodily Injury) $20 million.

	Price basis:
	Schedule of rates 

	Price adjustment:
	To be established as a result of negotiations and advised in the 
post-market submission.

	Liquidated damages:
	Liquidated damages will apply for excessive downtime of plant. The value will be established as a result of negotiations and advised in the post-market submission.

	Security for the contract:
	Not applicable

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	Not applicable. In the event that equipment is not operating to the satisfaction of Council and within the parameters set in the specifications, the contractor will repair or replace the equipment at no cost to Council.

	Other strategy elements: 
	Including the requirement of the supplier to provide, under consignment, approved oils to be used between services, will help to reduce the risk of claims for damage to the equipment. 

All GET is to be held by the supplier on consignment.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Outright purchase of the equipment was considered, however, it was determined that this would not be more advantageous to Council. The terms under which the contract will operate requires the supplier to provide equipment no older than five years. To keep up with the technological advances improving safety, telematics and fuel economy being rolled out by manufacturers, Council would be required to continually replace owned equipment to maintain the same level of modernisation and that would incorporate circa $30 million capital outlay.

Purchasing of the equipment would also require Council to employ specialist technical staff to undertake servicing and repairs of equipment on-site and pay for parts and lubricants required to keep the equipment operational.


Anticipated schedule

44.
Pre-market approval:

22 October 2019

Date of release to market:

25 October 2019

Tender closing:


22 November 2019

Evaluation completion:

31 January 2019

Contract prepared:

7 February 2019

Post-market approval:

11 May 2020

Contract commencement:

3 July 2020

Budget

45.
Estimated total expenditure under this CPA/contract (including any options):

Estimated annual expenditure for 2019-20 under this CPA is $3.8 million and $34.2 million over the potential seven-year term of the CPA.

46.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA/contract? 

Establishing the CPA will not commit Council to any purchases. Funding is only required when an appropriately delegated Council officer approves entering into a contract made under the CPA. Funding is available in Council’s current and forward financial year approved budgets.

47.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):

To be established and reported in the post-market submission.

Procurement risk

48.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Price volatility
	Low
	-
The RFP will request a minimum fixed pricing period of 12 months subject to negotiations.

-
Agreed price review methodology.
	Council/

contractor

	Service and plant quality
	Low
	-
Initial evaluations will review the previous experience, quality certifications and systems of tenderers.

-
Key performance indicators in place to measure plant efficiency and reliability.

-
Requirement for plant to be less than five years/8,000 hours old.
	Council

	Contractor insolvency
	Low
	-
Council will assess financial viability as part of the overall tender assessment.
	Council


49.
Is this contract listed as a ‘critical contract’ requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council? 

No

Tender evaluation

50.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory criteria:

(i)
Tenderers must offer dry hire of plant on an operating hour basis.

(ii)
Tenderers must be able to embed two qualified technicians at Bracalba.

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:

	
Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Capability and experience
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

	Service quality
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Safety and environment
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefit
	10

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:

Schedule of rates.

51.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

Submissions will be shortlisted, if required, using the total score against the non price weighted criteria. At any time during the evaluation, a submission may be excluded from further evaluation or a shortlist where:

-
a score against any criterion (regardless of the weighting) is so low that the proposal is considered to be high risk or not advantageous for Council 

-
the submission contains non-compliances with the specification or draft contract that the Evaluation Team considers to be unacceptable/not advantageous for Council

-
the submission/tenderer is considered to be high risk or not advantageous for Council, regardless of the criteria stated in the tender documents.

Any submission may be included on any shortlist where the Evaluation Team considers that, despite the score achieved, there are strong, documented commercial reasons for further consideration of the submission. 

(b)
Value for money method:

Council’s standard VFM methodology. This is non-price score divided by price to create a VFM index.

52.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

53.
RECOMMENDATION:
That the Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement for Dry Hire of Specialist Mobile Plant at Quarries and Asphalt Plants for an anticipated initial term of three years, with options to extend for additional periods of up to four years, for a maximum term of up to seven years.


ADOPTED

D
2018-19 CARBON NEUTRAL CARBON ACCOUNT AND PUBLIC DISCLOSURE SUMMARY

131/630/177/8-003, 131/630/177/8-02 and 131/630/177/8-01
240/2019-20

54.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

55.
Council achieved carbon neutral status for its operations in February 2017. This achievement was formally certified under the Australian Government’s National Carbon Offset Standard (NCOS) Carbon Neutral Program in early 2018, making Council Australia’s largest carbon neutral certified organisation.

56.
To maintain its carbon neutral certification, Council is required to provide an annual report to the NCOS Carbon Neutral Program administrator, including a Carbon Account and Public Disclosure Summary (PDS). The PDS provides a summary of Council’s annual carbon footprint, emissions reduction measures and carbon offsets purchased to negate remaining emissions. Following submission of the annual report, the PDS is to be published on the NCOS Carbon Neutral Program website and Council’s website. The Carbon Account is for the NCOS Carbon Neutral Program administrator’s information only and is not to be published with the PDS.

57.
In 2018-19, Council’s operational carbon footprint after accounting for emissions reduction measures is 589,615 tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent (tCO2-e), representing an eight per cent reduction from 2016-17, the baseline for Council’s carbon reporting.

58.
Emissions were reduced by 49,598 tCO2-e in 2018-19 through:

-
the purchase of 50,032 megawatt hours of renewable energy

-
installation of 813 kilowatts of solar photovoltaic (PV) systems at the New Farm library, Carina bus depot, the new field services depot at TradeCoast Central and Council’s four resource recovery centres

-
LED lighting upgrades at the Brisbane Riverstage, Rivergate ferry maintenance facility, Eagle Farm archives and stores and other workshops and depots

-
additional street and public LED lighting installations, including in the Inner City Bypass RNA tunnel

-
the ongoing utilisation of recycled asphalt, reducing bitumen and aggregate used in asphalt production.

59.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

60.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2018-19 CARBON ACCOUNT, AS SET OUT AT ATTACHMENT B (submitted on file), AND 2018-19 PUBLIC DISCLOSURE SUMMARY, AS SET OUT AT ATTACHMENT C (submitted on file), FOR SUBMISSION UNDER THE AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT’S CARBON NEUTRAL PROGRAM, AND PUBLICATION OF THE 2018-19 PUBLIC DISCLOSURE SUMMARY ON COUNCIL’S WEBSITE.
ADOPTED

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Special report)
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the special report of the meeting of that Committee held on 21 October, be adopted.
Chair:
Is there any debate?


LORD MAYOR?

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, Mr Chair, as Councillors would be aware, the resignation of Councillor Amanda Cooper and her subsequent selection to be the LNP candidate for Aspley at the next State election has created a vacancy in Council in the ward of Bracken Ridge and in accordance with the City of Brisbane Act, this appointment being made today in accordance with the City of Brisbane Act will fill the vacancy and I am pleased to report that that vacancy will be filled by the LNP’s nomination, Sandy Landers. So, I am delighted to welcome Sandy to the Chamber, to the team and to the Brisbane City Council.


Sandy is a long-term resident of the northside of Brisbane. She started her career as a teacher at Apsley State High School before a couple of regional stints for work commitments. She then moved back to Brisbane’s northside and has been on the northside ever since. She is passionate about her local community and I know that she will continue the great work that Councillor Amanda Cooper did in that part of Brisbane.


There are so many great achievements that Councillor—well Amanda Cooper was able to achieve as the Councillor for Bracken Ridge Ward and I know that Sandy Landers, even though she has big shoes to fill, will fill those shoes and do a fantastic job representing the residents of Bracken Ridge Ward. She is a real local, but also, she is not unfamiliar with the field that we are in and she has done a bit of work as well in the electorate office of a number of MPs including Peter Dutton and also Tim Mander.


For anyone that has worked in an electorate office, knows that a big part of a job is listening to people, hearing their concerns and then action—then taking action. Those skills are really important skills for a local Councillor and I know that Sandy has those skills. She is a very good listener, but she also is focussed and determined and driven by getting outcomes for the residents. Not just listening to them, but getting outcomes. So, she will do that.


Sandy has two children, Jordan and Courtney, and I know that Sandy is immensely proud of the young adults that they have become. She also does incredible work as a foster carer as well. She has helped a large number of young people who have been in her care and given them love and care and a sense of purpose in life. I’ve got to say, anyone who is a foster carer, has my absolute respect. It is such an important thing. It is also, in many ways, a sacrificial thing to do as well. So good on Sandy for her commitment to her community and her commitment to helping others and to making a difference in people’s lives. 


I again want to congratulate Sandy on her nomination for this position. I look forward to working with her to make sure that the people of Bracken Ridge are extremely well represented going forward as they have been until now and to make sure that Sandy, as a member of this team, continues working with us to make sure that the Brisbane of tomorrow is even better than the Brisbane of today.

Chair:
Councillor DAVIS?

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to also support Sandy Landers as she comes and joins our team. I was present on Sunday when Sandy was announced as the LNP’s nominee to fill the casual vacancy of Amanda Cooper as she embarks on this new journey in her service to the community and her role as candidate for Aspley. What struck me about Sandy’s speech is that she outlined her own vision for the Bracken Ridge Ward that absolutely built on the outstanding work that had been undertaken and delivered by Amanda Cooper in her role as Councillor for Bracken Ridge.


I met Sandy nearly 15 years ago. Our children went to the same school, St Paul’s at Bald Hills, and we met through the music supporters’ group. Although our kids played different instruments, we came together to support them in their endeavours. So, I’ve seen firsthand the effort that she put into volunteering and I know that that will carry on in her role as Councillor for Bracken Ridge.


If I could just echo the sentiments of the LORD MAYOR with respect to Sandy’s commitment as a foster carer. When I was the member for Aspley, I had the very great opportunity to work in an area as a Minister with the Department of Child Safety. It takes a very special type of person to become a foster carer and it’s quite a shame in the community, we actually need foster carers, but unfortunately there are children that are not safe. Home is not a safe environment for them and it’s people like Sandy who open their hearts and their homes to these young people that really makes her a very special person in a very special cohort of people.


As her new border buddy, I know that I will be working very strongly with her, along with Councillor HAMMOND, to assist her in any way that we can, but I know that it absolutely builds on the work of Amanda Cooper and we will do everything we can to make sure that the residents of all our wards are well represented. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. As a border buddy of Sandra Landers, I’m sure I’ll be able to assist her in her transition. In her transition into becoming the Bracken Ridge Councillor. I read in the local paper that Sandy—or Sandra—Sandra? Sandy? Sandy? Sandra, the paper’s known by Sandy, went to school at Nashville High. We have a—what is now known as Bracken Ridge High, a connection there. My mother was the second ever girls’ school captain at Nashville High a few years ago. Giving her age away there. We just went to the 50th anniversary of Nashville High last year so it was a great celebration.


So, I just wanted to wish Sandy all the best in her role as a Councillor over the next five and a half months or so and look forward to supporting my good friend, Cath Palmer, in getting elected to the Bracken Ridge Ward and serving the people of the Bracken Ridge Ward with distinction, this place, beyond March 2020.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise very briefly in support of the new Councillor for Bracken Ridge Ward. Again, I’ve known Sandy for many, many, many years and I couldn’t be prouder of her for putting herself up as the new Councillor for Bracken Ridge. She is a strong woman. She will do a great job out there. She was vice captain of Nashville High, Bracken Ridge High. Her children went to St Paul’s, she lives in Bald Hills, she is a true local in the area and a hard‑working woman.


Sandy did work for 20 years as an English teacher, which did cause her to have to move out of Brisbane and do her country service, which I think some of the teachers in this room, and many teachers across our great city of Brisbane did as well. So—, but she found her way back to Brisbane and she taught at local schools, but even when she stopped being a teacher, she actually helped out at local schools as well. This is the type of calibre of person that we’ve got in—as the new Councillor for Bracken Ridge Ward.


Of course, I am delighted that the office next door to me is now full with a Councillor in it because the temporary Bracken Ridge office is right next door. So, I look forward to working with Sandy and helping her with Councillor DAVIS, on her way, but I don’t think she will need much help because she is going to hit the ground running. She has got her ideas, she is following on from the great work from Councillor Cooper and again, the calibre of person, soft natured, hardworking, intelligent woman, is the next Councillor for Bracken Ridge.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, I will now put to resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the special report of the meeting of the Establishment and Coordination committee was declared carried on the voices.
The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Right Honourable, the Lord Mayor (Councillor Adrian Schrinner) (Chair); Deputy Mayor (Councillor Krista Adams) (Deputy Chair); and Councillors Adam Allan, Matthew Bourke, Fiona Hammond, Vicki Howard, Peter Matic and David McLachlan.

A
APPOINTMENT OF COUNCILLOR FOR BRACKEN RIDGE WARD AND THEIR MEMBERSHIP ON COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES

137/225/37/11

241/2019-20

1.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

2.
Councillor Amanda Cooper, former Councillor for Bracken Ridge Ward, tendered her resignation to the Chief Executive Officer with effect from 14 October 2019.

3.
As:

(a)
this resignation takes effect during the final part of Council’s term (more than 36 months after the last quadrennial elections were held); and

(b)
Councillor Amanda Cooper was elected as a nominee of the Liberal National Party, 

then section 166(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 requires Council to seek the nomination of a qualified nominee from the Liberal National Party, and upon receipt of that nomination, formally appoint that nominee by way of Council Resolution.

4.
Under section 166(4) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, the Chief Executive Officer wrote to the registered officer of the Liberal National Party on 15 October 2019 requesting advice of the name and address of a qualified nominee to fill the vacant Councillor position for Bracken Ridge Ward.

5.
By letter dated 21 October 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), the Liberal National Party advised of the nomination of Sandra Landers to fill that vacancy.

6.
Sandra Landers has provided the Chief Executive Officer with a completed Statutory Declaration (refer Attachment C, submitted on file) confirming that she is qualified for appointment to the position of Councillor in accordance with sections 152 to 156 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010.

7.
Anticipating the appointment of Sandra Landers as Councillor for Bracken Ridge Ward, it is proposed she be appointed as a member of the Finance and Administration Committee and the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee.

8.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

9.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO APPOINT SANDRA LANDERS TO FILL THE VACANT POSITION OF COUNCILLOR FOR BRACKEN RIDGE WARD AND TO ALTER THE MEMBERSHIP OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES
As:

(i)
Councillor Amanda Cooper, former Councillor for Bracken Ridge Ward, resigned as a Councillor by signed notice of resignation given to the Chief Executive Officer with effect from 14 October 2019

(ii)
this resignation takes effect during the final part of Council’s term (more than 36 months after the last quadrennial elections were held)

(iii)
Councillor Amanda Cooper was elected as Councillor for Bracken Ridge Ward as a nominee of the Liberal National Party

(iv)
section 163(4) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 requires that vacancy be filled within two months of that vacancy occurring

(v)
section 166(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 requires that vacancy to be filled by a nominee of the Liberal National Party

(vi)
upon receipt of that nomination, Council is to formally appoint that nominee by way of Council Resolution

(vii)
under section 166(4) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, the Chief Executive Officer wrote to the registered officer of the Liberal National Party on 15 October 2019 requesting advice of the name and address of a qualified nominee to fill the vacant Councillor position for Bracken Ridge Ward

(viii)
by letter dated 21 October 2019, the Liberal National Party advised of the nomination of Sandra Landers to fill that vacancy, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(ix)
Sandra Landers has provided the Chief Executive Officer with a completed Statutory Declaration (as set out in Attachment C, submitted on file) confirming that she is qualified for appointment to the position of Councillor in accordance with sections 152 to 156 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010,

then:

(i)
Council resolves to appoint Sandra Landers of 49 Miles Street, Bald Hills, as Councillor for Bracken Ridge Ward with immediate effect, and approves that she be appointed as a member of the Finance and Administration Committee and the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee.

ADOPTED

PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT, ECONOMIC AND TOURISM DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Tracy DAVIS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 15 October 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


DEPUTY MAYOR?

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Last week’s Committee presentation was on the Visitor Economy 2031 vision for the Brisbane region. We know Brisbane is overflowing with potential. In fact, our whole region is overflowing with potential. We are Australia’s nature capital. Spectacular natural environment, World Heritage forest, rivers, bays, everything here in the South East Queensland corner. So, we are very excited to see the opportunities that are presented by this new visitor economy strategy and, in particular, the growth opportunities.


Currently, the visitor economy is about $7.8 billion and supports 65,000 jobs in Brisbane alone. Now, we’re talking about visitor economy. It’s international students, business travellers, visiting friends and relatives, holiday visitors and those that may be here for conferences, business and major events. We know that the latest figures show that the numbers of international and domestic visitors are rising, but we can do better.


We have identified one extra stay a night can raise $6.5 billion worth of increased economic potential in this region as well. So, currently, 28% of Brisbane Airport’s arrivals stay in Brisbane overnight. Melbourne, for example, get 42% conversion staying overnight. So, on average, we’re about one and a half nights shorter than any other New World City around the world. So, we want visitors to stay longer. We want them to enjoy our region. We want them to spend more. So that is what this visitor economy strategy is all about.


We need to create experiences that Brisbane region becomes famous for. We know Brisbane is better experienced than explained and we need to make sure that we can get people here and enjoying those experiences. There is more to see and do than ever before. We’ve got the Brisbane new runway coming online next year, the international cruise ship terminal, Queen’s Wharf, Brisbane Metro, new precincts like Howard Smith Wharves, Fortitude Music Hall. All of these are creating our global recognition as a remarkable, unique experience.


So, we are working on a few outcomes already. The collaborative marketing funds, the cooperative marketing campaigns, the experience development framework. We’ll continue to roll out city—the city’s new river hubs and we’re also working closely with industry to make trade-ready, commissionable products available as well. We’ll continue our local advocacy program and, of course, ongoing industry capacity building projects as well.


So, we know that there is more to see and do here, we just need to let other people know that there is more to see here and do. The more that we can get them to stay that one extra night, they’ll actually be able to experience that. 


There was also a petition that was presented last week at Committee around the operations through Forest Lake on the bus service and whether they can be increased. There was a review about our buz service 100, which at the moment runs from 6am to 11pm, 10 minutes in peak and 15 off-peak, but also the 118 peak hour which is the in-bound trips in the morning, peak at 15-minute intervals and afternoon at 20.


Having a look at that, the transport officer said the Route 100 is probably catering for what it needs at the moment, but the 118 definitely could look at an extension of service after 5:30 for those staying a little bit later after work as well. So, we have put that into the recommendation and I have already contacted TransLink to consider extension of that number 118 after 5:30 in the peak hour session. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, I will—Councillor ADAMS?

I will put the resolution.

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams (Chair), Councillor Tracy Davis (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Jared Cassidy, David McLachlan, Angela Owen and Jonathan Sri.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – VISITOR ECONOMY 2031 OVERVIEW

242/2019-20

1.
Anne-Maree Moon, General Manager, Tourism and Major Events, Brisbane Marketing; and Steven Silvester, General Manager, Investment and Industry Development, Brisbane Marketing, attended the meeting to provide an overview of the Visitor Economy 2031 vision. They provided the information below.

2.
Brisbane is transitioning into an international leisure destination. Major attractions and new experiences are the tipping point to encourage longer stays. Currently Brisbane is converting 28% of through traffic into overnight stays compared to 42% in Melbourne. The average length of stay is 1.5 nights less than other new world cities. Only 12% of stays in Brisbane convert to a commercial visitor experience. Stays in Brisbane have been growing at 8% per annum since 2014, and only 3% per annum since 2006. 

3.
Brisbane has enjoyed 20 quarters (September 2014 to June 2019) of continued growth in both domestic and international visitor numbers. Figures are as follows:

-
international visitors up 3.4%, year on year to record 1.4 million 

-
New Zealand visitors up 8.1% to 230,000

-
North America visitors up 10.4% to 144,000

-
Sydney visitors up 13.3% to 948,000

-
Melbourne visitors up 8% to 584,000. 

-
total domestic visitors up 8.2% year on year to record 7.7 million 

4.
In 2018, visitor dispersal for the wider Brisbane region included the following: 

-
58% explored the cities

-
16% explored the rivers

-
12% visited the bay

-
14% visited the hinterland. 

5.
Brisbane has seen a thriving visitor economy of $7.8 billion to date. A $6.5 billion growth opportunity to 2031 has been identified in overnight expenditure, which consists of an increase in visitor numbers ($2.3 billion), an increase in visitor nights ($1.8 billion) and an increase in visitor spending ($2.4 billion).

6.
The following visitor experiences outline the growth opportunities in Brisbane: 

-
city-based products and experiences – $3.3 billion

-
food and wine – $0.4 billion

-
history and culture – $0.5 billion

-
sports and adventure – $0.5 billion

-
wildlife experience – $0.1 billion

-
natural experiences – $0.8 billion

-
aquatic and coastal – $0.9 billion.

7.
The vision for 2031 is for Brisbane to become a globally recognised destination known for connecting visitors and the community with its enviable lifestyle, accessible nature, remarkable adventures, authentic culture and events renowned for being sustainable, creative and respectful. Vision goals include the following: 

-
secure an additional $6.5 billion per annum in visitor expenditure above the forecast growth

-
deliver significant benefits to residents’ lifestyle through more to see and do, lifting local support for the visitor economy

-
deliver quality visitor experiences that build brand awareness and global advocacy

-
be a positive contributor to our environment through restoration projects and environmental education

-
increase dispersal through a hub and spoke approach

-
create lifelong connections for locals and visitors through our signature experiences.

8.
By 2031, the Brisbane region visitor economy will encourage visitors to stay longer, converting more overnight stays, and encouraging visitors to spend more on experiences with the following anticipated figures: 

-
13 million extra visitors growing at 8% per annum

-
$6.5 billion additional overnight visitor spend

-
48 million extra overnight stays

-
3.2 days on average in a region

-
50,000 additional employees 

-
$2.6 billion additional spend dispersed across the region.

9.
The Visitor Economy 2031 vision includes six strategic priorities: 

-
building a global brand

-
success through partnerships and collaboration

-
unlocking the potential of the nature on our doorstep

-
a vibrant and creative industry

-
a skilled and adaptive workforce

-
an accessible and connected region.

10.
Industry feedback is an important part of the Visitor Economy 2031 vision and involve agencies such as Brisbane Marketing, local government areas, Department of Innovation and Tourism Industry Development, Tourism and Events Queensland, Queensland Tourism Industry Council and the (South East Queensland) Council of Mayors. Key projects for the vision for 2019‑20 were shared with the Committee members. Further to this, global brand, sustainability and economic key performance indicators for 2018, 2025 and 2031 were shown to the Committee members. 

11.
The Chair thanked Ms Moon and Mr Silvester for their informative update. 

12.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REVIEW EXISTING BUS SERVICES AND PROVIDE MORE BUS SERVICES FOR FOREST LAKE

CA19/768330

243/2019-20

13.
A petition from residents requesting Council review existing bus services and provide more bus services for Forest Lake, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 20 August 2019, by Councillor Charles Strunk, and received. 

14.
The Divisional Manager, Transport for Brisbane, provided the following information.

15.
The petition contains a total of 78 signatures. Most signatories are residing in Forest Lake and Heathwood. 

16.
Specifically, the petitioners request additional route 118 bus services.

17.
Council operates its bus services under a contract with TransLink, a division of the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads. TransLink is responsible for the delivery of public transport services and infrastructure for South East Queensland. 

18.
Council works in conjunction with TransLink to ensure the residents and visitors of Brisbane have access to a reliable and accessible public transport network, with TransLink having the overall responsibility for approving and funding any new bus services or changes to services. In determining any bus network expansion, Council works with TransLink to ensure that services will be well utilised and meet customer demand.

19.
In 2013, Council conducted a citywide bus network review. As part of the review, Council proposed a number of routing changes in the Forest Lake area which were approved by TransLink and implemented in July 2013. 

20.
Since the last network review in 2013, population growth in the Forest Lake – Doolandella area has been 1.8% per annum, which is consistent with the growth experienced across the Council area of 1.7% per annum. 

21.
Currently, Forest Lake is primarily serviced by three routes which connect to Brisbane city and operate via different route paths, including:

-
Route 100 (BUZ) service which travels via Inala and Ipswich Road

-
Route 118 (Rocket) service which travels via Heathwood, then express via the Logan Motorway and South East Busway servicing only the Upper Mt Gravatt busway station

-
Route 460 (Cityxpress) service which operates via the Richlands Railway Station, Mt Ommaney, Indooroopilly Shopping Centre and Coronation Drive.

22.
As a BUZ service, the route 100 operates seven days a week between 6am and 11pm. The route provides a high frequency service for Forest Lake, operating at frequencies of 10 minutes or better in the peak direction, and at 15-minute intervals at other times. The route 460 provides an all day Cityxpress service to complement the route 100 via a different routing alignment. 
23.
The route 118 is a peak hour only service with seven inbound morning trips at 15-minute intervals and five outbound afternoon trips at 20-minute intervals. It provides a fast, limited‑stops journey to the city. It is designed to supplement the route 100 and 460 services by providing an attractive alternative for commuters to and from the City during the peak periods.

24.
Council has reviewed the current services to Forest Lake. Given the existing service levels and options available, large scale changes are not required at the time. 

25.
The petitioners also request additional services on the route 118. Currently the first service departs at 7.17am and the last service at 8.50am, covering morning peak hour. In the afternoon, services commence from 4.10pm with the last service at 5.30pm. Given the afternoon peak period extends beyond 5.30pm and the existing services are well utilised, it is considered a later service beyond 5.30pm should be considered. 

26.
Any additional services require approval from TransLink, who are responsible for funding additional services, recognising that TransLink must balance investment proposals in the context of needs and priorities across the entire network. Based on this petition, Council will make a recommendation to TransLink regarding provision of later service on the route 118 beyond 5.30pm. 

Consultation

27.
Councillor Angela Owen, Councillor for Calamvale Ward, and Councillor Charles Strunk, Councillor for Forest Lake Ward, have been consulted and support the recommendation.

28.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed. 

29.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/768330
Thank you for your petition requesting Council conduct a review of existing bus services and provide more bus services for Forest Lake.
Council operates its bus services under a contract with TransLink, a division of the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads. TransLink is responsible for the delivery of public transport services and infrastructure for South East Queensland. 

Council works in conjunction with TransLink to ensure the residents and visitors of Brisbane have access to a reliable and accessible public transport network, with TransLink having the overall responsibility for approving and funding any new bus services or changes to services. In determining any bus network expansion, Council works with TransLink to ensure that services will be well utilised and meet customer demand.

In 2013, Council conducted a citywide bus network review. As part of the review, Council proposed a number of routing changes in the Forest Lake area which were approved by TransLink and implemented in July 2013. 

Since the last network review in 2013, population growth in the Forest Lake – Doolandella area has been 1.8% per annum, which is consistent with the growth experienced across the Council area of 1.7% per annum. 

Currently, Forest Lake is primarily serviced by three routes which connect to Brisbane city and operate via different route paths, including:

-
Route 100 (BUZ) service which travels via Inala and Ipswich Road

-
Route 118 (Rocket) service which travels via Heathwood, then express via the Logan Motorway and South East Busway servicing only the Upper Mt Gravatt busway station

-
Route 460 (Cityxpress) service which operates via the Richlands Railway Station, Mt Ommaney, Indooroopilly Shopping Centre and Coronation Drive.

As a BUZ service, the route 100 operates seven days a week between 6am and 11pm. The route provides a high frequency service for Forest Lake, operating at frequencies of 10 minutes or better in the peak direction, and at 15-minute intervals at other times. The route 460 provides an all day Cityxpress service to complement the route 100 via a different routing alignment. 
The route 118 is a peak hour only service with seven inbound morning trips at 15-minute intervals and five outbound afternoon trips at 20-minute intervals. It provides a fast, limited-stops journey to the city. It is designed to supplement the route 100 and 460 services by providing an attractive alternative for commuters to and from the City during the peak periods. 

Council has reviewed the current services to Forest Lake. Given the existing service levels and options available, large scale changes are not required at the time. 

The petition also requested additional services on the route 118. Currently the first service departs at 7.17am and the last service at 8.50am, covering morning peak hour. In the afternoon, services commence from 4.10pm with the last service at 5.30pm. Given the afternoon peak period extends beyond 5.30pm and the existing services are well utilised it is considered a later service beyond 5.30pm should be considered. 

Any additional services require approval from TransLink, who are responsible for funding additional services, recognising that TransLink must balance investment proposals in the context of needs and priorities across the entire network. Based on this petition, Council will make a recommendation to TransLink regarding provision of later service on the route 118 beyond 5.30pm. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Selena Beaverson, Executive Assistant, Divisional Manager’s Office, Transport for Brisbane, on (07) 3407 2216.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Councillor David McLACHLAN, Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 15 October 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor McLACHLAN?

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. As this is my first report as the Chair of Infrastructure Committee, I would like to thank Councillor HUANG for his able filling in last week as the Acting Chair last week. Thank you very much, Councillor HUANG, and there have been some changes, obviously, in this Committee. Councillor MACKAY, thank you for your representation and welcome Councillor OWEN to this Committee now. I’m sure we’ll do some fantastic work in the lead up to the end of this calendar year and into the start of the next year. 


I—the Committee, the Infrastructure Committee, obviously I wasn’t there last week so I am reporting on what was presented while Councillor HUANG was in the Acting Chair, but the Committee received an update on a few different programs, three different programs. Our continued investment in safe—in the Safety School initiatives, the SAM speed awareness monitors and the 2019-20 Black Spot program. Now, these are all projects that were more than ably overseen by the previous Chair for Infrastructure, Councillor Cooper and I just wanted to place on the record, my appreciation to her for her very capable management of this particular portfolio, as well as to the LORD MAYOR for asking me to fill in and I’m very pleased to be able to do so, but Councillor Cooper undertook some great outcomes on behalf of this city.


Infrastructure investments including Telegraph Road, across all the stages, Johnson and Staplyton Roads, Progress Road, the Inner City Bypass upgrade, the Transport Plan, investment around our schools to encourage safety and improvements and the Move Safe Pedestrian Safety Review, to name, but a few. So, my plaudits to Councillor Cooper and I wish her well as the future representative of—at the State level for Apsley.


Mr Chair, the—to last week’s Infrastructure Committee, safety around schools is an initiative that Council has been continuing to invest in and one of the ways through that, is the development of traffic management plans, or TMPs, for schools. All Councillors will be aware of this great program, a tool for schools to assess, document and communicate the way in which students can travel safely to and from school.


To date, 180 schools in Brisbane have completed the TMP and Council has installed, or is in progress of installing, enhanced loading zone signage and poles at 137 schools. Each school’s TMP includes an action plan on how to address its travel management issues and is a living document that is updated throughout the year as circumstances at each school change.


Some of the ways that Council has improved safety with TMPs, is implementing an additional drop-and-go zone or installing enhanced school loading zone signage and poles, parking enforcement as well as mapping and encouraging walking and cycling to and from school. In the 2019-20 financial year, 28 schools have had safety works undertaken such as enhanced school loading zones, signage and poles, loading zone improvements, school crossing improvements, parking restriction improvements that include signage and line marking, as well as changes to parking timing restrictions.


So, some fantastic outcomes that were talked about in the Committee last week. Some examples, our Lady of Lourdes Primary School in Sunnybank had loading zone improvement, enhanced school loading zone signage and poles installed. The St Joseph’s Primary School in Kangaroo Point installed enhanced school loading zone signage at the existing loading zone on Leopard Street. At the Lourdes Hill College, there has been an improved warning signage and line marking on approach to the pedestrian refuge on Beatrice Street. At Graceville State School, enhanced school loading zone signs have been installed at the existing loading zones location on Acacia Avenue.


In addition, since term 2 this year, the Council has offered incentives each term for schools who have completed a TMP transport management plan. Through this, five schools have won a fence banner in both terms 2 and 3. The school winners for term 2 and 3 were the Grovely State School, the Sherwood State School, the Sandgate State School, the Bulimba State School and New Farm State School. They were the term 2 winners.


The term 3 winners, Mitchelton State High School, Jindalee State School, Warrigal Road State School, Ithaca Creek State School and Ascot State School winning those banners. The Committee, last week, were shown the nine different fence banners that the eligible schools can choose from as well as what the successful school winners had chosen. 


Council, Mr Chair, is working with four schools this year in the 2019-20 financial year to focus on improved pedestrian and cycle access and safety and improvements for all road users. These include—or these are the Balmoral State High School, the McDowall State School, the Robertson State School and the Sandgate State School. So, all improvements there for pedestrian and cycle access.


Also, this year, Mr Chair, in the 2019-20 financial year, Council is investing in improving safety at school through the Safe School Travel Infrastructure Initiative at nine different schools. At Acacia Ridge State School, the Bracken Ridge State High, Kuraby State School, Loretto College, Red Hill Special School, St Joseph’s College, St Rita’s College, Warrigal Road State School and Wilston State School.


Mr Chair, also in Committee last week and now Councillors will be seeing these on their roads in their SAM signs, the speed awareness signs, starting yesterday we’ve got Halloween SAM. The latest smiley face which will run until 4 November and then after that, roll back to the standard sign—SAM sign, but probably just in the precursor to the Christmas SAM signs. So, these allow for—or provoke some interest from our residents and I think it’s very useful to have the turnover of different signs to draw attention to them and people do note them and we get compliments from all our residents about them and certainly we know what their effect is.


This year, in 2019-20, Council is investing more than a million dollars in SAMs. 27 new SAMs will be installed during this financial year, bringing the total number of SAMs to 176. 


So, Council is currently investigating 47 new footing sites for construction in this month and another 27 sites for construction in January next year. Council install SAMs for a least one month before moving to a new location, to allow enough time to have a positive impact on motorists’ behaviour. They, as Councillors will be aware, may be returned to previously installed locations, if speeding becomes an issue again.


Mr Chair, I just want to finish on the last item that was before the Committee last week, which was the Black Spot Program. The Council receives funding through, thanks to the Federal Government and aims to improve road safety where there’s been a significant number of crashes, to deliver improvements that target safety issues through low-cost, high-benefit upgrade. The criteria require that for a road, or a section of it, or an intersection to be eligible, it needs to have contributed to, or is likely to have contributed to serious motor vehicle crashes. There are a number of criteria including the recorded crash history data which must have a minimum benefit-to-cost ratio of 2.0.


For this financial year, Council has received funding to deliver upgrades at five black spots, at Azalea Street, Eugenia Street, Inala; in Birdwood Road, Logan Road intersection at Holland Park; at Bowen Street, Lutwyche Road at Windsor; Gregory Terrace, Boundary Street in Spring Hill and Beenleigh Road, Nursery Road in Runcorn. Mr Chair, that is the Committee presentation that was in the Infrastructure Committee last week and I commend it to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor McLACHLAN?


I’ll now put the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Infrastructure Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Steven Huang (A/Chair), and Councillors Steve Griffiths, Nicole Johnston, James Mackay and Steven Toomey.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – SCHOOL SAFETY INITIATIVES AND SAM UPDATE

244/2019-20

1.
Marie Gales, Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s school safety initiatives and speed awareness monitors (SAM). She provided the information below.

2.
A traffic management plan (TMP) is a tool for schools to assess, document and communicate the way in which students can travel to and from school. TMPs help schools identify and address traffic management issues to ease traffic congestion, streamline pick-up and drop-off periods and create safer streets. Currently, 180 schools have completed a TMP and Council has installed or scheduled to install enhanced loading zone signage and poles at 137 schools. Images of TMP documentation and enhanced loading zone signage were shown to the Committee.

3.
School TMPs include an action plan that outlines how the school will address its travel management issues. The action plan is a living document and is updated throughout the school year when circumstances change around the school, such as when new buildings are constructed. Actions to improve safety and resolve traffic issues may include:

-
implementing an additional ‘drop and go’ zone or installing enhanced school loading zone signage and poles

-
enforcing parking and traffic flow policies for parents, carers and staff

-
mapping and encouraging the use of suggested walking and cycling routes.

4.
TMP works and safety upgrades completed in 2019-20 include:

-
enhanced school loading zone signage and poles

-
loading zone improvements

-
school crossing improvements

-
parking restriction improvements (signage and line marking)

-
changes to parking timing restrictions.

5.
A list of 28 schools that will be receiving works and safety upgrades in 2019-20 were shown to the Committee, including:

-
Our Lady of Lourdes Primary School, Sunnybank – will involve loading zone improvements and enhanced school loading zone signage and poles

-
St Joseph’s Primary School, Kangaroo Point – will involve the installation of enhanced school loading zone signage at an existing loading zone on Leopard Street

-
Lourdes Hill College, Hawthorne – will involve improved warning signage and line marking on the approach to the pedestrian refuge on Beatrice Street

-
Graceville State School, Graceville – will involve the installation of enhanced school loading zone signage at the existing loading zone on Acacia Avenue.

6.
Since the second school term in 2019, Council has offered schools which have completed a TMP the chance to win one of five fence banners each term. These banners have now been printed and will be presented to the winning schools in term four. Nine designs of fence barriers that winning schools could choose from were shown to the Committee. 

7.
In term two, the following schools won a fence barrier:

-
Grovely State School, Keperra

-
Sherwood State School, Sherwood

-
Sandgate State School, Sandgate

-
Bulimba State School, Bulimba

-
New Farm State School, New Farm.

8.
In term three, the following schools won a fence barrier:

-
Mitchelton State High School, Mitchelton

-
Jindalee State School, Jindalee

-
Warrigal Road State School, Eight Mile Plains

-
Ithaca Creek State School, Bardon

-
Ascot State School, Ascot.

9.
Bulimba, Jindalee, New Farm and Sandgate State Schools chose the ‘Remember to stop, drop and go’ banner; Ascot, Grovely and Ithaca Creek State Schools chose the ‘Drive with care through our school zone’ banner; Sherwood State School chose the ‘Always park safely around schools’ banner; and Warrigal Road State School chose the ‘Think before you park’ banner.

10.
The following schools are planned for future TMP improvements in the 2019-20 program:

-
Balmoral State High School, Balmoral

-
McDowall State School, McDowall

-
Robertson State School, Robertson

-
Sandgate State School, Sandgate.

11.
The following schools will receive Safe School Travel infrastructure in the 2019-20 program:

-
Acacia Ridge State School, Active Ridge

-
Bracken Ridge State High School, Bracken Ridge

-
Kuraby State School, Kuraby

-
Loreto College, Coorparoo

-
Red Hill Special School, Red Hill

-
St Joseph’s College, Spring Hill

-
St Rita’s College, Clayfield

-
Warrigal Road State School, Eight Mile Plains

-
Wilston State School, Grange.

12.
Following the successful rollout of Santa SAMs, Easter SAMs, and the most recent Ekka SAMs, Council has designed Halloween SAMs. The proposed rollout is planned for 21 October 2019 for approximately two weeks and will revert to the ‘standard’ SAM on 4 November 2019. An image of the proposed Halloween SAM was shown to the Committee.

13.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the A/Chair thanked Ms Gales for her informative presentation.

14.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BLACK SPOT PROGRAM 2019–20

245/2019-20

15.
Graham Nell, Program Director, Civil and Transport, Project Management, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s Black Spot 2019-20 program (the program). He provided the information below.

16.
The program’s objective is to provide improved road safety on road locations within Brisbane that have a record of a significant number of crashes. The program forms part of the Australian Government’s Black Spot program that provides funding towards low-cost high‑benefit projects that target safety issues on the road network. Administration of the Australian Government’s Black Spot program is by the Queensland Department of Transport and Main Roads.

17.
To be eligible for the program, the nature of a proposed site must contribute to, or is likely to contribute to, serious crashes involving death or personal injury, and improvements will provide road safety of the site. The criteria for a proposed site is based on its crash history and road safety audit report recommendations.

18.
In 2019-20, works or improvements at the following sites will be delivered as part of the program, of which a locality map was shown to the Committee.

-
Birdwood Road/Logan Road, Holland Park West

-
Bowen Street/Lutwyche Road, Windsor

-
Azalea Street/Eugenia Street, Inala

-
Gregory Terrace/Boundary Street, Spring Hill

-
Beenleigh Road/Nursery Avenue, Runcorn

19.
At the intersection of Azalea and Eugenia Streets, motorists on Eugenia Street have failed to observe the give way priority and collided with motorists on Azalea Street. There have been eight reported crashes between July 2012 and December 2018. The solution for this issue is to increase visibility and awareness of vehicle priority. This will provide improved safety for all road users travelling through the intersection. The works have been completed and involved the installation of three new median islands with stop signage on Eugenia Street, new pram ramps and new lighting. Site plans were shown to the Committee.

20.
At the intersection of Birdwood and Logan Roads, motorists turning right from Logan Road into Birdwood Road have collided with oncoming motorists. There have been 13 reported crashes between January 2013 and December 2018. The solution for this issue is to fully control the right-turn movement from Logan Road to Birdwood Road. This will provide improved safety for both the right‑turn and through movements at the intersection. The scope of works will include the extension of the Logan Road right-turn lane, installation of dedicated right-turn signal lanterns, implementation of an independent right-turn signal phase, installation of two new mast arms and an upgrade of signal lanterns for improved pedestrian safety. Construction is expected to be completed by early November 2019. Site plans were shown to the Committee.

21.
At the intersection of Bowen Street and Lutwyche Road, motorists on Lutwyche Road are late in observing or failing to observe the red signal. There have been 14 reported crashes between January 2013 and December 2018. The solution for this issue is to improve visibility of the traffic signals on approach to the intersection. This will provide improved compliance with the signals that will improve safety for all road users travelling through the intersection. The scope of works will include the installation of a new signal mast arm and lanterns on Lutwyche Road, realignment of the pedestrian crossing and pram ramps. Construction is expected to be completed by mid-November 2019. Site plans were shown to the Committee.

22.
At the intersection of Gregory Terrace and Boundary Street, motorists turning right from Gregory Terrace into Boundary Street have collided with oncoming motorists. There have been 12 reported crashes between January 2013 and December 2018. The solution for this issue is to fully control the right-turn movement from Gregory Terrace into Boundary Street. This will provide improved safety for all road users travelling through the intersection. The scope of works will include the extension of the Gregory Terrace right-turn lane into Boundary Street, installation of dedicated right-turn signal lanterns, implementation of an independent right-turn signal phase, installation of new pram ramps and improved line marking for cyclists. Construction is expected to be completed by early November 2019. Site plans were shown to the Committee.

23.
At the intersection of Beenleigh and Nursery Roads, motorists turning right in and out of Nursery Avenue are colliding with through traffic on Beenleigh Road. There have been eight reported crashes between January 2013 and December 2018. The solution for this issue is to install new traffic signals to fully control all movements and close the Beenleigh Road service road at Nursery Avenue. This will provide improved safety for all road users travelling through the intersection. The scope of works will include the replacement of existing stop and give way signs, line marking the controlled intersection with a three-way signalised intersection, closure of the Beenleigh Road service road at Nursery Avenue and new line marking for cyclists. Construction is expected to be completed by mid-2020. Site plans were shown to the Committee.

24.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the A/Chair thanked Mr Nell for his informative presentation.

25.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

CITY PLANNING COMMITTEE

Councillor Matthew BOURKE, Chair of the City Planning Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven TOOMEY, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 15 October 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chairman. Just before I get to the report, I’d like to say ‘welcome back, Kotter’ to Councillor McLACHLAN. As unaccustomed as I am in the seven-odd years I’ve been in Cabinet while Councillor McLACHLAN was in Cabinet, I always used to be the Committee report before him, Mr Chairman, but it’s great to have Councillor McLACHLAN back in the Council Chamber. Just quickly, before I get to the Committee report, Mr Chairman, of course this Administration continues to roll out our award-winning neighbourhood planning process, Mr Chairman. 


Obviously, we announced as part of the budget that we are doing a new neighbourhood plan. So, the Nathan, Salisbury and Moorooka neighbourhood plan had their first Community Plan Team meeting last night. As this Administration has done repeatedly, we’re always looking for improvements, Mr Chairman, as part of the process when it comes to neighbourhood planning, and responding to changes in the way that people communicate. We’ve updated the terms of reference, Mr Chairman, as we always look to seek to find better ways to make sure that residents can communicate and engage with parts of the community when it comes to being part of a Community Planning Team meeting as well, Mr Chairman.


So, particularly around the use of social media, which has evolved and changed significantly over the years, Mr Chairman. So, we’ve actually made sure now that our terms of reference for Community Plan Team members have a particular section around social media, making sure that they feel free to engage and communicate with their residents most importantly and they can be involved and engaged in the process, which is really important, Mr Chairman. 


We’ve also taken out some of the provisions that were in there around engaging with the media more broadly. Also, the confidentiality clause and replacing that with some commercial in confidence words, to make sure that if there is anything that’s commercial in confidence, that’s protected, but residents feel completely open and have the ability to engage and talk to people. One of the big things though is that we do respect people, their requests for privacy. So, no photos without the permission of the people in the photos. 


Turning to the Committee report, Mr Chairman. There was a Committee report provided about a development at 181 Wecker Road, Mansfield. This is the Mansfield Tavern. This is a site that has seen probably its heyday and is in need of a significant amount of investment, Mr Chairman. It was originally built back in 1973 and obviously the owners of the site are looking to do some improvements as part of this. So public notification was carried out from 15 March through to 5 April. There were only nine submissions received and five submissions received for stage two, nine submissions received for stage one, five for stage two, Mr Chairman.


Obviously, this is an important local asset for the community. It will have a significant amount of work done to remove the existing building and then completely upgrade the site. So, stage one will see 2,772 square metres of gross floor area, as well as a 938 square metre outdoor dining area, 197 car parks, as well as five car parks for people with disabilities. Stage two will see an additional 5,436 square metres, as well as an additional 179 square metres of outdoor dining. So, a very large development. 


I know from Councillor MURPPHY’s support of this particular DA that it’s an important asset for the community. It’s what’s lacking down in that part of the city, from what I understand, from comments from local residents, but also from Councillor MUPRHY about having a hub or a central point for people to go in a local area, where they can get good food and offering as well as a range of different retail choices as well. So, I commend the Committee report to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE?


I’ll now put the report. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the City Planning Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Steven Toomey (A/Chair), and Councillors Jared Cassidy, Ryan Murphy, Angela Owen and Jonathan Sri. 

APOLOGY:
Councillor Matthew Bourke (Chair).
A
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS UNDER THE PLANNING ACT 2016 – DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (A005055079) – MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE (STAGE 1) FOR A FOOD AND DRINK OUTLET, HEALTH CARE SERVICES, HOTEL, INDOOR SPORT AND RECREATION, OFFICE AND SHOP; AND DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (A005054823) – MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE (STAGES 2 AND 3) FOR A FOOD AND DRINK OUTLET, HEALTH CARE SERVICES, INDOOR SPORT AND RECREATION, OFFICE, SHOP, SHOPPING CENTRE AND SHOWROOM AT 181 WECKER ROAD, MANSFIELD

246/2019-20

1. The Team Manager, Planning Services East, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, reports that Mansfield Investment Queensland Pty Ltd submitted two development applications on 26 October 2018. Both applications were properly made on 8 November 2018.

	Development aspects:
	Material change of use – Development permit (Stage 1)

Material change of use – Development permit (Stages 2 and 3)

	General description of proposal:


	Development permit – Material change of use (Stage 1) for a Food and drink outlet, Health care services, Hotel, Indoor sport and recreation, Office and Shop; and 

Development permit – Material change of use (Stages 2 and 3) for a Food and drink outlet, Health care services, Indoor sport and recreation, Office, Shop, Shopping centre and Showroom.

	Land in the ownership of:
	Mansfield Investment Queensland Pty Ltd

	Address of the site:
	181 Wecker Road, Mansfield 

	Described as:
	Lot 2 on RP144215

	Containing an area of:
	20,830 m2


2.
These impact assessable applications are over land currently included in the Low density residential zone under the Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), however, the site is not within a neighbourhood plan. 

3.
The proposal is for the redevelopment of the subject site over three stages. The proposed development has been lodged as two separate development applications. The initial application for Stage 1 (A005055079) includes a Food and drink outlet, Health care services, Hotel, Indoor sport and recreation, Office and Shop. The second application for Stages 2 and 3 (A005054823) includes a Food and drink outlet, Health care services, Indoor sport and recreation, Office, Shop, Shopping Centre and Showroom. When completed the development will provide an integrated commercial development. 

4.
The site has a frontage to Wecker Road to the north and Luprena Street to the west. The site is currently improved by an existing tavern and bottle shop which will be demolished to facilitate a new basement for underground parking and the future buildings above. Stage 1 involves a new Hotel (Tavern), Shop (bottle shop and liquor store) fronting Wecker Road and three smaller tenancies fronting Luprena Street. Stages 2 and 3 include a new Food and drink outlet, Health care services, Indoor sport and recreation, Office, Shop, Shopping centre and Showroom.

5.
Stage 1 of the development gains vehicular access from Wecker Road via a 6.5 m wide Type B2 permanent vehicle crossover with all-turns ingress and left-only egress permitted. All turns vehicle access to Stage 1 is also proposed from the Luprena Street frontage of the site via a 7 m wide Type B2 permanent vehicle crossover.

6.
An additional vehicle access to Stages 2 and 3 is proposed from the Luprena Street frontage of the site via a 6.5 m wide Type B2 permanent vehicle crossover.

7.
Details are summarised below.


Stage 1 (A005055079):

-
Gross Floor Area of 2,772 m2 and an additional 938 m2 of outdoor dining.

-
Onsite parking for 197 cars, including five parking spaces for people with disabilities and for the loading and unloading of vehicles within the site. Car parking spaces are provided on ground and within a basement.

-
Provision for 14 secure employee bicycle parking spaces and 14 secure visitor bicycle parking spaces. 

-
Site cover of 3,285 m2 (40%).

-
Deep planting areas of 919 m2 (11% of Stage 1).

-
A building height of two storeys with a partial third storey near the corner of Luprena Street where the basement protrudes more than one metre above ground level.
-
Hours of operation for the development are as follows:

-
commercial units from 7am to 10pm daily

-
hotel (Tavern) from 8am to 2am daily

-
northern terrace doors are required to be closed from 10pm to 2am daily

-
external doors and windows of both designated outdoor smoking areas are to be closed from 6pm to 2am daily

-
deliveries limited to 7am to 10pm daily.

Stages 2 and 3 (A005054823):

-
Stage 2 gross floor area of 5,436 m² and outdoor dining areas totalling 179 m², including a small format supermarket building located in the central part of the site, and eight smaller tenancies fronting Luprena Street.

-
Onsite parking for 287 cars, including five parking spaces for people with disabilities and for the loading and unloading of vehicles within the site. Car parking spaces are provided on ground and within a basement.

-
Provision for 15 secure employee bicycle parking spaces and 15 secure visitor bicycle parking spaces.

-
Stage 3 gross floor area of 1,595 m² and includes two tenancies in a building facing Luprena Street and a larger building in the south-eastern portion of the site to accommodate retail or Health care services land uses.

-
Onsite parking for an additional 34 cars and for the loading and unloading of vehicles within the site.

-
Provision for four secure employee bicycle parking spaces and four secure visitor bicycle parking spaces.

-
A maximum building height of 12.03 m above natural ground level (Building 4 – Supermarket/retail tenancy).

-
The hours of operation for the commercial tenancies within Stage 3 closest to the residential southern boundary are limited to 6am to 8pm daily (including deliveries).

8.
The proposed development has been assessed against the relevant assessment benchmarks and it has been determined that it complies with the relevant provisions of City Plan.

9.
The proposal was subject to impact assessment and public notification was carried out in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 for both applications. Public notification for Stage 1 was carried out from 15 March 2019 to 5 April 2019. A total of nine submissions were received during the assessment of the application, including five properly made submissions. Public notification for the Stage 2 and 3 application was carried out from 12 April 2019 to 9 May 2019. A total of six submissions were received during the assessment of the application, including three properly made submissions. 

10.
The Councillor for Chandler, Councillor Ryan Murphy, supports the development.
11.
The Team Manager, Planning Services East, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, advises that relevant reports have been obtained to address the assessment criteria, and decision process prescribed by the Planning Act 2016, appropriately justifying the proposal and outlining reasonable and relevant conditions for the approval.

12.
It is recommended that the application be presented to City Planning Committee for a recommendation to Council for approval subject to the approved plans and conditions included in the attached Development Approval Package. The Committee agreed, with Councillor Jonathan Sri dissenting and Councillor Jared Cassidy abstaining. 
13.
RECOMMENDATION:

As:

(i)
a properly made development application was made on 8 November 2018 to Council pursuant to section 51 of the Planning Act 2016 as follows:

	Development aspects:
	Material change of use – Development permit (Stage 1)

Material change of use – Development permit (Stages 2 and 3)

	General description of proposal:


	Development permit – Material change of use (Stage 1) for a Food and drink outlet, Health care services, Hotel, Indoor sport and recreation, Office and Shop; and 

Development permit – Material change of use (Stages 2 and 3) for a Food and drink outlet, Health care services, Indoor sport and recreation, Office, Shop, Shopping centre and Showroom.

	Land in the ownership of:
	Mansfield Investment Queensland Pty Ltd

	Address of the site:
	181 Wecker Road, Mansfield 

	Described as:
	Lot 2 on RP144215

	Containing an area of:
	20,830 m2


(ii)
Council is required to assess the application pursuant to Chapter 3, Part 1, section 45(5) and decide the application under Chapter 3, Part 3, Division 2, section 60 of the Planning Act 2016,

then Council: 

(i)
upon consideration of the applications and those matters set forth in section 60 of the Planning Act 2016 relevant to the application, Council considers that: 

(a)
the site is within the Urban Footprint of the South East Queensland Regional Plan, and the use is consistent with an Urban Activity

(b)
the proposals do not cause conflict with the States’ Planning Policies, planning regulation provisions or regional plan

(c)
the proposals are consistent with the general intentions of the Brisbane City Plan 2014
(d)
the proposals would not create an unreasonable traffic problem, increase a traffic problem or detrimentally affect the efficiency of the road network

(e)
the proposals would not detrimentally affect the amenity of the surrounding area

(f)
the developments can be accommodated within the existing essential infrastructure networks

(ii)
considers that where reasonable and relevant conditions imposed on the developments, it would be appropriate that the proposed developments be approved on the subject land

(iii) issues Brisbane City Council Infrastructure Charges Notices for the development pursuant to the Planning Act 2016 and Brisbane Infrastructure Charges Resolution (No. 8) 2019, for the stormwater, community purposes and transport network

(iv) approves the development applications referred to above and subject to the conditions in the attached Development Approval Package to:

(a)
notify the applicant of this decision and issue the applicant the Brisbane City Council Infrastructure Charges Notice

(b)
notify the Central SEQ Distributer-Retailer Authority of the decision and provide the Authority with a copy of the Brisbane City Council Infrastructure Charges Notice

(c)
notify the Councillor for Chandler Ward, Councillor Ryan Murphy, of this decision
(d)
publish notices about decisions on the website.
ADOPTED

ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Kate RICHARDS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 15 October 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order.

Seriatim - Clauses B and D 
	Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL PROVIDE ADDITIONAL DOG PARK FACILITIES FOR GREENWAYS ESPLANADE PARK, PARKINSON; CALAMVALE DISTRICT PARK, CALAMVALE; AND COL BENNETT PARK AND ENDIANDRA STREET PARK, ALGESTER; and Clause D, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL NEGOTIATE THE PURCHASE OF LAND OWNED BY THE QUEENSLAND GOVERNMENT AT 266 MT GRAVATT ROAD, 18, 19, 41 AND 51 DON YOUNG ROAD, 30 FOREST COURT, AND 10, 19, 20, 29 AND 30 INNOVATION COURT, NATHAN, FOR INCORPORATION INTO TOOHEY FOREST PARK TO PROTECT EXISTING KOALA HABITAT AND SIGNIFICANT FLORA AND FAUNA LOCATED IN THIS AREA, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND, please continue.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you Mr Chair. There were a few petitions coming through in our Committee and of course we had a wonderful presentation of the foreshore dog off-leash area. I’ll leave the debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Anyone?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oh Sorry.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, how can I resist? I want to speak on item B and item D. So, in relation to item B, there was a petition that came through Council last week and it was from residents requesting for their safety and for their amenity that they have lighting in their dog parks. There are actually three dog parks there: one in Greenways Esplanade Park at Parkinson; one in Calamvale District Park, Calamvale and one in Col Bennett Park, which is in Algester. It was—and the petition notes—that there is a need for lighting, but the local Councillor seems to think that it’s not warranted. 


We can’t work out how this can be the case, having dog parks ourselves and so many requests for lighting for people to use the dog parks. That’s even with dog parks that have residents around them. People understand that parks should be lit for safety reasons and should be lit to a reasonable hour and then go off. So, we were a bit surprised about this. We asked for feedback in terms of what consultation was done. We weren’t able to get any feedback other than there has been consultation. Well, really, we think that it—
Councillor HAMMOND:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
He’s misleading the Chamber, because I gave him what consultation was happening in my Committee report last week.

Chair:
No, that’s not how it works. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. Yes, we were given a little bit of feedback, we weren’t given any details with regards of consultation. I suppose, for us, our concern remains—

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors, please allow this presentation to be had in silence please.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you. Our concern remains that these residents are missing out because their Councillor has stepped in and said no. We just think that there needs to be a representative out there who’s interested in providing services for the residents of these suburbs and ensuring that they get the same facilities as they get in the rest of the city, like a library. So, we really, probably won’t be voting for this particular—won’t be agreeing with this particular petition outcome. 


Now, secondly, I’d like to go on and speak to item D. That’s requesting Council negotiate the purchase of land owned by the Queensland Government at 266 Mount Gravatt Road, 18, 19, 41 and 51 Don Young Road, 30 Forest Court and 10, 19, 20, 29 and 30 of Innovation Court, Nathan, for incorporation into Toohey Forest Park to protect existing koala habitat and significant flora and fauna in this area. Simple. Simple. Many, many people signed this. Over 1,000 people signed this. What it’s saying is that this Council should negotiate with the State Government to get an outcome on this land. 


Now, whether that negotiation involves money, whether that negotiation involves trade-offs, whether that negotiation involves whatever, it’s actually calling on this Council to reach an outcome with the State Government. When I tell them what the LORD MAYOR says, no, we won’t do it, we’re not paying money for public land, they go, that’s a whole lot of hogwash. A whole lot of hogwash. This Council should be working with the State to protect this land and to protect an active and a live koala population, not a dead koala population that we’ve killed because we allowed the site to be cleared. A site where we actually have alive koalas, where they’re actually breeding, where they’re doing very well. 


This is what? No, not tennis courts, not driveways, not Cocos palms, we want better. Residents want better. I was at the Moorooka, Salisbury, Nathan Neighbourhood Watch last night—not Neighbourhood Watch, neighbourhood plan—the same issue came up there. 

Councillors interjecting. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No, they wouldn’t let me speak. I was gagged from speaking. Gagged again. I did give them a little letter, but their officers were dying to get a copy of that to give to Councillor BOURKE, but no, I didn’t give him or didn’t give them one, but in relation to this—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
In relation—oh, he’s got it, he stole it off one of the—
Chair:
Okay, we’ll all have our fun, eh, but let’s keep moving on to the subject please.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
 Yes, okay. I’m just getting distracted. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Thanks everyone, please allow the speaker to be heard in silence.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I’ll come back. We have here a great opportunity for our city. When this is put online for residents to say do you want Council to negotiate with the State to protect this land, the resounding feedback from residents was yes, we do. They don’t want a Lord Mayor playing politics, who pretends he loves koalas then won’t go and look after them. They want a Mayor who leads. They want politicians who lead. They want people who achieve outcomes. That’s what this petition is about. So, I can’t be voting for the ridiculous response that this Council’s put here. It’s a ‘no can do’ response, it’s a ‘we’re not going to do anything’ response. 


It’s from a Mayor who’s more interested in playing politics than achieving an outcome for the residents and for our bushland and for the future of our city. So, no, this can’t be supported by me and disappointingly, LORD MAYOR, I’ll let people know what your silly response is and that you’re not interested in actually achieving the outcome, you’re just interested in playing games. LORD MAYOR, for someone who needs to win as many votes as you do and who has such a low profile, I think this is a really bad response. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise briefly just to correct the record, because both Calamvale District Park and Greenways Esplanade Park have both undergone master planning with the local residents who live immediately around those parks. The other aspect that Councillors who make comments about particular locations not in their wards, are not aware of some of the criminal activity that has caused certain police officers to raise their concerns with me about people’s safety and to discourage people from being in those parks after dark. So, this is a case of people making comment on issues that they don’t know the full depth of, consultation was undertaken.
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor OWEN:
Yes, I think Councillor HAMMOND you’re right, this is somebody playing politics for politics’ sake. In particular, I go back to Calamvale District Park and Councillor MATIC will remember, the many, many consultation sessions we had, not only with the local community, but also the workshopping we did with the local students at three local schools, to ensure that those young people had ownership and were empowered in having a say in those particular parks. So, the important thing here is, you know a good saying that a very wise man once said, engage brain before opening mouth and know the facts. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Well, I was not going to say anything, Mr Chairman—
Chair:
Okay. Alright, everybody, if you guys can’t—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
I think everybody’s already—
Chair:
Don’t lose your seat Councillor GRIFFITHS. Alright. Councillor—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m affected by a fit of the giggles.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m sorry, I’m ready. I am. Now, I was just going to say, look, honestly, this was a fascinating discussion at Committee last week and—oh, sorry, this is respect to item B—is a fascinating discussion at Committee last week, because you’ve got a group of residents who are partitioning to have a dog park which is in a park, the houses look a fair distance away, saying that they want lighting in the park. Now, we’ve just heard the local Councillor say she consulted with school students, three local schools I believe it was, I didn’t notice a school near this park. I’m not sure that children were—
Councillor OWEN:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
It is noted.

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Three schools and she consulted with all the children and, Councillor MATIC, you remember how much we consulted with the school children. Anyway, apparently no, that’s all wrong now as well. However, the issue here is it does look like the residents would like some lighting in the dog park. I know I’m desperate for lighting in my dog parks. The number of requests that come up and I’ve not had the benefit of capital funding, but I’ve managed to get lighting in quite a few of my dog parks using my trust funds, which has been an expensive process, but something I’ve done, because of overwhelming levels of—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
No. It has not attracted criminals.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Really, oh okay. I think it attracts people and their dogs who might be a work until 6 o’clock when it gets dark. So, anyway, the part of this that was really odd is—and again, I do ask questions in Committee and I don’t think that’s a shock to anybody—, but we did ask what the consultation was. I completely agree with Councillor GRIFFITHS here, Councillor HAMMOND couldn’t answer and then I think she sort of said, well, it’s the local Councillor, she would have done consultation. That wasn’t an answer about how many people she’d talked to and all those kinds of things.


Then there was another generic statement about, well, there was a lot of consultation about this park. So, look, I don’t know what’s gone on here I have to say, but what I would say is, I know residents do want lighting in dog parks, so people who work during the day can use them at night. I know it’s not appropriate in all areas, particularly where those dog parks are close to homes, which it does not appear to be the case here. 


It’s very interesting that it’s not my residents petitioning to get lights in Councillor OWEN’s dog park, it’s Councillor OWEN’s residents who are petitioning to get lights in hers, but it’s alright, because Councillor OWEN says no. Then there’s a little bit of advice about criminals and talking I think, was the outcome of that.

Chair:
Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. Mr Chairman, if the Councillors on the other side have been listening, they would have heard that those parks underwent master planning processes, where part of the consultation process was to engage local youth to empower them to take ownership of the parks, so we didn’t have vandalism in those parks. Certainly—

Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yep. Thanks.

Councillor STRUNK:
I believe the Councillor is debating.

Councillor OWEN:
No.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor OWEN:
I’m clarifying the point, Mr Chair, that one of those parks is actually locked at night anyway.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor OWEN. 

Further speakers? 

Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thank you very much, Mr Chair. I rise just to contribute to the debate on item D, the purchase of land at Mt Gravatt Road, Don Young Road and Innovation Count in Nathan. I couldn’t let what Councillor GRIFFITHS just said in his rambling speech before about koalas go to pass. Now, he mentioned this petition, signed by 1,800 people. It is a petition that says save koala bushland. Well, of course people are going to sign a petition calling on Council to buy some koala bushland. Now, do you expect that 1,800 people who sign this petition have any idea of the idea of the political circumstances that surround this land? I doubt very much that they do.
At that time, 6.18pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair. 
Councillor MURPHY:
I doubt very much that Councillor GRIFFITHS has done anything to inform them properly about the political circumstances that surround this land, but let’s look at the facts. There are five parcels of land that the State control within the Toohey Forest. Four of them are managed by Queensland Parks and Wildlife Services, who have approached Council to transfer that land to Council at no cost whatsoever. There’s one parcel of land in there that’s owned by EDQ (Economic Development Queensland), which has approached Council and asked us to purchase the land, or threatened to develop it. That’s the facts here, okay. 


So, one part of the State Government wants to just give us the land, because they believe in the natural assets, the biodiversity, protecting koalas, supporting Brisbane’s natural habitat areas. Another part of the State Government wants to make a lot of money out of it. They’re happy to not make a lot of money out of it, if it’s not from developers, but they want Council to pick up the tab. That is the only difference between these five sites are the different land owners. Four of them are owned by Queensland Parks and Wildlife and one of them is owned by EDQ. The only difference here is that Councillor GRIFFITHS, because he is so gutless, he refuses to stand up to the State Labor Government and call upon them—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order. Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Deputy Chair:
Sorry, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, point of order, I just find that language offensive, to be called gutless. I believe he should be made to withdraw that statement.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
I’ll withdraw, Deputy Chair, but I note that Councillor GRIFFITHS has used that characterisation several times in the time that I’ve been here in the Chamber to describe other Councillors. Now, he said that there are live koalas in there on the site and he doesn’t want to see them killed. Well, we all agree with you Councillor GRIFFITHS. You should stop your friends in the Labor State Government from developing the land and doing just that. Because that is exactly what they are threatening to do. No one on this side is doing that. So, don’t try to confect an enemy in people on this side of the Chamber, Councillor GRIFFITHS, because we are not your enemy. It’s Mark Bailey, it’s Anthony Lynham, they are your enemies here.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, one moment please. One moment please. 
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MURPHY:
They are the enemies of koalas in this city and you should be ashamed of the political games you’re playing here.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS. Councillor GRIFFITHS, Councillor MURPHY did the courtesy of doing withdrawal, you can at least show some respect and remain quiet while he continues to speak.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I think he’s a wonderful man.

Deputy Chair:
I’m glad, I concur.

Councillor MURPHY.

Councillors interjecting.
Deputy Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor GRIFFITHS, can you please exercise some restraint.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I will.

Deputy Chair:
I’d appreciate it. Thank you.


Councillor MURPHY, do you have anything more? Thank you.

Further debate?


Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair, I rise to speak on a couple of the comments that were made tonight to Council. We don’t let truth get in the way of a good story in this or those over there don’t. It was clearly explained last week in the Committee report that there were two master plans done on the dog off-leash areas in the parks of Councillor OWEN. It was clearly said that letters were gone out, flyers gone out and community events were held as a part of the consultation process. So, let us not believe the mistruths that we hear from those opposite. 


I also want to carry on to something that Councillor BOURKE said on item D. Councillor BOURKE said previously in his speech, that the ALP only say half the story. They don’t finish what’s actually there written as a petition response for item D, where it says, Council remains determined to ensure the State Government owned bushland is protected from development and negotiations with the Queensland Government will continue the aim of securing positive outcomes for the significant habitat of the Nathan area. I also find it amusing that koalas only reproduce in the ALP areas, which he said in his speech, which is quite nonsense, really, but let’s just get down—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Excuse me. Point of order.

Deputy Chair:
Point of order, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I would like to thank the ALP as well for actually coming back into the room for this wonderful Committee report, because it was very vast over there with only one of them, where they disappeared for half the meeting, it would seem. Mr Chair, on item D—

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
It’s actually all on the beautiful camera, everyone would have seen. You were out, I said, welcome back.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
Welcome back, welcome back, I wish I could sing, actually, I can’t. So, let me just get on to the seriousness of this report and this petition. Let me be clear. The State Government own this land. I’ve said this before. So, that means the people of Brisbane also own this land. I would like to thank Minister Enoch for actually giving us, we can see three rather beautiful green spots, large green bits of land, that Minister Enoch has handed over to Council at $0. As you can see, this little red bit of land is the land in question, but we don’t let the truth get in the way of a good story of course, because there is no reason why the State Government has to sell this land off to developers, or to Council, when it’s already owned by everybody here. 


But I can sympathise with Councillor GRIFFITHS, because he’s seen the pegs in the ground that residents have sent me photos of. He’s seen the fact that they’re clearing for a fire buffer. You only do that if you’re going to develop that land, wouldn’t you? I feel sorry for him, but he can’t stand up and Minister Bailey can’t stand up to Minister Dick and say, please take those pegs out of the ground at Toohey Forest. Please don’t sell this land. Please don’t do it like you did to that beautiful bushland in 818 Rode Road, Chermside, for a massive profit that could never be developed and Brisbane City Council went and refused the development application, was overruled by the State Government. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
Yes, I understand his concern and I purely—I support you, Councillor GRIFFITHS with your concern, but I would also ask you, why is it okay that the good grace of Minister Enoch handed over land to Council, to preserve this koala habitat for free, but Minister Dick wants to put those little red stakes in the ground to subdivide?

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I would ask—well, they don’t talk to each other obviously, they haven’t given the memo of we need to get more cash, because we’re broke, so sell it to Council, force Council to buy it, force the rate payers and the tax payers of Brisbane to rebuy this land that they already own. So, Councillor GRIFFITHS, I would encourage you to contact your mate down the road and ask him to take those little red pegs out. Stop clearing land for the fire break, which again, is only done when you’re going to develop. Stop your mates. You know him better than I do. 


We’re negotiating, our Council officers are speaking to the State Government right now, because it seems that it’s only this side of the Chamber that is determined, absolutely determined to save our koalas and wildlife and increase our wildlife corridors. Because again, closing, this land is protected right now. It is protected because it’s owned by the State. Get rid of the red pegs, I say and keep this land as a beautiful corridor and koala habitat. 

Deputy Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, your misrepresentation.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. I have two actually. So, one, the first one was koalas only breed in ALP wards. Well, I don’t know where the Councillor got that from, but that is wrong. The second one is that I haven’t stood up to the Minister. The Councillor would not know who I’ve stood up to or not. Thank you.

Councillors interjecting.
Deputy Chair:
Thank you for that. 

We’re going to vote on item A and C first.

Clauses A and C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A and C of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Deputy Chair:
Item B is next. 

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Steve GRIFFITHS immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 15 -
Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN and Steven TOOMEY.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Deputy Chair:
We’ll now vote on item D. 

Clause D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause D of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 15 -
Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN and Steven TOOMEY.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Fiona Hammond (Chair), Councillor Kate Richards (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Fiona Cunningham, Steve Griffiths, Nicole Johnston and James Mackay. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – FORESHORE DOG OFF-LEASH AREA PROJECT

247/2019-20

1.
Lachlan Carkeet, Parks and Natural Resources Manager, Natural Environment Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Foreshore Dog Off-Leash Area Project. He provided the information below.

2.
Although there are no formal dog off-leash areas along Brisbane foreshores, at peak times there are hundreds of dogs off-leash which can disturb the feeding and resting migratory shorebirds. Therefore, in order to conserve Brisbane’s migratory shorebirds, the Queensland Government has developed draft guidelines to establish dog off-leash areas in marine parks. The draft guidelines are based upon research published by The University of Queensland (UQ) in 2016, which focused on ways to better protect migratory shorebirds.

3.
To pilot these guidelines, Council and UQ entered into a shorebird conversation partnership, led by the Queensland Government’s Department of Environment and Science. The 12-month trial commenced on 12 October 2019 and includes establishing three foreshore dog off-leash areas on Brisbane foreshore at Sandgate, Nudgee Beach and Manly. All the respective local Councillors support the trial.

4.
Approximately two million migratory shorebirds visit Australia during spring and summer from countries such as Siberia, Korea, China and Japan. More than 40,000 shorebirds arrive in Moreton Bay and spend their time feeding and resting before travelling to their next destination.

5.
The Foreshore Dog Off-Leash Area Project has many key benefits including:

· protecting environmental values, such as migratory shorebirds and their habitat

· engaging with the community about the importance of migratory shorebirds

· providing opportunity for the community to walk their dogs off-leash on the foreshore in authorised areas

· ensuring dogs are on-leash outside of authorised off-leash areas

· engaging with the community about the importance of good dog behaviour

· maintaining recreational opportunities and the shared use of off-leash areas.

6.
As part of its initial research, UQ divided the Moreton Bay foreshore into planning units which were individually surveyed. Based on this data, UQ identified the suitable foreshore dog off‑leash areas in Brisbane. The areas selected have an existing high demand for dog off-leash use, low shorebird habitat values and low levels of use by other users. 

7.
The Committee was shown images of the following:

· a map of the 2018 UQ monitoring data

· a map of the Sandgate foreshore off-leash area

· a map of the Nudgee Beach foreshore off-leash area

· a map of the Manly foreshore off-leash area.

8.
The trial project will run from 12 October 2019 until mid-October 2020. Each off-leash area will have signage to identify the dog off-leash areas and an information kiosk will be held at each site. Further, a webpage with FAQs will be published and a community survey will be conducted.

9.
UQ monitoring will continue during the trial while migratory shorebirds are visiting, and this data will help to determine if the trial is a success. Council will also monitor various elements. Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, will be carrying out weekend foreshore visits, mostly to on-leash areas.

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Carkeet for his informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – requesting that Council provide additional dog park facilities for Greenways Esplanade Park, Parkinson; Calamvale District Park, Calamvale; and Col Bennett Park and Endiandra Street Park, Algester

CA19/274081

248/2019-20

12.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council provide additional dog park facilities for Greenways Esplanade Park, Parkinson; Calamvale District Park, Calamvale; and Col Bennett Park and Endiandra Street Park, Algester, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 March 2019, by Councillor Steven Toomey on behalf of Councillor Angela Owen, and received.

13.
The A/Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

14.
Council received a petition requesting additional dog park facilities for Greenways Esplanade Park, Parkinson; Calamvale District Park, Calamvale; and Col Bennett Park and Endiandra Street Park, Algester.

15.
The petition contains 15 signatures.


Greenways Esplanade Park, Parkinson

16.
This petition requests the installation of a concrete pad at the pedestrian entry of the dog off‑leash area (DOLA), leading from the agility area to the main DOLA. In addition, the petition requests the installation of solar lighting and a park bench at the opposite corner to the entry of the DOLA.

17.
The requested concrete pad at the pedestrian entry of the DOLA, leading from the agility area, was installed in June 2019. The local Councillor advised the community was opposed to solar lighting in the park.

18.
Council does not support the additional installation of a park bench within the DOLA. In addition, locating a park bench at the fenced boundary of a DOLA facility provides a possible opportunity for dogs to escape the area by using the seat to jump over the fence.


Calamvale District Park, Calamvale

19.
Council officers have investigated the request to install a ‘Time Out Area’ within the existing DOLA to house small dogs that are being overwhelmed by larger dogs. In addition, Council officers considered the request for a park bench to be installed in the shaded area of the DOLA and for solar lighting to be installed.

20.
Through the Calamvale Ward Footpath and Parks Trust Fund, a park bench was installed in 2018-19. There is limited capacity to increase the size of the DOLA in this area due to overland flow constraints. Additionally, there are several DOLA facilities within close proximity if more space is needed. Council does not support the installation of solar lighting within the DOLA as the existing car park, and park pedestrian pathway accessing the DOLA is not supported by pathway lighting.


Col Bennett Park and Endiandra Street Park, Algester

21.
Council officers have investigated the request to install solar lighting in the DOLA in Col Bennett Park and Endiandra Street Park, Algester. The petition request relates to lighting in the DOLA after 6pm due to work commitments of some users. The petitioners requested Col Bennett Park and Endiandra Street Park, be prioritised due to current usage of the facility after daylight hours.

22.
There have been no reported incidents in both park areas and the installation of lighting was not supported in previous park consultation.

Consultation

23.
Councillor Angela Owen, Councillor for Calamvale Ward, was consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
24.
This is not the customer’s preferred outcome.

25.
The A/Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Nicole Johnston abstaining.

26.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/274081
Thank you for your petition requesting that Council provide additional dog park facilities for Greenways Esplanade Park, Parkinson; Calamvale District Park, Calamvale; and Col Bennett Park and Endiandra Street Park, Algester.

Council has completed onsite investigations and considered your request.

Funding for upgrades in both Greenways Esplanade Park, Parkinson, and Calamvale District Park, Calamvale, was provided in the 2018-19 financial year, as part of the Ward Footpath and Parks Trust Fund. These upgrades have now been completed. 
Council does not support the installation of lighting in the dog off-leash area (DOLA) in Greenways Esplanade Park, Parkinson, Col Bennett Park and Endiandra Street Park, Algester. Council records indicate the installation of lighting was not supported in previous park consultation.
Council does not support the installation of an additional park bench within the DOLA in Greenways Esplanade Park, Parkinson. Locating a park bench at the fenced boundary of a DOLA provides a possible opportunity for dogs to escape the area by using the seat to jump over the fence.

The above information will be forwarded to the other petitioners via email.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Warwick Davies, Regional Coordinator Parks, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0639.
Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

C
PETITION – requesting that Council permit the continuation of personal training sessions commencing from 5.30am weekdays at Ashgrove Sportsground Park, at Yoku Road, Ashgrove

CA19/298150

249/2019-20

27.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council permit the continuation of personal training sessions commencing from 5.30am weekdays at Ashgrove Sportsground Park, at Yoku Road, Ashgrove, was received during the Autumn Recess 2019.

28.
The A/Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

29.
Council received a petition requesting the continuation of personal training sessions commencing from 5.30am weekdays at Ashgrove Sportsground Park, at Yoku Road, Ashgrove. 

30.
The petition contains 267 signatures.

31.
The petition consists of 25 signatures being submitted from residents outside the Brisbane City Council boundary.

32.
Ashgrove Sportsground Park is a multi-use facility currently used for rugby and cricket. The personal trainers utilise the western side of the park and are approximately 200 m away from the nearest residents.

33.
West Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure; Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability; and Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services, have assessed the request and have no objections to the early morning use for personal training sessions, with a three-month trial period.

34.
A parks use consent permit would be required by the personal trainer, with Council conducting regular assessment of the surrounding area to ensure residents are not affected by the early morning starts.

35.
Any permit granted would be on the basis that the activity is confined to the area indicated in Attachment B (submitted on file). No amplifier devices are to be used prior to 7am Monday to Saturday and no amplifier device is to be used prior to 8am Sunday and public holidays.

Consultation

36.
Councillor Steve Toomey, Councillor for The Gap Ward, was consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
37.
The petitioners are to be advised permission has been granted on a trial basis and will be reviewed in three months.

38.
The A/Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

39.
RECOMMENDATION:
that the draft response, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, be sent to the head petitioner advising that Council would support the request to operate personal training at 5.30am at Ashgrove Sportsground Park, Ashgrove, on a trial basis.  Council’s Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure will undertake a follow up assessment in three months to ensure surrounding residents are not being affected by the early morning starts.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/298150
Thank you for your petition requesting that Council permit the continuation of personal training sessions commencing from 5.30am weekdays at Ashgrove Sportsground Park, at Yoku Road, Ashgrove.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council is supportive of the request to operate personal training at 5.30am in Ashgrove Sportsground Park, Ashgrove, on a trial basis. A parks use consent permit would be required by the personal trainer, with Council officers undertaking a follow up assessment in three months to ensure surrounding residents are not being affected by the early morning starts.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Shane Klepper, Regional Coordinator Parks, West Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0013.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

D
PETITIONS – requesting Council negotiate the purchase of land owned by the Queensland Government at 266 Mt Gravatt Road, 18, 19, 41 and 51 Don Young Road, 30 Forest Court, and 10, 19, 20, 29 and 30 Innovation Court, Nathan, for incorporation into Toohey Forest Park to protect existing koala habitat and significant flora and fauna located in this area

CA19/649174 and CA19/810074

250/2019-20

40.
Council received two petitions from residents requesting Council negotiate the purchase of land owned by the Queensland Government at 266 Mt Gravatt Road, 18, 19, 41 and 51 Don Young Road, 30 Forest Court, and 10, 19, 20, 29 and 30 Innovation Court, Nathan, for incorporation into Toohey Forest Park to protect existing koala habitat and significant flora and fauna located in this area. The first petition (CA19/649174) was received during the Winter Recess 2019. The second petition (CA19/810074) was presented to Council at its meeting of 27 August 2019 by Councillor Steve Griffiths, and received. 

41.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

42.
The petitions containing a total of 1,818 signatures.

43.
These properties at Nathan comprise a total area of 10.19 hectares and are owned and managed by Economic Development Queensland (EDQ). The properties were originally established for development as an ‘innovation precinct’ near Griffith University. The properties support significant environmental value, including remnant native bushland and important koala habitat.

44.
EDQ has previously been eager to dispose of the land to Council, but only on the basis that Council pay market value for the properties.

45.
On 15 July 2019, the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning, Cameron Dick MP, wrote to the Lord Mayor offering to sell the EDQ properties at Nathan to Council for under $3.2 million. On 19 July 2019, the Lord Mayor responded to the Minister, advising that Council will only commence negotiations to purchase this public land at Nathan if EDQ intended to sell it for development purposes. Further, if EDQ does not intend to sell the land for development, it is expected that the land be gifted to Council at no cost to ratepayers, or preserved by the Queensland Government as a conservation reserve.

46.
On 2 August 2019, the Minister advised that the Queensland Government is willing to negotiate with Council to resolve the future of this land at Nathan and other land owned by EDQ in Brisbane.

47.
Council is making significant investments into buying and protecting privately owned land to create new bushland, parks and greenspace across Brisbane. Purchasing land already owned by the Queensland Government means there is less funding available to purchase and protect privately owned land.

48.
Council remains determined to ensure that State owned bushland is protected from development, and negotiations with the Queensland Government will continue with the aim of securing a positive outcome for this significant habitat area at Nathan.

Consultation

49.
Councillor Steve Griffiths, Councillor for Moorooka Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.


Customer impact
50.
Council will continue to advocate with the Queensland Government for this significant habitat area adjoining Toohey Forest to be preserved as a conservation reserve.

51.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Nicole Johnston dissenting.

52.
RECOMMENDATION:

that the information in this submission be noted and the draft response, as set out in Attachment A, hereunder, be sent to the head petitioners.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition References: CA19/649174 and CA19/810074
Thank you for your petitions requesting Council to negotiate the purchase of land owned by the Queensland Government at 266 Mt Gravatt Road, 18, 19, 41 and 51 Don Young Road, 30 Forest Court, and 10, 19, 20, 29 and 30 Innovation Court, Nathan, for incorporation into Toohey Forest Park to protect existing koala habitat and significant flora and fauna located in this area.

Your petitions has been investigated and it was considered by Council. It was decided that the petitioners be advised of the information below.

It is acknowledged that these Queensland Government owned properties at Nathan support vital bushland and koala habitat. Council is committed to seeing this land preserved for the benefit of Brisbane residents. 

Council is investing record amounts into buying and protecting privately owned land to create new bushland, parks and greenspace across Brisbane. However, this land at Nathan is already owned by the Queensland Government. Council’s position is that the land should be transferred to Council at no cost to Brisbane residents. There are many examples of other properties the Queensland Government has transferred to Council at no cost so they could be preserved as parks or conservation reserves. 

Purchasing land already owned by the Queensland Government means there is less funding available to purchase and protect significant at-risk habitat on privately owned land.

Council will continue to negotiate with the Queensland Government with the aim of securing a positive outcome for these properties at Nathan, and other significant habitat areas across Brisbane.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Susan Dymock, Senior Program Officer – Bushland Acquisition, Biodiversity and Conservation Planning, Biodiversity Management, Parks and Natural Resources, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability on (07) 3403 9149.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Deputy Chairman.

Deputy Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

251/2019-20
At that juncture, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the notified motion submitted by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON at the meeting on 10 September 2019, be taken off the table. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared lost on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Steve GRIFFITHS immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared lost.
The voting was as follows:

AYES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 15 -
Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN and Steven TOOMEY.
FIELD SERVICES COMMITTEE 

Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Chair of the Field Services Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 15 October 2019, be adopted.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Yes, just briefly, we had a fantastic presentation on the summer storm season preparedness, and one petition. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Is there any further debate? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Seriatim - Clause B
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL INSTALL KERB AND CHANNEL ALONG THE SOUTHERN SIDE OF STEVENS LANE, YERONGA, TO PROVIDE FOR MORE EFFICIENT DRAINAGE AND KERB AND CHANNEL MANAGEMENT, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’ve said in this Chamber a couple of times in recent weeks that the LNP have stopped consulting me about petitions in my ward, and this is another example of their problematic dealings with me, Opposition Councillors.


The divisional manager of this division says this is not happening and after the independent review that the CEO had to undertake, how she could deny that this is actually happening is beyond me. So, I’m going to table the documents that I have to support this.


Last year I asked for a street in Yeronga, which does not have kerb and channel down one side, to be assessed for kerb and channel. Not an unreasonable request. It’s a small residential street in Yeronga called Stevens Lane and at the request of residents who live in this street, I requested kerb and channel for their street.


The response came back from not—pretty normal kind of response or question—the response came back from Asset Services no you can’t have kerb and channel, so I duly reported that back to the residents and I said I think we should try a petition. We need to let Council know we’re serious. We need to make sure they’re aware of what an important issue it is to you. It gives the opportunity for this to be brought up to full Council for debate.


So, the residents amongst themselves decided to go ahead and do a petition, and that petition was tabled earlier this year, signed by the residents who live in the street, calling for kerb and channel for Stevens Lane. What happens next can only be described as the most disrespectful process that I have seen in Council towards Brisbane residents in a very long time. 


Brisbane City Council officers decided simply to asphalt the area right up to the front fences of the residents. So, they’ve not put in kerb and channel; they’ve not consulted with them; they’ve not consulted with me; they didn’t put in verge gardens; they didn’t establish a footpath; they didn’t put in the kerb and channel. They put asphalt right up to the front fence without any demarcation of where the road and the footpath are; right up to the front fences of these properties in Stevens Lane.


This was all done despite there being a petition that Council officers were asked to consider with the construction of kerb and channel. Now the way I know about this is the asphalt went down on the street and of course the residents ring me saying Nicole what’s happening, why is the asphalt going down on the street.


I ring Asset Services and say what are you doing, why are you putting asphalt down on the street, and I find out well we’re putting asphalt on the street Councillor. I’m like well hang on a minute, we’ve got a petition asking for kerb and channel. Oh, no, Councillor we’re putting asphalt down.


So, then I make a formal complaint to the new LORD MAYOR and the CEO and guess what? They’re like oh I don’t know, but then I complain and they refer it off to an independent review. The independent review, which I’m going to table in just a moment, basically acknowledges that the residents weren’t consulted, I wasn’t consulted, I wasn’t told and the officers did not follow the petition process. 


Divisional Manager up there in Brisbane Square are you listening? Letter from the CEO dated 16 August 2019, a letter clearly stating that the Council officers did not follow Council’s petition process. It is appalling.


The completion of the work was undertaken before the petition was considered. No prior notification of the works was given to the residents or me. They weren’t even told Council was coming into their street, shutting it down and closing it off to put the asphalt in right up to their front fence. Now I’m sure you can imagine what would happen in your home, in your street, if Council suddenly came in and whacked asphalt down to your front fence.


Honestly, I don’t know what this Council’s doing, and Councillor HOWARD it reflects extremely poorly on this Council that it is happening time and time and time again. Last week same people, same area, a petition about a park where I wasn’t consulted. It’s happened over and over and over again and I’m going to table the letter.


Now what’s worse—I’ll table another letter in just a second—is that the response that I got from the CEO about this basically says: yes, we did the wrong thing and we’re sorry. Great. So, I’m like well how do we fix this. I had a verbal discussion with Council officers. Well that’s fine, I can see that the wrong thing was done, der that’s what I knew six months ago, but what are we going to do to fix it?


I said can we look at putting in the kerb and channel now? Can we look at a verge garden so they don’t have this nasty asphalt right up to their front fence? The officers say to me well we’ll talk about it. So the head of Asset Services South region talks to the general manager of Field Services and they went back and forth, and apparently somebody there said no. I don’t know if it’s Krysten Booth, I don’t know if it’s Mica Julien or I don’t know if it’s Vicki HOWARD, but the answer came back to me verbally we’re not going to do anything to fix the problem that you created.


So, I write to the CEO again and say how are you going to fix this problem that was created by serious error by Council officers who completely did the wrong thing. Contrary to policy, contrary to common sense, contrary to Council’s notification standards, how are you going to fix this?


I get another letter back. This one’s more recent in September. He basically says in here that—he says that in relation to my query about options to resolve the matter, it was advised in the review—which is the other document I’ve tabled—the final resolution to the issue in Stevens Lane will be concluded in the final petition response, which is we’re doing nothing.


If you read this petition response you wouldn’t even be aware of all the things that have gone on. It basically glosses over the fact that you did this without even consulting me, without consulting or even telling the residents, and without considering the petition.


Now if you want to know what’s wrong with this Council this is exactly what’s wrong. You ride roughshod over the requests of residents; you ignore the local Councillor; you whack in a terrible solution. This is a nasty solution. Bitumen up to the front fence of these residents’ properties. It is appalling and the response from Council is we’re not going to do anything about it.


So, let me be clear today. This is a disgusting decision by Council. If Councillor HOWARD wants to stand up and basically say I’m being mean to the Council officers, well let me tell you the administrative review conducted by Council makes it pretty clear that they acted improperly and without abiding by Council policy, without consultation, notification to me or anybody else. That is shocking, appalling and common.


So, I will not be voting for item B because I don’t believe Brisbane residents, and particularly those in Stevens Lane, Yeronga, should be treated this way. I can tell you that they’ve made a formal complaint to the Queensland Ombudsman, and I hope the ombudsman throws the book at Council for treating the residents so disrespectfully.

Deputy Chair:
Further debate?

Councillor HAMMOND:
Mr Chairman, can I just ask a question please or guidance? Is there any way that we can have the Council officers’ full names taken out of the Hansard and the audio please?

Deputy Chair:
One moment Councillor HAMMOND, I’ll find out. 

Councillor HAMMOND the names of the officers can be removed from the Hansard.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Deputy Chair:
Point of order Councillor—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
The only names that were mentioned were senior management people and only with respect to the fact that I discussed things with them and they discussed it with each other. So, there’s no problem with that whatsoever. It’s a matter of public record. I’d love to name the officers that did this, but that would not be appropriate.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON I believe the question was could. It wasn’t a request. It was could. Thank you. 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. Then I would like to formally request that the Council officers’ full names are removed from the Hansard and public record of this place. I think it’s absolutely disgraceful that an elected member would stand up here and absolutely speak that way about hardworking Council officers. So, I formally request that the names are removed from Hansard.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you Councillor HAMMOND. I believe there’s a separate process outside this Chamber to deal with that and that can be dealt with outside the Chamber. Thank you. 

Is there further—oh sorry, Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. Listen, in regards—I just want to speak just briefly about this petition, item B. 


When Councillor COOK and I were in the Committee we were appraised of some of the issues in regards to the petitioners and what they were requesting. We had some inkling that there had been some issues, but we were not fully appraised as Councillor JOHNSTON has now so eloquently and passionately let the Chamber know what—and has tabled documents. 


So, we decided that we would abstain and I think that was probably a very good idea at the time, but honestly, we’ll now be voting against the recommendation. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you Councillor STRUNK. 

Further debate? 

No? 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor Interjecting.

Deputy Chair:
One moment please Councillors. One moment. Can we just drop the temperature a little bit, have a bit of calm and allow Councillor HOWARD to finish please?

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Well thank you, Chair. Can I just say we are all human beings and human beings make mistakes. They certainly do not deserve what has just been served up to them. Can I just put on the record how proud I am of every single employee that works for Field Services. They’re the people that I see day in day out out there busting their gut—and I can say that—and doing the work that makes this city the city that it is. I can’t believe that an elected representative will stand in this Chamber and name people. Absolutely appalling. 


So, Chair, let me just continue. Yes, mistakes were made. That was admitted at the Committee. Councillor JOHNSTON was not at the Committee. As Councillor STRUNK has just said, there was a lot of information that was given at the Committee and let me put it into the record now.


Mistakes were made by officers in the handling of the petition and I apologise for that. Not any other person, me. I’m the Chair and if something goes wrong, I wear it. So, I apologise. This is not reflective of Council’s standards at all and in addition—
Councillor Interjecting.

Deputy Chair:
One moment please Councillor HOWARD. 

Councillor JOHNSTON—
Councillor HOWARD:
So, I don’t—
Deputy Chair:
Councillor HOWARD, please. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, I understand Councillor HOWARD is making an apology. You could at least do the decency of letting her finish, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s JOHNSTON.

Deputy Chair:
Whatever, just be quiet. 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order. Under standing orders I’m entitled to be addressed by my proper name and I’d appreciate it if you did so.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you Councillor, I will note that. 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair, and again some politeness in this Chamber would not go astray. Let me begin again. This is not reflective of Council’s standards at all, and in addition to the formal investigation undertaken by the CEO at the request of Councillor JOHNSTON, we have made sure that processes have been put in place to prevent a situation such as this from being repeated in the future.
At that time, 6.52pm, the Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, resumed the Chair.
Councillor HOWARD:
That being said, the fact remains that kerb and channel would not serve any practical function on the southern side of the street, as it is higher than the northern side of the street, which already has kerb and channel installed. That is why Council officers undertook asphalting work on the southern side of the street, which has provided a practical and effective solution for residents.


That was addressed in the Committee. We had a long conversation about how that occurred. What Councillor JOHNSTON doesn’t seem to understand is that Council is not in the business of carrying out works just for the sake of it. The installation of kerb and channel here would serve no practical purpose whatsoever, and whilst I understand Councillor JOHNSTON’s concerns with the procedure and the timing of the work, we cannot waste ratepayers’ funds by installing infrastructure where it is not needed and serves no practical benefits to the ratepayers of Brisbane.


This petition was delayed due to the formal investigation requested by Councillor JOHNSTON in her letter to the CEO, and as Councillor JOHNSTON requested an investigation during the course of the petition, the petition process was put on hold until that investigation was completed and closed out by the CEO.


I made this very clear at the Committee meeting that I had brought the petition to the Committee the first opportunity after recess. So, for the Chambers I just need to say once again I put on record my thanks always to our wonderful workers who are out there, and the work that they do is just nothing short of amazing. This city has a reputation that is second to none, and it is because of the work of those hardworking people that are out there.


So, I apologise to them for Councillor JOHNSTON’s comments and what I say now is—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order. Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Councillor HOWARD has no right to speak on my behalf—
Chair:
Okay, well that’s not a point of order. No.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—no right to apologise on my behalf.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It is offensive that she is speaking for me. 

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD, please continue. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s offensive that she’s attempting—
Chair:
No, Councillor JOHNSTON this is not a point of order. This is an act of disorder and you will no longer be heard—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
If someone is being offensive, I’m allowed to raise it as a point of order.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor HOWARD, please continue.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. Once again, thank you to all of the hardworking officers that we have here.

Chair:
Alright, I will now put the resolutions. 

Clause A put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause A of the report of the Field Services Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
Now item B.

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B of the report of the Field Services Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Vicki Howard (Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood, Kara Cook, Steven Huang and Charles Strunk.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillor Kim Marx (Deputy Chair). 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – SUMMER STORM SEASON PREPAREDNESS

252/2019-20

1.
Krysten Booth, Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s Summer Storm Season Preparedness. He provided the information below.

2.
Council’s Field Services has more than 1,700 employees who can immediately respond to and plan the recovery for a storm event. Council officers are located across Brisbane to allow for a fast and planned response to a storm event. 

3.
Under the Disaster Management Act 2003, all Queensland councils must have a structure in place for an event. The Brisbane Incident Management System (BIMS) is utilised for such events. The 2011 Flood Commission recommended that BIMS positions be filled with employees who have knowledge from their everyday positions. As a result, Field Services employees make up the Local Disaster Coordination Centre (LDCC) Operations Group, Waste and Resource Recovery Services Waste Incident Management Team (WIMT) and the Regional Incident Management Teams (RIMTs). A diagram of the BIMS structure was shown to the Committee members.  

4.
The LDCC Operations Group provides support, coordination and implementation of the strategic response advised by the Local Disaster Management Group (LDMG), including recovery activities during an event. There are currently 24 experienced members across Field Services. 

5.
The LDCC Operations Group structure consists of a manager, coordinator, support officer, Field Services officer, operations officer, Waste and Resource Recovery Services (WaRRS) waste liaison officer and a Brisbane Metropolitan Transport Management Centre liaison officer. 

6.
RIMTs manage and coordinate a regional response to an event that may include multiple business units and external agencies. Field Services branches report to the RIMTs during an event. RIMTs consist of 66 employees, who have experience and knowledge from across Field Services. Asset Services officers fill the majority of the roles. RIMT officers are located at the North, South, East, West and Central Regional Business Centres. RIMT roles include the following:

-
regional incident controller

-
operations officer

-
operations arboriculture officer 

-
regional commander

-
SAP specialist

-
planning officer

-
logistics officer

-
administration support officer 

-
intelligence liaison officer. 

7.
The WIMT manages the waste collection and disposal activities undertaken across Brisbane during and post a storm event. The team ensures the effective operation of the four resource recovery centres, located at Chandler, Ferny Grove, Nudgee and Willawong, and the Brisbane landfill site located at Rochedale. There are eight WaRRs officers involved in the operations. 

8.
Field Services’ after-hours duty officers are trained and experienced, and comprise officers from Asset Services and Urban Amenity and Field Services disaster response officer. Work rosters are operational all year, 24/7. 

9.
Field Services provides the following resources to residents in storm events:

-
sandbags stocked and equipment maintained at Zillmere, Morningside, Newmarket, Darra and Lota

-
two new mobile sandbag hopper units (hopper and conveyor belt) on trailers which produce approximately 350 sandbags per hour, and have successfully completed two trial runs. 

-
shipping containers with clean up equipment at Tarragindi, Fitzgibbon, and Morningside

-
a disaster response caravan

-
Motorola radio network

-
emergency vehicles (fire)

-
green waste sites.

10.
Field Services submits the majority of Council claims submitted to the Queensland Reconstruction Authority. Event evidence collection processes include: 

-
financials which includes a supplier blanket order register and internal costing codes

-
suppliers being communicated with and reminded of Council’s invoice and docket procedures

-
communication to all staff on the importance of photos (before and after photo taken with metadata), labour capture and invoices/dockets. 

11.
The BIMS LDCC Operation Group, RIMTs and WIMT have completed training days, exercise scenarios and position/individual training. Furthermore, structures/bridge employees have received refresher tarping and equipment training. Fire response training and exercises have also been completed for all officers. 

12.
Field Services conducted an arboriculture exercise ‘Coolabah’ on 17 September 2019. There were 25 attendees who included panel suppliers and Council staff. This exercise reinforced the arboriculture arrangements between Council and suppliers prior to Field Services activating these plans for a disaster. The Queensland Reconstruction Authority attended the event as a guest speaker. Council has continuous stakeholder engagement with the Queensland Reconstruction Authority.

13.
A Field Services disaster response officer role was created in 2011 in response to the 2011 Brisbane flood event. This role is the central point of contact for disaster response during events including business as usual with internal and external stakeholders. The role also ensures that Field Services align with Council’s Disaster Management Plan guideline. 

14.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Booth for his informative presentation.

15.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL INSTALL KERB AND CHANNEL ALONG THE SOUTHERN SIDE OF STEVENS LANE, YERONGA, TO PROVIDE FOR MORE EFFICIENT DRAINAGE AND KERB AND CHANNEL MANAGEMENT

CA19/188873

253/2019-20

16.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council install kerb and channel along the southern side of Stevens Lane, Yeronga, to provide for more efficient drainage and kerb and channel management, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 February 2019, by Councillor Nicole Johnston, and received. 

17.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

18.
The petition contains nine signatures. 

19.
Stevens Lane is an informally named lane at the southern end of Stevens Street, Yeronga. The northern side of the lane has constructed kerb and channel to manage and direct stormwater into a gully at the western end, which is the low side of the lane. There is formal vehicular access to only one property at the western end and there are four pedestrian gates leading to the townhouses on the southern side, each of which has a short asphalt path connecting to the asphalt road surface. The townhouses are situated higher than the street and the verge adjacent to the townhouse complex is a narrow unsealed, unvegetated strip. Attachment B (submitted on file) displays a map and photos of the site. 

20.
Council records indicate on 11 December 2018, the Tennyson Ward Office requested on behalf of a resident that Council investigate a proposal for new kerb and channel to be installed at Stevens Lane, Yeronga. The site was inspected on 12 December 2018, which revealed there is existing functional kerb and channel on the lower side of Stevens Lane that connects to a stormwater gully. As part of ongoing construction development at this location, sediment control measures were installed over the stormwater gully. The installed sediment control measures did not appear to have been maintained correctly and therefore sediment partially blocked the stormwater drain, causing minor isolated flooding in the lane.

21.
Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, arranged for the removal of leaf litter and debris from the drain. The matter was also referred to Council’s Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, to identify whether adequate sediment control measures and maintenance were enforced to ensure the stormwater infrastructure operated as intended. The sediment controls have now been partially removed.

22.
It appears that water flow from the adjacent townhouse complex caused minor amounts of debris from the verge to be washed onto the road surface. A small amount of water may pond for a short period on the southern side of the lane. However, there would be no benefit to installing kerb and channel. 

23.
Tennyson Ward Office was advised by email on 18 December 2018, that Asset Services does not support the construction of kerb and channel on the southern side of Stevens Lane. 
24.
Council officers inspected the site after a short and very intense storm on 18 March 2019, and photos from the site inspection (as shown in Attachment B) show only minor debris and water pooling along the road edge near the western end of Stevens Lane. Council officers investigated a more cost-effective solution to kerb and channel, in the form of installing asphalt pavement. This pavement was completed on 13 May 2019, resulting in an improved surface for pedestrians to traverse. 

25.
On 23 July 2019, Mr Tom McHugh, A/Regional Manager, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, met with Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, to discuss possible options for treatment of Stevens Lane. This included discussing the option of verge gardens or planter garden beds at this location. Further investigation of this proposed option and discussions with Council’s Transport Planning and Operations (TPO), Brisbane Infrastructure, has indicated that the recently installed asphalt pavement is a suitable outcome. This pavement treatment addresses the resident’s original request around the build up of leaf litter and effective dispersal of rainwater and is demonstrating it is a fit-for-purpose solution. Therefore, the option of a verge garden at this location is not supported.

26.
To enhance the aesthetic of the recently installed asphalt pavement and provide a visual delineation of the road edge, Council will install a single painted white line. This will be completed by the end of November 2019.  

Consultation

27.
Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and is not in agreement with the recommendation. 

28.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Kara Cook and Charles Strunk abstaining. 

29.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL DOES NOT SUPPORT THE INSTALLATION OF NEW CONCRETE KERB AND CHANNEL ALONG THE SOUTHERN SIDE OF STEVENS LANE, YERONGA. HOWEVER, ASPHALT PAVEMENT HAS BEEN INSTALLED AS ALTERNATE TREATMENT. THIS WORK WAS COMPLETED ON 13 MAY 2019. TO FURTHER DELINEATE THE ROAD EDGE, LINE MARKING WILL BE APPLIED ALONG THE SOUTHERN EDGE OF STEVENS LANE. THIS WORK IS SCHEDULED TO BE COMPLETED BY THE END OF NOVEMBER 2019. 

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/188873

At this location, the installation of an asphalt shoulder was considered the most appropriate treatment to achieve the desired outcome of improved efficiency. Unlike concrete kerb and channel, it will prevent water pooling along the townhouse gates and fences while providing an even surface for pedestrians to walk along. A small amount of water may pond for a short period of time on the southern side of the lane, however, there would be no benefit to installing kerb and channel. 

Council considered several options and discussions with Council’s Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, advised that the recently installed asphalt pavement is a suitable outcome. This pavement treatment addresses the original request around the build up of leaf litter and effective dispersal of rainwater and is demonstrating it is a fit-for-purpose solution. 

To enhance the aesthetic of the recently installed asphalt pavement and to provide a visual delineation of the road edge, Council will install a single painted white line. This will be completed by the end of November 2019.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Donald McKay, A/Regional Coordinator Civil Engineering, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0639.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

COMMUNITY, ARTS AND LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE

Councillor Peter MATIC, Chair of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 15 October 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Yes, Mr Chairman. Before I get to the actual report, I just wanted to inform the Chamber of another award that our amazing call centre has been successful in. There were two categories that the customer service section of the call centre applied for and was successful in those two categories at the 2019 Auscontact Association National Awards, which were held at the Brisbane Convention and Exhibition Centre on Friday evening.


Auscontact is the peak body for the customer contact industry in Australia, and so the awards and the two categories we won has significant standing, not only within our State, but across the nation.


The two categories—the first one being—was the People’s Champion category—which recognises individuals who are responsible for the development and growth of people within an organisation. Customer service is excited to announce that one of their own officers won the 2019 National People’s Champion of the Year category.


The other finalists for this category, just to see the level of competition that we faced, was Spotless in Western Australia, Allianz in South Australia, Recoveriescorp in Victoria and the Peoplecare Health Insurance in New South Wales. So, we have organisations of both State and national standing of which this category and one of Council’s officers was the winner of that.


It’s great to see at that level that level of attention that obviously is reflective of customer service; that it’s also about looking after your co-workers. It’s wonderful to see that strong sense of collaboration and partnering within that branch is reflected.


The customer category recognises excellence in customer outcomes including approaches to deliver and drive customer experience, inclusive of evidence of customer centricity. I’m pleased to be able to announce that customer services was the winner in this category. The finalists for this category included Bankwest in Western Australia, Bendigo and Adelaide Bank in South Australia, Probe Group which is Coles in Victoria and Services New South Wales in the Parramatta contact centre.


So the award—one of them is this Customer Services Team Award which the officers will be very proudly displaying in their awards cabinet, but it just again goes to show, Mr Chair, the passion and commitment of all the officers within the contact centre and obviously the ancillary services that support it, and their always passionate commitment to service to all of Brisbane’s residents through this amazing call centre and everything that it does.


So, I would personally like to congratulate both the officers and the customer service employees on this recognition at the national level. This team continues to create outstanding experiences for our customers, showing their dedication to a better Brisbane, and obviously we all know as Councillors the high praise that the call centre receives and obviously continues to receive.


Mr Chairman, I’d like to move to the Committee presentation, which I’d like to thank the officers for, which was the 2019 Indigenous Art Program, NAIDOC Week and Black History Month.


All Councillors that were present at the Committee presentation were very supportive of the work that officers do in this very important space. It was a great presentation highlighting the work that officers do, but importantly, the partnerships that Council has with so many different organisations of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander descent within our city, and the work that we as a Council do to be able to support our first Australians in representing their culture and their works to a wider community.


I also wanted to take the opportunity to recognise part of their presentation, which was the decoration of four Council buses with Indigenous artwork by local artists, and I wanted to thank Transport for Brisbane for their great assistance in being able to turn around that opportunity for us.


I also very much want to thank the LORD MAYOR for his support in ensuring that this occurred. LORD MAYOR thank you so much for your work. The idea itself was originated from our Inclusive Brisbane Board. There was a member there who presented the idea to me and said that it was always a passion of his that we make sure that our Indigenous history and art and culture is engrained across our city and our suburbs. For him it was about making sure that his dad was aware of the enormous contribution of our Indigenous community.


So, on that note, I’d like to thank our Inclusive Brisbane Board, the LORD MAYOR for making it happen and the officers for their absolutely invaluable work within this space. Thank you, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Further speakers?

Oh, Councillor MARX.

ADJOURNMENT:

	254/2019-20
At that time, 6.59pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kim MARX, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, that the meeting adjourn for a period of one hour, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors have been locked.

Council stood adjourned at 7.05pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back everybody. 


I’d like to acknowledge Councillor LANDERS and welcome her to the Council.


Welcome, Councillor LANDERS. 
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
He was just in my eyeline, but I also want to give a special recognition; tonight is the last night that Ed Radel will be working with us, so I just wanted to recognise Ed and his time working here in the Council for 17 years, so thank you Ed. 


Alright, further speakers to the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee report, please?


Also, I’d like to recognise State Member for Everton, Mr Tim Mander, in the gallery, as well. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, Councillor MATIC? No? 

I’ll now put the resolution.

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Peter Matic (Chair), Councillor Fiona Cunningham (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Peter Cumming, Tracy Davis and Kate Richards. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – 2019 INDIGENOUS ART PROGRAM, NAIDOC WEEK AND BLACK HISTORY MONTH

255/2019-20

1.
Nina Sprake, Inclusive Communities Manager, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on 2019 Indigenous Art Program, NAIDOC Week and Black History Month. She provided the information below.

2.
The 2019 Indigenous Art Program is an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander art and cultural program celebrated through a series of outdoor exhibitions, guided tours and an interactive public program.

3.
Delivered by Blaklash Projects, the program has been conducted annually since 2016, from 1 to 31 May. Named ‘Maiwar’ from 2016 to 2018, the program is now known as the ‘Indigenous Art Program’ following feedback from the community.

4.
In 2019 and 2020, the Indigenous Art Program was extended to run from 1 May to 31 July. The 2019 program ‘Shared Connections’, exhibited the work of 14 artists throughout Brisbane City including Riki Salam, the Sandy family, Michael Cook and Dale Harding. Michael Cook’s work titled ‘Broken Dreams #3’ was donated to the Museum of Brisbane.

5.
Six hundred and fifty-three people attended the free public program in 2019, including:

-
329 people attended 10 artist talks, panel discussions and public events

-
160 people attended two additional exhibitions featuring Delvene Cockatoo Collins and Rachel Sarra

-
102 people attended nine guided tours

-
62 people attended three interactive workshops which reached full capacity within days of being advertised.

6.
In conjunction with Brisbane Marketing, Council partnered with the NRL to have Casey Coolwell’s Magic Round artwork projected onto the William Jolly Bridge. The program also funded a Brisbane artist to attend the South Stradbroke Island Artist Camp.

7.
National Aboriginal and Islander Day Observance Committee (NAIDOC) Week 2019 was held from 7 to 14 July. More than 30,000 people attended celebrations during NAIDOC Week 2019, which showcased the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander spirit that exists in the community. Events were coordinated by key Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander organisations.

8.
In celebration of NAIDOC Week 2019 and Black History Month, four Council buses were wrapped with artwork of two Aboriginal artists, Casey Coolwell and Rachel Sarra. A video was shared with the Committee showing the completion of the bus wrap project. 

9.
Black History Month is a month-long event held each July. The history, heritage and cultural showcase provides Brisbane residents and visitors the opportunity to learn and understand the beliefs and customary practices of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander members of the community. More than 6,120 people participated in over 70 activities during Black History Month 2019.

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Sprake for her informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Ryan MURPHY, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 15 October 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. At Committee last week, we had one of our regular presentations on net borrowings, investments and funding, and I’ll quickly go through a few of the highlights. Typically, the presentation starts with a review of global markets and probably the key take-out from that is that global growth is subdued. That includes in Europe, United States and Australia, and even China has had a reduction in growth in their economy so the outlook isn’t great. Obviously, that flows through to Australia. 


Last week, or the week before, we saw interest rates or cash rates dropping to 75 basis points, which is an all-time low. So, the ability of the Federal Government to stimulate economic activity is certainly starting to get diluted with these very low interest rates; it doesn’t give them a lot of option to continue to use interest rates to stimulate the economy. 


From the domestic economy perspective, inflation remains low. Wage growth, as we’ve all heard, remains subdued and that obviously flows through to the domestic economy so there isn’t—there is a degree of trepidation, I guess and people are being fairly careful with the way they spend. In terms of our commodity prices, the trade with China is—while still strong, is expected to moderate over coming months so that’s possibly not a great outlook for the commodity market. 


Interestingly enough, retail sales for Australia grew in the month of August, with Queensland and the ACT being the top performers in the country. Mind you, the increases in retail sales were extremely modest so, I guess, at this stage, we need to take a fairly balanced view of that. Interestingly enough, spending in cafes and restaurants was, in particular, lower. 


In terms of the Queensland economy, the house prices have started to stabilise and, in some locations, they’ve obviously started to improve again, but in the context of the whole of Australia, housing affordability in Queensland and in particular Brisbane, remains very good. I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, Councillor ALLAN?


I now put the resolution.

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the Finance and Administration Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Adam Allan (Chair), Councillor David McLachlan (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Peter Cumming, Ryan Murphy and Charles Strunk.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillor Kim Marx.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION AND REPORT – NET BORROWINGS – CASH INVESTMENT AND FUNDING FOR THE SEPTEMBER 2019 QUARTER

256/2019-20

1.
Jo-Anne Waters, Corporate Treasurer, Financial Analysis and Treasury Management, Corporate Finance, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to present a report to the Committee on Council’s net borrowings for the September 2019 quarter. The report details the corporate cash holdings invested and the status of Council’s funding activities.

2.
The report provided a market and economic review, and a summary of the following issues in relation to Council’s investments:

-
cash position

-
review of cash activity

-
earnings on investments

-
funding capability

-
borrowings

-
facility performance

-
leases.

3.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Waters for her informative presentation. 

4.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any petitions? 

Councillor TOOMEY. 

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. I have two petitions. I’m presenting them on behalf of yourself for some traffic improvements on Dawson Parade, Keperra.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I have a petition on behalf of Tennyson Ward residents in Vivian Street calling on Vivian Street to be reduced to 40 kilometres per hour. 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I have two petitions I’m presenting for the DEPUTY MAYOR. One relates to a Vegetation Protection Order at 23 Macklin Street, Holland Park, and the other relates to a request for traffic calming in Lana Street, Tarragindi. 

Chair:
No further petitions? 

May I please have a resolution. 

257/2019-20
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kim MARX, seconded by Councillor Charles STRUNK, that the petitions as presented be received and referred to the Committee concerned for consideration and report.

The petitions were summarised as follows:

	File No.
	Councillor
	Topic

	CA19/1014162
	Steven Toomey on behalf of Andrew Wines
	Requesting Council improve traffic safety with the construction of traffic lights at the intersection of Dawson Parade and the new car park/set down area (opposite the Grovely State School) at the Arana Leagues Club, Keperra. 

	CA19/1014648
	Steven Toomey on behalf of Andrew Wines
	Requesting Council improve traffic safety with the construction of traffic lights at the intersection of Dawson Parade and the new car park/set down area (opposite the Grovely State School) at the Arana Leagues Club, Keperra. 

	CA19/1022435
	Nicole Johnston 
	Requesting Council reduce the speed limit on Vivian Street, Tennyson, to 40 km/h to improve safety for residents and pedestrians in this busy street which includes a major school sporting facility and scout hall. 

	CA19/1013702
	Lord Mayor on behalf of the Deputy Mayor, Krista Adams  
	Objecting to the Vegetation Protection Order placed on a property at 23 Macklin Street, Holland Park, and requesting the relaxation and/or removal of the order. 

	CA19/1014522
	Lord Mayor on behalf of the Deputy Mayor, Krista Adams  
	Requesting Council install traffic calming to the section of road parallel to 1 Lana Street, Tarragindi, that leads down to Sandy Creek Park, to slow cars and cyclists coming around the corner to go down the hill.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors, General Business. 

Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of a Councillor Conduct Review Panel Order? 

No one is rising. 

Councillors, are there any matters of General Business? 

Councillor MARX. 

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the LGAQ convention that I attended last weekend—earlier this week in Cairns. It was a quite interesting start to the actual convention in that quite a number of flights were delayed or cancelled. The flight that I was on was actually cancelled after they did attempt take-off and then for some reason, they aborted the take-off so we went back to the airport and waited and then they ended up canning the flight. That’s okay, we managed to get up there eventually.


Tuesday morning started with the official opening by the Honourable Stirling Hinchliffe, Minister for Local Government, Minister for Racing and Minister for Multicultural Affairs. As we all know by now, the announcement that he made, which was very relevant to all the councils at that—at the conference, of course and in particular relevance to here in Brisbane City Council was that CPV (compulsory preferential voting) was off the table. That, I have to admit, was met by a round of applause. I did hear this nasty rumour that there was consideration that there was only going to be—there was going to be CPV for Brisbane City Council only—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:
—as opposed to the rest of the councils, but apparently, that didn’t go through so I think we need to thank whoever intervened for making sure that we got the outcome that we deserved. 


We then had a presidential address by Mayor Mark Jamieson, which was very good and I do have to at this point say thank you to both Mayor Mark Jamieson and Greg Hallam as the CEO of LGAQ for the fight that they put up for us, for Council. They could have quite easily left us out, being we’re one of the biggest councils in Australia, but no, they said we’re all in or we’re none in so we really appreciate—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:
—the fact that they took the votes to us. 

Chair:
Councillors, please. 

Allow the speaker to be heard in silence.

Councillor MARX:
We then had a keynote speaker from Professor Bela Stantic. He was introduced as the Nostradamus of the twenty-first century, in that he was the one who had the unique position of the only one who had forecasted the outcome of the Federal election correctly, so it was quite interesting. I didn’t understand a lot of what he said because it was very mathematical and I was never very good at maths, but basically—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:
—I’m still no good at maths, yes. What he said was, it was all like reading Twitter accounts. They read, him and his team, millions and millions of posts on Twitter and the outcome that I got from what he was saying was basically that people don’t lie on Twitter as opposed to lying at the polls. So, that’s why—because he had been following Twitter, he was able to predict that that’s what was going to happen, despite what the polls said. So, my—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:
Yes, so basically people will tell all sorts of lies—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor MARX:
—to the polls, but yes, so that was interesting. I don’t know that that’s something that I would particularly want to take up as a lifestyle choice, is reading Twitter’s comments, but there you go. He’s not only done that, he’s done a lot of other stuff as well and he works with many other councils on different things. 


Then I also had the absolute honour of being up there with Betty and Yasmine and we talked about the Red Bench project and most of us, the Councillors in the Chamber, will have a red bench or two in their ward now. This is a project that was thought up by a lady called Betty, who—it’s to mark the domestic violence and it’s a way of making something more of a permanent marker. I’m so glad that the LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER said that he got behind this project. 


We did get gazumped by Redland Council, unfortunately, with Mayor Karen Williams getting the one in first, but that’s okay, we’ve caught up to her now and we have a number of them across our ward so I encourage—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:
—yes, they do too. So, I encourage—if you do not have a red bench in your ward anywhere at all, you need to certainly talk to your officers about getting one there. They’re a great project and it’s a fabulous initiative by Betty and then carried out with Yasmine and myself and all the fellow Councillors. So, thank you again, LORD MAYOR, for allowing me to be one of the delegates at Local Government conference in Cairns and I think that we brought back a good enough result for—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:
—to warrant the fact that we went up there, so thank you very much. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on three events that have happened in my ward over the last week and a bit. The first one was the Forest Lake State School fete and that was—we thought maybe there was going to be a bit of a problem because they were predicting rain on that Saturday, from about Thursday before. Thankfully, it didn’t—it held off. It didn’t rain, I should say and so—because a lot of work goes into these fetes, as every Councillor here knows. 


The P&Cs really are under the pump to raise money and so they put themselves into a bit of debt, I suppose, to try to pull this thing together and if it rains, of course, then it probably goes into the red. The fete was well supported by the business groups within my ward. They had sponsorship; so, they had enough sponsorship though if it had rained, they wouldn’t have actually lost any money. The sponsorship was that good, they had paid for everything before they opened the gates, which was really good. So, congratulations to Jason, the P&C President there and Gavin, the Co-ordinator, who undertook the work for this year for the fete.


The next one was the Grand Avenue State School trivia night. I put my hand up to occupy a table and that’s always a bit of a—a bit problematic if you’re an elected member.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor STRUNK:
Well, I tell you what, my team, we didn’t lose, but we didn’t win either. We were sort of in the middle, but everyone expects you to do better than some of the other tables, but it’s always about the questions. They really mixed it up, as well, with some other events through the night so they really did it well. It was well supported and they raised quite a lot of money on the night for the Grand Avenue State School so it was a good, pleasant experience, but I prefer other types of game playing; bingo, where you don’t have to know anything, just listen to a number and mark a card.


Anyways, the last one was just this last weekend with the Breast Cancer Australia fundraiser that was held by The Terraces, which is the over 55 village in my ward—one of them in my ward. It was—I had a really good time. I walked into the room and there were 80 ladies, baby boomers, and I was right at home because I was the only male. So, I had a lot of fun. I had a lot of chats and lots of cups of tea and the amount of raffle prizes they had collected right—from businesses right around my ward was quite phenomenal. I think everyone went away with a raffle prize. 


They raised some really good money for a very worthy cause and they have done this every year; at least once or twice every year so it’s kudos to them for undertaking this important fundraising for a really great cause. I’ll end my comments here, thank you, Chair. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE. 

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. I just give rise to speak in General Business about the LGAQ conference—the 123rd LGAQ conference that was held last week in Cairns. I was there on behalf of Brisbane City Council, Mr Chairman. Obviously, LGAQ’s annual conference is an opportunity for the 77 councils in Queensland to come together to exchange knowledge, to network, to share information, to look at opportunities for collaboration across our different regions, Mr Chairman. 


Also, to raise important issues that are relevant to local government, not just in our own patch, but across the whole of the State. It was a great program, once again and I have to acknowledge and thank the hard work of the staff of LGAQ who put together these great programs that are relevant to not just the large South East Queensland councils, but indeed to all the councils from Boulia right through to the coastal councils and all the way then down into the south-east corner, Mr Chairman. 


On the Monday, I went to a session which was called Ocean Protect and that was driven around wanting to remove plastic from our waterways; so, not just from the Great Barrier Reef, not just from the Brisbane River or our rivers, but from all of our waterways, right across the State, Mr Chairman. Obviously, one of the biggest challenges we have is about 80% of the plastic that finds its way into our waterways comes from land-based activities. 


It was really interesting to hear some of the stories, particularly from some of the smaller rural and regional councils who are struggling with the burdens of the waste levy. Because you might think, Mr Chairman, that the waste levy is a good thing and that it’s been warmly embraced by all the councils, but it was a recurring theme. It also came up on the second day in the councils’ forum, about the impacts of the waste levy. 


It was really interesting in this Ocean Protect session, where we heard from some of the councils that they have farmers who are banana farmers who can’t afford to pay to dump the banana bags; you know those big plastic banana bags that you see that wrap the whole hands of bananas? They can’t afford to dump those because of the waste levy and so what they’re doing is they’re either burying them on their farms or burning them. Because they can’t afford—because of the costs associated with the waste levy, they can’t actually afford to dump them in the landfill in their local Council area. 


So, the waste levy is having some really perverse outcomes and quite a few councils talked about the impacts of that and the fact that the bulk of the funding from the waste levy isn’t going back into waste reduction streams; it’s not going back into waste initiatives to reduce waste going to landfill or to support councils to upgrade their facilities to build waste to energy plants. Some $400 million that’s being collected by the State, isn’t actually being—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor BOURKE:
—re-invested into these types of facilities to help reduce stuff. So, that was a really strong, recurring theme across those councils that were impacted by the waste levy. 


Obviously, we—they also took the chance—LGAQ also took the chance to launch their Reef Council’s Rescue Plan, which was a really interesting read. Obviously, Brisbane City Council’s not on the Great Barrier Reef, but we have our own initiatives down here where we’re trying to work with some of our Council partners to restore sections of the Brisbane River as part of our Resilient Rivers program and we continue to do that important work. 


As Councillor MARX said, the Minister arrived on the Tuesday morning to give a welcome. That’s where he announced the changes by the State Government to compulsory preferential voting and I just want to echo and endorse everything that Councillor MARX said; it was a great outcome and a real win for local government. That proposal was not supported by anyone in the room; 98% of councils across this State said no to it at the special meeting of LGAQ that they had voting on these proposals and it really was only our colleagues here on the right-hand side of this Chamber who actually supported that proposal. 


The rest of local government, whether they were Independents, Liberals, Labor, Conservatives or the Labor mayors across the State did not want compulsory preferential voting, Mr Chairman and they were quite ecstatic when the Minister made—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor BOURKE:
—that announcement up there in Cairns. 


Bela Stantic was a really interesting speaker. He spoke about the power of data and the big data pool that’s out there and the power that you can harness in that. As Councillor MARX said, he picked BREXIT, he picked Trump, he picked the Federal Election almost down to the seats in the Federal election. He’s picked Melbourne Cup winners, all using data and statistics and pumping that through the special algorithms that he’s developed with his students at the university and creating these algorithms that actually then are able to predict a whole range of things. 


Based primarily, in the case of the Federal election, as Councillor MARX said, on some two million tweets that he had collected and filtered out duplicates and re-tweets and things like that and was able to distil that down to actually creating a position where he said that Scott Morrison was going to win. 


There were a number of panel sessions, in particular, Mayor Chambers—Rachel Chambers, who spoke—she’s from the North Burnett; she spoke about the power of data that her Council is using to inform roads and road infrastructure, capturing the information about the amount of usage, depending on the type of land zoning along certain roads. If you think Brisbane’s got a large road network, she’s got tens of thousands of kilometres of roads versus our six thousand kilometres of roads. 


They have large pieces of farm infrastructure which carry—which move large amounts of stock feed on those roads and they obviously have to maintain those roads and decide with their limited budget where they invest their money. They’re using data to help inform their investments as well, Mr Chairman. 


Councillor MARX spoke about the Red Bench project and I just want to acknowledge the way that Councillor MARX was able to present that to the whole audience. I think it was really well received by the 400 or 500 delegates that were in the room at the time, Mr Chairman, about a really positive way that our communities can acknowledge the damage that’s done by domestic violence and the opportunity to help raise awareness and start those conversations.


As I said, the Council forum for SEQ really focused around the waste levy and the opportunities that come from the waste levy if we can get some investment by the State Government, working with councils. Particularly, those larger councils to help find ways to create a circular economy and that is one of the other big challenges for local governments. It’s alright to say we need to divert waste from landfill, but where do we put it and how do we use it is one of the big challenges, not just for the south-east corner, but across the whole of the State. 


Some of these councils are creating stockpiles of plastic bottles or glass and they need to find avenues to re-use that. It’s really important, obviously, that we’re facilitating that with the funding that comes from the waste levy. I just thank, once again, the Council, for the opportunity to go and represent them at LGAQ. 

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak about a few different things, including the Cleaner Suburbs Award, petition handling processes at Council, movies in the park and hopefully, I’ll have time to discuss the new local government and City of Brisbane Act changes, but I might save that for a whole 10 minutes next week.


Firstly, recently the Cleaner Suburbs Awards were held at City Hall and I attended. A number of very hardworking groups in my ward were nominated; many were finalists. I particularly want to acknowledge the hard work of Carolyn Vincent, who works in my ward and Moorooka Ward. She is a prolific rubbish picker-upperer; she helps make our suburbs beautiful. She won an award last year and I nominated her in the Councillor category this year. Unfortunately, she was pipped at the post by the 11-year-old company entrepreneur, who was, I must say, a worthy winner as well, but she does a wonderful job helping keep our suburbs clean and inspiring others to keep our suburbs clean.


So does OCCA (Oxley Creek Catchment Association) and I’m really sorry that OCCA weren’t acknowledged for their hard work. Out in my ward and in the south western corridor, the only people looking after Oxley Creek are our bush carers and groups working through OCCA. This Council neglects terribly the health of the waterway corridor—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and despite the fact that there’s apparently a $100 million project which has been underway for two years, not a cent—not a cent, has been spent on fixing up the health of the waterway corridor. However, OCCA do a wonderful job supporting the health of our parklands and creek areas through the Oxley Creek catchment and I thank them. 


Most importantly, this year, Yeronga State School, who are already a Council award-winning Active Travel school, won the Clean Schools Award for 2019. I was delighted to work on a project with them this year, where we used some of the local funds to purchase a number of helpful pieces of litter equipment to support the kids in their litter activities around the school. That includes litter pickers with dinosaur heads, which was recommended by Paul in the waste team and I thank him for that and a range of light-weight bins for them to put things into as they’re carrying them around the school. I was delighted to donate that up to the school to assist with their activities during the year. 


They’ve also done a number of things through the school council and had to present to the P&C to get change in the school. For example, plastic straws at school have now been banned. I just want to say, congratulations to the waste management team at Yeronga State School. They’re an amazing, very multicultural, very diverse school who do a wonderful job, not only with Active School Travel, but also in this wonderful initiative to help our environment with the waste reduction initiatives at the school. They were very deserving winners and I just want to say thank you to the parents, the teachers and the staff at the school who support the children in this important work. 


Now, I’ve read a very interesting news article in my local paper today and I’m a bit shocked at the blatant pork barrelling by this LORD MAYOR. You would think that a brand-new LORD MAYOR with no profile in this city might be interested in funding initiatives fairly across the City of Brisbane. Perhaps in an effort to say, I’m here Brisbane; I’m here for all suburbs; I’m here for all residents; I’m here for all ratepayers. No, not this new LORD MAYOR. 


No, this new LORD MAYOR announced in the budget that he was going to fund movies in the park out of Council’s budget, which is how they were funded back when I started almost 12 years ago and then that got cut by Newman and then he cut the SIF (Suburban Initiative Fund) and then he buggered up everything else and then he raced off down to George Street and did a brilliant job down there, too. This new LORD MAYOR though, is heading the same way. He has announced in the budget this year, funding for movies in the park out of the capital allocation of the budget rather than local ward funds.


As Councillor STRUNK has found out and I thank him for sharing this information locally, 34 movies have been funded with almost $300,000 in funding. None of them are in the south-western suburbs, so that’s the area I represent, the area Councillor STRUNK represents and the area that Councillor GRIFFITHS represents, so dozens of suburbs miss out altogether. Then you look at where they are going, so let me read the list: Marchant Ward gets six movies in the park—
Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, good; keep going with the pork barrelling, I love the cheers. You’ll get a special mention in the end. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Doboy Ward gets four, LNP Ward; Calamvale gets four, LNP Ward; Paddington gets four, desperately marginal LNP Ward; Coorparoo gets four, desperately marginal LNP Ward; Deagon gets two, sorry, Councillor CASSIDY, desperately marginal ALP Ward; and Wynnum/Manly gets four. So, out of a total of—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—34 movies—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—I can see six are going to Labor oppositions. Of course, there’s nothing in Tennyson Ward. I mean, why would there be any money spent in Tennyson Ward, because that just doesn’t happen. I just want to thank the LORD MAYOR for his generosity, not only in Tennyson Ward, zero, but in the south-western suburbs, zero and generally across the Opposition and non-aligned Councillors, zero. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
You know, LORD MAYOR, I stood up and said I’d work with you, but when you give us nothing to work with, the only thing left that I can do is go out and tell people what you have done. When you blatantly pork barrel like this, by providing funds only in LNP wards to prop up marginal LNP Councillors, that is pork barrelling; people understand absolutely what it’s all about and you will be caught out when you do this kind of thing. 


Next, petition processes. I am disgusted that Councillor HOWARD stood up and spoke for me earlier today. I want to make it clear on the record that she does not speak for me. I want to make it clear on the record that what I was speaking about today related specifically to the incident where Council officers failed to consult with me contrary to Council policy, went out and bitumened up to the fences of residents without talking to them, without notifying them and without consulting with them. 


That is wrong. That was disgusting. That was letting down Brisbane residents and it is appalling—appalling, that you want to stand up in here and somehow blame me. You did this—
Chair:
Councillor, please—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—your team.

Chair:
Councillor, please address all comments through the Chair. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Through you, Mr Chairman, you did this, your team.

Chair:
No, not like that. I didn’t do it.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That’s exactly how you do it.

Chair:
I didn’t do it. You will address—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Through you, Mr Chairman—
Chair:
—Councillor HOWARD in third person, please. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Through you, Mr Chairman, Councillor HOWARD and her team did this and it is not respectful to the residents in the ward that I represent. When I raised this with the Divisional Manager of the area responsible, she wrote back to me and said the following: please be assured that staff have been informed to always follow the appropriate policy and guidelines. Well, as we’ve heard today, in Councillor HOWARD’s own words, they didn’t and she apologised, belatedly, a year almost after this incident happened. After an independent review clearly shows that the officers didn’t do the right thing. 


Not only did they not do the right thing, I had to force this Council to even review it and then, the worst part, if this had been in an LNP ward, it would have got fixed up, but what does the LNP do? They bring up the fact to this Council for a vote earlier today, their mistake without fixing it. Shame on you. This should have been fixed; these people should have got kerb and channel in their street, not bitumen to their front fence. Let me say this, Councillor HOWARD, footpaths are the benefit of kerb and channel; it separates the road carriageway from people’s front fence and it gives them a safe place to walk—
Councillor HAMMOND:
Point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—which is not on the road.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor HAMMOND. 

Councillor HAMMOND:
I just want to say that Councillor JOHNSTON is actually misleading the Chamber. She’s promoted her Yeronga movie night in her ward—
Chair:
No, thank you. Thank you, mate—
Councillor HAMMOND:
—on Friday 12 October.

Chair:
There’s no need—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Thank you—yep. That’s not how you do points of order. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, and that’s how bright Councillor HAMMOND is.

Chair:
No, come on. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m paying for that out of the community funds, not out of the budget.

Chair:
Come on, move on. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
There you go, I’m glad she’s reading what I’m doing in my ward: spy, spy, spy, that’s how the LNP works. Let me be clear—
Chair:
I don’t think someone reading a Facebook post is spying.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. 

Chair:
Can you please stay on the topic—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s not a Facebook—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
—with which you inform the room.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s not a Facebook post.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s not a Facebook post, but let me be clear, this is where the LNP want to try and muddy the waters. She’s getting six movies in the park—
Councillor interjecting.:
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—in her ward, funded by the LORD MAYOR out of budget funds—
Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and I’m getting zero. 

Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Absolutely zero. I have to fund now not only movies in the park—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—every community event.

Chair:
Okay, everybody calm down, please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Every footpath now, we have to fund, whatever else we’ve got to fund out of these funds and guess what? This LNP LORD MAYOR is pork barrelling and dudding the residents in Stephens Lane, Yeronga. So, let me be clear, Councillor HOWARD; the benefit of having kerb and channel is you get a defined footpath.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you Chair. I just rise to speak about the Brighton Roosters Junior Rugby League Club. They held their annual trophy presentation day on Sunday just gone, which was a week delayed because of the rain we had the weekend before. Which was of course very welcome to a club like the Brighton Roosters, which is a—as most of our sporting clubs, completely volunteer run and have been feeling the extreme pressure of high water bills over the last few months. They were certainly appreciative of the rain and appreciative that they were able to reschedule that to Sunday just gone.


I was on hand to help present some trophies to some of those fantastic junior teams, particularly the under 13 side, which have just won their second premiership on the hop and this year did not drop a single game. They were coached by the fantastic and energetic Dennis Trenery, who is also on the committee down there and working with and alongside Dylan Slater, the current president and Tammy Slater, Dylan’s wife, who’s also on the committee and so many other volunteers down there. 


They have been able to secure for the first time in my community’s history a BRL (Brisbane Rugby League) side for next season, which will give—and this is in partnership with the Redcliffe Dolphins, which will give the club the opportunity to have players play from an under six junior level right through to seniors at the Brighton Roosters and now have a Brighton Roosters BRL side, with the potential to feed players into an in-trust side at the Redcliff Dolphins. Potentially, an NRL side as well and hopefully a second NRL side team for Brisbane in the near future. I want to congratulate the Brighton Roosters on an amazing amount of work to get them to this point. 


From previous committees and previous president, Deslie Staines through to Dylan Slater, as I mentioned; this is a small suburban NRL club that has a fantastic history in our local community and they are really kicking goals now. I’m very excited to be able to support their bid to get into BRL and support them now that they have got there to make sure this is an amazing success, not only for a community sports club on a Council lease site, but also one that supports the broader community as well. So, congratulations Brighton Roosters.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thanks, Chair. I rise to speak on the Queensland Academy of Science, Mathematics and Technology (QASMT) and give you an update about the INAS Games. Last week, I met with the school principal with the—some transport officers from Brisbane City Council out at QASMT and it’s very interesting, Chair. That school population is going to grow to about 1,300 within two years and it’s currently about 800 so it’s going to really find itself in some growing pains. It was really refreshing to get out there and meet with the school who has spent a lot of time with their P&C doing a school travel strategy.


I went out, spoke with the principal about their traffic management plan and Council transport officers are very supportive of bus options promoting Active Travel options, designated drop-off/pick-up area that’s being installed and adjusting the school zones. I just wanted to give a big shout-out to Doug, Anna‑Maria and the other P&C members who have spent so much time doing that. 


Chair, if you’ll indulge me, I just want to give you a little update about the INAS Games. You may remember last week, Chair, I spoke about Jack Ireland from St Lucia, who trains 40 hours a week down at UQ pool. Jack had a very, very busy swim program and I’m going to tell you how he went. Jack and his men’s freestyle relay team not only won gold in their 4x50, 4x100 and 4x200 relays, they did so in para-swimming world record time, Chair. 


Jack and his mixed relay team also took another silver. In his individual events, Jack won silver in the 400-individual medley, bronze in the 200 free and that’s his selection event for the recent World Para Swimming Champs in London. He had a fabulous week with winning three golds, two silver, one bronze. So, Chair, thank you very much for that and congratulations to Jack and all of the other INAS competitors.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, I declare the meeting closed.
QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (received on 15 October 2019)

Q1.
How many Council library bookings have Extinction Rebellion made over the past 12 months?

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (received on 16 October 2019)

Q1.
What is the approximate cost of building a zebra crossing, ramps and signage in a street with existing kerb and channel excluding planning/design costs and service changes?

Q2.
Please provide a list including the location (street address and suburb) and cost for design and construction of zebra crossings installed by Council in:

1.
2019-2020 to date; and 

2.
2018-19.

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (received on 17 October 2019)

Q1.
What is the completion date set for Kingsford Smith Drive Project?

Q2.
Please complete the table below regarding variations to the Kingsford Smith Drive Project:

	Date
	Variation
	Reason

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Q3.
What is the final completion date for the opening of Racecourse Road?

Q4.
How much compensation has been paid to the businesses that have been affected due to these road upgrades given the length of time the works have taken?
Q5.
Please provide the dates and location of Brisbane City Council libraries and community halls that have had the Group Extinction Rebellion meetings?
Q6.
Please provide the dates and locations of Brisbane City Council Parks where Extinction Rebellion meetings were held?
Q7.
Please complete the table below regarding the number of Lord Mayor deliverable Outdoor Cinema in the Suburbs this financial year:
	Location
	Ward
	Cost

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Q8.
Please complete the following table regarding individual publications and pieces distributed that had the Lord Mayor’s picture included since Lord Mayor Adrian Schrinner took office?

	Date
	Publication
	Quantity Produced

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Q9.
Please detail the total costs of the “Brisbetter” advertising campaign with a breakdown of costs for:
	Item
	Cost

	Production/design
	

	Television advertising 
	

	Print advertising 
	

	Radio advertising
	

	Online advertising
	

	Billboard advertising
	

	Ads on buses
	

	Ads on bus shelters
	

	Any other promotional material including brochures etc 
	

	Estimated costs for the continuing campaign
	

	Associated Research
	


Q10.
Please detail the total costs of the “50% discount on Council rates for first home owners‎” advertising campaign with a breakdown of costs for:

	Item
	Cost

	Production/design 
	

	Television advertising 
	

	Print advertising 
	

	Radio advertising 
	

	Online advertising
	

	Billboard advertising
	

	Ads on buses
	

	Ads on bus shelters
	

	Any other promotional material including brochures etc 
	

	Estimated costs for the continuing campaign
	

	Associated Research
	


Q11.
Please detail the total costs of the “Free off-peak travel for seniors‎” advertising campaign with a breakdown of costs for:

	Item
	Cost

	Production/design 
	

	Television advertising 
	

	Print advertising 
	

	Radio advertising 
	

	Online advertising
	

	Billboard advertising
	

	Ads on buses
	

	Ads on bus shelters
	

	Any other promotional material including brochures etc 
	

	Estimated costs for the continuing campaign
	

	Associated Research
	


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Answers to questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting on 15 October 2019)

Q1.
Please provide a list of locations by street and suburb names for City of Lights projects to be undertaken in 2019-2020?

Q2.
Please provide the cost/budget for each of the City of Lights projects to be undertaken in 2019-2020?

A1. and A2.


The following projects have confirmed, and Ward Offices notified. Please note further projects are yet to be announced.

	Suburb
	Street Name
	Preliminary Budget

	Fortitude Valley
	Beirne Lane
	$70,000

	Stones Corner
	Logan Road
	$170,000

	Wynnum
	Wading Pool Playground, Wynnum Esplanade
	$220,000


Q3.
Please provide a list of locations by street and suburb name for City of Lights projects that were rejected in 2019-2020?

A3.


	Suburb
	Street Name
	Reason

	Toowong
	High Street
	One tree has recently died, canopy of other trees is insubstantial, and impact of up lights would be less impactful than desired.

	Sherwood 
	Sherwood Road
	The Jacaranda trees not suitable for trees for bud lighting or up lighting due to species and size. The other ideas were not recommended due to the narrow width of the footpath, which is heavily occupied with access points, crossings, garden beds, detailed paving pattern and street furniture. There is also a lack of alternative laneway spaces to locate catenary lighting or for gobo projections.

	Woolloongabba
	Main Street 
	Not proposed at this time due to the impacts of Cross River Rail.


Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (from meeting on 15 October 2019)

Q1.
As of 30 September what is the total number of full time Brisbane City Council employees?

A1.
7,101.
Q2.
As of 30 September what is the total number of part time Brisbane City Council employees?
A2.
965.
Q3.
As of 30 September how many contractors are contracted by Brisbane City Council?
A3
873.
Q4.
By Ward how many banner poles have been erected and their locations?

A4.
Please note, Council maintains records on banner poles in parks. This is not an exhaustive list.
	Ward
	# of banner poles

	Bracken Ridge
	1

	Calamvale
	3

	Coorparoo
	1

	Deagon
	1

	Enoggera
	1

	Morningside
	1

	Forest Lake
	1

	Paddington
	2


Q5.
How many drones are currently in use by Brisbane City Council officers?

A5.
There is no central database of drones used by Council officers, therefore this question is unable to be answered in the time available.
Q6.
How many hectares of bushland back burning has Brisbane City Council undertaken in the 2019/2020 financial year and previous 2 financial years?

A6.
-
2019/20 financial year – 206ha (13 burns).

-
2018/19 financial year – 94ha (9 burns).

-
2017/18 financial year – 108ha (10 burns).
Q7.
Please advise how many people applied to participate on the Community Planning Team for the Nathan, Salisbury, Moorooka Neighbourhood Plan.

A7.
70 nominations.
Q8.
Please advise how many residents were accepted to participate on the Community Planning Team for the Nathan, Salisbury, Moorooka Neighbourhood Plan.

A8.
30 nominees.
Q9.
Please advise how many developers and land industry representatives were accepted to participate on the Community Planning Team for the Nathan, Salisbury, Moorooka Neighbourhood Plan.
A9.
1 member has identified themselves as an investor/developer in the area, based on information provided in their nomination.
Q10.
Please complete the following table for the last six Neighbourhood Plans completed by Council:

	Name of Neighbourhood Plan
	No. of Submissions Received re the Plan
	No. of Changes Accepted
	No. of Changes Not Accepted

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A10.

	Name of Neighbourhood Plan
	No. of Submissions Received re the Plan
	No. of Changes Accepted
	No. of Changes Not Accepted

	The Gap (May 2019)
	119 submissions were received (105 properly made)
	See note below.
	See note below.

	Coorparoo and Districts (May 2019)
	421 submissions were received (397 properly made)
	
	

	Dutton Park - Fairfield (August 2018)
	77 submissions (73 properly made) 
	
	

	Ferny Grove - Upper Kedron (August 2018)
	705 submissions (685 properly made) 
	
	

	Newstead North
	209 submissions (205 properly made) 
	
	

	Spring Hill
	
	
	

	1st consultation
	73 submissions (71 properly made) 
	
	

	2nd consultation 
	143 submissions (131 property made)
	
	


Details of the issues raised, response to issues, and changes made in response to submissions are detailed in the submission reports which are part of the report to full Council and remain available on Council’s website.

Q11.
Please complete the following table re the sponsorships of festivals and events over the last four years:

	Name of Event/ Festival
	Suburb Location
	Ward
	Cost

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A11.

	Year approved/paid
	Name of Event/ Festival
	Suburb Location
	Ward
	$ Cost

	2016-17
	Brisbane Street Art Festival  
	Citywide
	N/A
	16,000

	 
	The Winter Solstice Festival
	Windsor
	Hamilton
	5,000

	 
	Brisbane African Christmas Festival 2016
	Acacia Ridge
	Moorooka
	5,000

	 
	Positive Ageing Journey Event and Exhibition
	Chermside
	Marchant
	1,000

	 
	Pullen Pullen Festival / Pullen Vale Festival
	Pullenvale
	Pullenvale
	10,000

	 
	Alliance Francaise French Film Festival
	Citywide
	N/A
	0 (in kind support)

	 
	Trace
	West End
	The Gabba
	5,000

	 
	Festival of Slavic Culture
	City
	Central
	5,000

	 
	WOW - Celebrating the Women of the Commonwealth 2018
	City
	Central
	50,000

	 
	Latino Origin
	West End 
	The Gabba
	5,000

	 
	Lanham Fair
	Grange
	Marchant
	10,000

	 
	Brisbane Fiesta Latina 2017
	West End
	The Gabba
	5,000

	 
	Centenary Rocks Festival
	Seventeen Mile Rocks
	Jamboree
	5,000

	 
	Brisbane International Youth Music Festival
	South Bank
	The Gabba
	5,000

	 
	Hear for Kids Family Day Out 
	Yeerongpilly
	Tennyson
	5,000

	 
	2017 International Chinese New Talent Singing Championship
	Citywide
	N/A
	2,000

	 
	National Salsa Day (2017) 
	City
	Central
	4,000

	 
	Winnam Kunjiel (Wynnum Corroboree) - Quandamooka Festival 2017
	Citywide
	N/A
	25,000

	 
	CITRA Malaysia 2017 
	City
	Central
	3,000

	 
	Earth Roots Culture Festival 2017
	Morningside
	Morningside
	3,250

	 
	Big City BBQ
	City
	Central
	16,500

	 
	Brisbane Open House
	Citywide
	N/A
	15,000

	2017-18
	Supercell Festival 2018
	New Farm
	Central
	15,000

	 
	MOSAIC (Many Cultures - Our Community)
	City
	Central
	30,000

	 
	Power of Peace Festival - A Celebration of Global Mahatma Gandhi
	City
	Central
	5,000

	 
	Brisbane Garden & Plant Expo
	Ascot
	Hamilton
	20,000

	 
	Brisbane German Week 2017 
	Citywide
	N/A
	6,000

	 
	Carols on the Court
	Mt Gravatt East
	Holland Park
	2,000

	 
	14th Festival of Polish Visual and Performing Arts "PolArt 2018 Brisbane" 
	South Bank
	Central
	20,000

	 
	Sunlit Sounds Festival 2018
	The Gap
	The Gap
	5,000

	 
	The Chrome Street Fiesta 2018
	Salisbury
	Moorooka
	2,500

	 
	CarnAustralia
	Bowen Hills
	Central
	2,000

	 
	Brisbane Street Art Festival 2018
	Citywide
	N/A
	55,000

	 
	Martenitza Festival 2018
	West End
	The Gabba
	2,000

	 
	Brisbane to Gladstone Yacht Race 2018
	Sandgate
	Deagon
	50,000

	 
	MAYO Arts Festival
	Ascot
	Hamilton
	2,000

	 
	Anywhere Theatre Festival
	Citywide
	N/A
	10,000

	 
	LUMINOUS Lantern Parade 2018 
	South Bank
	The Gabba
	10,000

	 
	Alliance Francaise French Film Festival 2018
	South Bank
	The Gabba
	0 (in kind support)

	 
	Pesta Rakyat 2018
	City
	Central
	5,000

	 
	Winter Solstice Festival 
	Windsor
	Hamilton
	5,000

	 
	Quandamooka Festival, including Winnam Kunjiel (Corroboree) 
	Citywide
	N/A
	25,000

	 
	Brisbane Big City BBQ 
	City
	Central
	16,500

	 
	Brisbane Open House
	Citywide
	N/A
	15,000

	 
	INAS Global Games (the Games) - Brisbane 2019
	Citywide
	N/A
	300,000

	 
	Citra Malaysia 2018 
	City
	N/A
	3,000

	2018-19
	Brisbane Garden and Plant Expo
	Ascot
	Hamilton
	20,000

	 
	2019 Anywhere Festival 
	Citywide
	N/A
	20,000

	 
	Rotary Mount Gravatt Carols by Candlelight 
	Mount Gravatt
	Holland Park
	3,500

	 
	Supercell: Festival of Contemporary Dance Brisbane 
	New Farm
	Central
	15,000

	 
	Bardon Community Carols
	Bardon
	Paddington
	5,000

	 
	Brisbane Street Art Festival (BSAF) 
	Citywide
	N/A
	60,000

	 
	The Day My Bum Went Psycho by Andy Griffiths
	Petrie Terrace
	Paddington
	13,000

	 
	Jindalee State School Christmas Carols
	Jindalee
	Jamboree
	3,500

	 
	Brisbane German Week 2019 
	Citywide
	N/A
	6,000

	 
	Chinese New Year Celebration 2019
	City
	Central
	2,000

	 
	Bloom Festival 2019
	Inner City
	Central
	8,000

	 
	LUMINOUS Lantern Parade 2019 
	South Bank 
	The Gabba
	10,000

	 
	Chrome Street Fiesta 2019 
	Salisbury
	Moorooka
	6,000

	 
	Brisbane landmarks, landscapes and personalities exhibition 2019
	Paddington
	Paddington
	5,000

	 
	Circa Zoo Youth Week
	Seven Hills 
	Morningside
	5,000

	 
	Vaisakhi Festival
	South Brisbane 
	The Gabba
	5,000

	 
	BIG CITY BARBECUE
	City
	Central
	16,500

	 
	Maiwar Performance
	West End and St Lucia
	The Gabba
	8,650

	 
	4074 Family Fun Day
	Jindalee area
	Jamboree
	5,000

	 
	Brisbane Open House 2019
	Citywide
	N/A
	15,000

	 
	PANZfest 2019 (Caribbean Carnival Weekend)
	Rocklea
	Moorooka
	5,000

	 
	Sunlit Sounds Festival
	The Gap
	The Gap
	5,000

	 
	Northey Street City Farm Winter Solstice Festival 2019
	Windsor
	Hamilton
	7,500

	 
	Briz Chilli Fest
	Newstead
	Central
	5,000

	 
	2019 Quandamooka Festival 
	Wynnum
	Wynnum-Manly
	25,000

	 
	Brisbane Open House
	Citywide
	N/A
	15,000

	 
	Pesta Rakyat 2019
	City
	Central
	6,000

	 
	Technicolour Multicultural Festival 2019
	Newmarket
	Enoggera
	5,000

	 
	Paradise Palette - Contemporary Art from Papua New Guinea
	Petrie Terrace
	Paddington
	3,000

	2019-20
	Queensland All Schools (Touch Football Championships 2019)
	Whites Hill
	Coorparoo
	100,000

	 
	Bardon Market Art Show 
	Bardon
	Paddington
	2,000

	 
	BIGSOUND - Major Sponsor Conference and Festival, Visual Arts Activation
	Fortitude Valley
	Central
	80,000

	 
	GANDHI 150 Birthday Celebrations (Bapu Peace Drive)
	Citywide
	N/A
	10,000

	 
	Cinderalla at Riverstage 
	Citywide
	N/A
	55,000


Q12.
Please list the bus services that will be either cut or changed as a result of the implementation of the Metro Project.

A12.
The Brisbane Metro is proposed to replace bus services on Routes 66, 111 and 160.

The broader network design is currently being worked through by planners from Council and TransLink. This is an involved process and will entail consideration and engagement with both levels of government, as well as consultation with the public before any such list is finalised.
Q13.
Please complete the following table listing the suburban shopping centre improvements, Village Precinct Projects undertaken since 2008

	Location of Work
	Year of Work/s
	Ward
	Cost

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A13.

	Village Precinct Projects
	Location of Work
	Year of Work/s
	Ward
	Cost

	
	Biota Street, Inala
	2019
	Forest Lake
	$500,000

	
	Hamilton Road, Wavell Heights
	2019
	Northgate
	$490,000

	
	Samford Road, Gaythorne
	2019
	Enoggera
	$2,000,000

	
	Curragundi Road, Jindalee 
	2019
	Jamboree
	$450,000


Q14.
Please provide a breakdown of costs for the following civic functions held at City Hall over the last six months:

(a) Induction of new Councillor for Doboy Ward

(b) Induction of new Councillor for Coorparoo Ward

(c) Induction of new Councillor for Carindale Ward

(d) Induction of new Councillor for Marchant Ward

(e) Induction of new Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward

(f) Induction of new Lord Mayor

A14.
(a)
$2,222.45.

(b)
$2,026.90.

(c)
Carindale Ward does not exist.

(d)
There has been no induction of, nor civic function held, for the longstanding Councillor for Marchant Ward over the last six months.

(e)
$2,140.00.

(f)
$5,583.53.
RISING OF COUNCIL:

8.42pm.

PRESENTED:





and CONFIRMED
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Council officers in attendance:

Julie Park (Acting Senior Council and Committee Officer)

Victor Tan (Council and Committee Officer)

Billy Peers (Personal Support Officer to the Lord Mayor and Council Orderly)
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