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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)
Matthew BOURKE (Jamboree)

Amanda COOPER (Bracken Ridge)
Fiona CUNNINGHAM (Coorparoo)
Tracy DAVIS (McDowall)
Fiona HAMMOND (Marchant) 

Vicki HOWARD (Central) 
Steven HUANG (MacGregor)
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)
	Peter CUMMING (Wynnum Manly) (The Leader of the Opposition)
Jared CASSIDY (Deagon) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition)
Kara COOK (Morningside)

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 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.


Are there any apologies? 

There being none, I will now move the confirmation of minutes. Confirmation of minutes please.

MINUTES:

808/2018-19
The Minutes of the 4591 meeting of Council held on 28 May 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:
Mrs Kylie Newberry – Benefits of localised food systems through urban agriculture
Chair:
We have some public participants today and if Mrs Kylie Newberry would care to come to the speaking point for us? She is going to be having a discussion with us today about the benefits of localised food systems and urban agriculture. Mrs Newberry, I trust that people have discussed with you how it works, how the system works? You have five minutes. You’re free to sit or stand and begin when you’re ready.

Ms Kylie Newberry:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. Mr Chairman, LORD MAYOR and Councillors. Do you know we’re really lucky? Food is abundant. It’s readily available. It’s in our supermarkets, our corner stores, our cafes and restaurants. Until it’s not. We take it for granted so much that it’s impossible to even consider a future that looks any different. Yet the future of Brisbane’s food supply is at risk and we need to act now in order to prevent a crisis. Now, I know what you’re thinking. How can I possibly predict the future? And you’re right, I can’t. I can’t foresee our future, but what I can do is look at what is happening right now and the impact that is going to have on our future. 


Our Earth’s temperature is getting hotter. You only had to live through Brisbane’s last summer to know how hot it’s getting. Droughts are becoming more frequent. They’re lasting for longer and they’re more severe. We’re seeing an increase in the number of extreme weather events and natural disasters, due to our changing climate. Not only do these extreme weather events put increasing pressure on our farmers to grow our food, but they also disrupt our supply chains, which distribute our food. Throw in more mouths to feed, due to our growing population, and we create the perfect storm, literally.


I hear you. You’re thinking that this is something that you’re never going to experience in your lifetime. Certainly not before next Council election—and you’re right. It’s true that food may still be readily available in the next five years, 10 years, 20 years. But here’s the thing. We can’t actually guarantee that, which is what makes it so important. At some point, our changing weather is going to affect what food is available in our city. How affordable it is and how easy it is to access. 


But the good news is that we can do something that builds our resilience. We can bring food back into the city. In fact, cities around the world are recognising the importance of growing food close to where the majority of people live. The fancy term for it is urban agriculture. It includes community gardens, verge gardens and rooftop gardens, backyard beehives. Food mostly grown for personal consumption. But it also includes city farms, which provide paid and volunteer jobs. They increase a city’s food security. They stimulate the local economy by circulating income in the city and they create valuable green spaces.


Sure, there’s lots of benefits to growing food in the city. But I’m guessing you’re also wondering about the risks. The top two risks that need to be at the top of your list are summer heatwaves and hungry people. The wonderful news is that Brisbane City Council is already doing many of these things. You have 22 community gardens and community composting facilities. You allow verged gardens and rooftop gardens. Most importantly, the community have told you that they want more green space and they want more things to see and do in Brisbane’s Future Blueprint.


Which is fantastic, because growing food in the city has enormous benefits. It cools the urban heat island effect. It decreases carbon emissions, which provides a cooler environment and reduces energy intensity. It provides opportunities for social connections. It increases our food resilience. It provides safe havens for biodiverse species. It increases the liveability and vibrancy of our city and it also enhances our diet, which improves our health.


So, what else could you do to make our city clean, green, sustainable? I’m asking for three things. (1) I would like Brisbane City Council to flourish with rooftop gardens. As urban density increases and we lose a lot of our green spaces, we need to make use of all available green space in order to grow more food. (2) I would like Brisbane City Council to protect the remaining urban farmland or rural zone land. As our population grows, so do the number of mouths to feed. We need to support and preserve our existing peri-urban farms because we can access food closer to home, increasing our resilience. (3) I would like Brisbane City Council to appoint a Sustainable Food Program Manager, who, among other things, will plan, develop and implement policies and programs that advance local sustainable agriculture and a vibrant food economy.


By making this a priority for Brisbane, you will be seen as a visionary and leader in Australia. With a strong focus on greening the city, cooling the city and feeding the city. Thank you very much for giving me the opportunity to speak to you all. Some of you I know, many of you I don’t. It is an absolute pleasure to address you all. Thank you.

Chair:
Thank you, Mrs Newberry. Would you like to have a seat there and Councillor HAMMOND, could you please respond?

Response by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you very much, Kylie, for coming in and addressing Council. As I briefly spoke to you outside, I told you that my husband is a farmer in the food bowl. So farming, to me, and agriculture is extremely important. My family has grown up in that background and I can see a lot of opportunities for us in Brisbane. As you know, and rightfully said, we go to the shopping centres and supermarkets and see readily available food. That’s why this Council has put in the program of the Love Food Hate Waste program. Educating our young ones at schools about this very important issue.


What she said about farming, about the difference, the droughts and then the floods and the different changes. Farming is forever changing and has often has many challenges. To be a farmer you have to adapt to the change and look at different alternatives. There are many different ways of farming that reduce the amount of impact to our land and around. You rightfully said about city farms. I’m so lucky on the northside to probably have one of the best, unfortunately, and fortunately, I think it’s in Councillor WINES’ area, but one of the best city farms, which is Northey Street. 


This Council support the city farms through our grant programs. We also have the wonderful community gardens. We’ve invested and educate through our libraries. Just in my own library at the Grange, we have—we don’t call it a community garden, we call it a share garden. Where people are welcome to come in, grow their produce and share it with the community. But more importantly, educate the community about this. Composting, we have a major composting push in this city with our composting caddies and the places that you can deposit them in our local communities.


You said about people wanting more green space. I couldn’t agree with you more. That’s why this side of the Chamber, under this LORD MAYOR, we have purchased over 700 hectares of bushland and we are committed to buying more parkland and green space across this city. You also mentioned about having the rooftop gardens. We’re actually amending the City Plan, which is something that you could probably talk to Councillor BOURKE in further detail about, to facilitate this. To facilitate rooftop gardens, to actually open up that space again. 


I am dedicated in this role to continue educating people about different ways that you can have more sustainable living at home. We encourage people to have farms in their backyard. I will admit, even though I’m married to a farmer, I’m not the farmer. I struggle with my growing. But we encourage people to do that in their own backyard, to produce their own goods for themselves. We also encourage people, or allow people, to have chooks in the backyard. Which is not only a good way to get your eggs and produce, but it’s a great way to educate little ones about caring for the environment and actually understanding where food comes from and how you care for those animals.


Urban agriculture would be something that we’d encourage in this city and it is encouraged under City Plan. However, it has to be in the right location and usually those locations are close to markets. We support non-for-profit city farms across our city. So, if you were looking at something more commercial, then that would be something for a private investor to have a look at. But I’m more than happy to have a talk with you and have a meeting with you later, because I am really, really passionate about this space. Thank you so much for coming in.

Chair:
Mrs Newberry, thank you for your time. Billy’s going to escort you to the front door. Thank you for coming. 

Mr Alan Mayne – Brisbane cable car project
Chair:
Can I draw the Council’s attention to the second public participant, Mr Alan Mayne, who will be here to discuss the Brisbane Cable Car project. Mr Mayne, you’re welcome to stand or sit, whichever is your preference. I trust that the process has been discussed with you in advance. The timer is here. Please begin when you’re ready.

Mr Alan Mayne:
Could I ask if—did you all get these?

Chair:
I believe that they have been distributed. Have all Councillors got—and also I think the earlier speaker had some notes that should have been on your table when you arrived. Thank you, please begin.

Mr Alan Mayne:
Mr Chairman, Mr LORD MAYOR, Councillors. About 13 years ago, Premier Anna Bligh asked us, the public, for ideas to boost tourism. She asked the public for ideas. She asked for an iconic tourist project, and that’s what I thought of. I thought of a cable car, running around Brisbane in a circle and going up to the top of the Story Bridge. The first of my photos shows the Story Bridge and the second of my photos shows what I could see as the cable car going up to the top. As well as this, it would connect Queen Street Mall to the Cultural Centre and to South Bank.


My proposed route for the cable car is on the third piece of paper. From high above the existing Queen Street Mall, 10 metres up, the cable car would glide over the river, next to the Victoria Bridge. It would turn left in front of the Cultural Centre and over the parklands. It would follow the river over and above the Kangaroo Point Cliffs. It would reach to the top of the Story Bridge. After the Story Bridge, it would glide high over Kemp Place. It would turn left around All Hallows’ College into Ann Street. It would then fork left into Queen Street and follow Queen Street back to the Queen Street Mall.


This kind of project would indeed be iconic. The views of our city from the top of the Story Bridge are incredible. The views of our city as you glide along Kangaroo Point Cliffs are unforgettable. I think this would be a world-first tourist project. I have never seen a cable car going up to the top of a bridge and, as well as that, going around a circle of the city. This would be a major tourist attraction, not just for Brisbane, but for Queensland and for Australia. As well as the tourism focus, thousands of people would be transported around our city, and especially from the city to South Bank and return. 


The cable car would connect the Queen Street Mall to the Cultural Centre and South Bank Parklands and to the Valley and Chinatown. Initially, I suggest three stations. Station One, the Queen Street Mall station, say, 10 metres above the existing Queen Street Mall. Escalators and lifts taking passengers from street level at The Mall to the raised platform. Station Two would be at the Cultural Centre. It would be the Cultural Centre Station. Station Three would be at The Valley. The cost of such a project would be large. But I can see the potential for very large corporate advertising—Qantas, Emirates, Lexus, who knows? Brisbane could have something special in the order of magnitude of the Melbourne Cup. But our something special would be here every day of the year. 


The possible mathematics. The entire circuit that I’ve thought of is a 5.5 kilometre loop. If it travelled at 10 kilometres per hour and if one gondola, or one car, held 20 people and there was one car every 200 metres, then the time for one complete loop of the circuit would be 39 minutes. The time between Queen Street and the Cultural Centre is six minutes. This would provide 1,000 people per hour past the points, in each direction. This is a lot of people who could be transported across the river, from the city to the South Bank and back. All this without affecting the existing infrastructure and traffic on the ground.


In fact, such a cable car as this would reduce both the vehicles and pedestrian traffic below. I have available USB sticks that I’ve prepared years ago, and I’d love to distribute them, if anyone is interested. Also, if anyone is interested in contacting me, I’ve got business cards that I’m happy to give out. I thank you, Mr Chairman, for allowing me to present this to you and I’m very willing to answer questions, both now and in the future, about this project. Thank you.

Chair:
Thank you, Mr Mayne. 

Can I invite the DEPUTY MAYOR to respond please?

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

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Mr Mayne, for coming in this afternoon. Thank you for sharing your vision and obviously your passion for the cable car. We’re very committed here too, passionate about our vision for Brisbane. About a place that is fantastic to work, live and play and, I suppose, visit as well. I think what you’re talking about today is something that definitely fits into our vision of a visitor economy that encourages more people to come and visit Brisbane as well.


We have just had an enormous year for our visitor economy. We have had record-breaking visitor numbers come to Brisbane. We’ve had a record number of events and major events that have come to the city. We are always looking for entrepreneurs, young and old, like yourself, that come up with ideas that may be able to be included into that vision that we have for the city. We’re actually working through Brisbane Marketing at the moment on a visitor economy strategy to 2031 and holding a summit over the next day, with the LORD MAYOR, with the industry to discuss the opportunities that we have in the tourism industry. We know we’re on the cusp of being a worldwide known name and we want to take the opportunity to do the best we can when we get that name as well.


As I said, we’ve got a tourism sector that is very much working together at the moment. I’m actually hosting a tourism project reference group that is a cross‑government group, that has city, regional and State focus. So, we are all looking at all these opportunities—I’m a hand-talker, sorry—all these opportunities of different ideas and things that we could actually do in Brisbane. We know that, as I said, the industry are working together and we’re getting a great outcome from that. But we’re also very keen to see what else we could do to boost that visitor economy as well. 


We do realise that part of that is making sure we have experiences. A cable car would be definitely, a once in a Queensland opportunity for the type that you’re talking about. Our tourism and events team are actually working really closely to engage with people like yourself to talk about your ideas, your visions. How we can support you, how we may be able to make that vision come true. In particular, with concessionable product, because the wonderful thing we have about Brisbane is, there’s so much free stuff to do. There is so much to see and do. But we need to have stuff that actually might have a ticket to it, so our tourism industry wants to come along and have some concessionable product as well, to come and visit.


I am more than happy to talk to you offline, take one of those business cards. Get you in touch with the tourism events team at Brisbane Marketing to get you in the loop and start the conversations and see what opportunities there are. For where you’re suggesting, or other opportunities for cable cars as a visitor economy strategy. Thanks for coming in today, Mr Mayne.

Mr Alan Mayne:
Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR.
Chair:
Thank you, Mr Mayne. Billy will escort you. Thank you for your time.

QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
Councillors, now begins Question Time. 

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

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.
Question 1

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, Council has now implemented multiple amendments to City Plan 2014, following extensive consultation with residents through Brisbane’s Future Blueprint process. Can you update the Chamber on the progress of further changes to be made?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor CUNNINGHAM, for the question. You rightly pointed out that since last year, when we released Brisbane’s Future Blueprint, which included eight guiding principles and 40 action items, we’ve been very deliberately and methodically working through those action items, to implement them. Many of those are well underway and we will continue to work through to deliver on those actions. Because this is a blueprint put together by the community for a better Brisbane. It is a blueprint for Brisbane’s future, guided by the community. Where the community was involved and consulted, and indeed an award-winning process as well, that has not only achieved national recognition, but also wider afield and further afield than that as well.


The recommendations here, include a lot relating to particular tweaks to development, changes to development principles in the City Plan. One of them is relating to the provision of car parking in suburban developments. That was part of the agenda of getting people home quicker and safer with more travel options and number two, the recommendation of Brisbane’s Future Blueprint was to increase the car parking requirements for development in suburban areas. So, based on that community feedback that we received, we are acting on that today. So, we’re taking the first step in that process today to increase the car parking requirements in suburban developments. What we will see today is—
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Answers will be heard in silence. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. What we will see today is, going forward, a very clear approach from Council that if you are building a one-bedroom unit, then you must provide one car park. If you are building a two-bedroom unit you must provide two car parks. This is a very clear principle we got from the community, saying that in many of these two-bedroom developments out in the suburbs, there was not enough parking being provided. So, we have listened, and we are acting on that. So, what we will see now is, going forward, if you have a two‑bedroom development, it must have two car parks, going forward.


We’ve also taken steps to increase the amount of visitor parking as well. Another component of feedback clearly provided by the community. Because what they are seeing is, as new developments occur, as people are moving into areas, some of this car parking is spilling out onto local streets and causing concerns for local residents. Causing issues with parking and traffic congestion. So, we are taking action in response to that community feedback and that will see, going forward, amendments to the Plan to enshrine that two-bedroom, two car parking spaces principle. Also, the increase in visitor parking spaces as well.


Now this will apply right across Brisbane, with the exception of the CBD and the city frame. So, just those very inner city areas in the city frame and the CBD will have a different regime, but the rest of the city, right across all the way out to the boundary of the city, will have this new regime implemented. As I said, this is about making sure we are responsive to the community. That we provide appropriate guidance to the development industry that parking needs to be provided to meet community expectations. 


There’s also consideration of additional parking where there are units of three bedrooms or four bedrooms. But that basic principle of two bedrooms and two car spaces was one that we got overwhelming feedback on. We know if you have a three-bedroom apartment doesn’t necessarily mean that there are three different people living there. Many people do use that third bedroom for multiple uses, such as a home office and other types of uses. So, just having three bedrooms doesn’t necessarily mean there are three people living there. But definitely that principle from the community is two bedrooms, two car spaces.


The principle from the community we also listened to, is increasing visitor spaces, visitor car parking spaces, in new development. So that we get a reduction of the issue of the cars spilling out onto the local streets, adding to parking concerns in local streets. So, we are taking this action. This is the first step that needs to be taken in the process of going forward with this proposed amendment and we’re getting on with it. 


Obviously, there will be more community consultation done as part of this. There will also be consultation required and approval needed from the State Government. I certainly hope that that process goes smoother than the townhouse amendments that were proposed around eight months ago.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 

Further questions? 

Councillor CUMMING.
Question 2
Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, just last month a US court awarded a $2 billion judgement against the manufacturers of glyphosate-containing weedkiller Roundup. This has led to several Australian councils and state governments to review the use of glyphosate. Several in Sydney have phased out its use. Council currently uses glyphosate-containing herbicides in parks, playgrounds, footpaths and green spaces. In light of the reported links of glyphosate to cancer, will you phase out the use of chemical glyphosate in Brisbane?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor CUMMING. Look, thank you for the question and one that is indeed a topical one. I must admit, to be fully upfront with you, I was out in my yard on the weekend using this product in my yard. So, there is a role for it, and it must be done safely and used appropriately. When it comes to Council, I can tell you, we will be having a look at our use of this product. It is something we’ll be keeping a close eye on and if there are things that we can do to make sure that we respond to developments that are happening elsewhere and information that comes to light, then I can assure you that we will be taking a close look at that. Making sure that our workers are safe, and our community is safe. That is our absolute priority.


So, at the moment, Council uses this product, not indiscriminately. It is used by suitably trained staff for targeted weed control only and it is in line with the labelled recommendations. It is used in situations such as concrete kerb and channel weeds. As you know, in our sub-tropical climate we do get weeds growing up through the cracks in kerb and channel and it is used in situations such as that. There are other situations where it is used.


But to answer your question, Councillor CUMMING, we are happy to have a look at our practices. Because our priority is the safety of our staff and the safety of our community. So, thank you for the question. I expect that I will be in a position to provide you with a further update in the foreseeable future on the use of this product. As I say, it is a very topical matter at the moment and one that we’re having a look at.

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

809/2018-19

At that juncture, Councillor Jared CASSIDY moved, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That the Brisbane City Council immediately begins phasing out the use of glyphosate-containing herbicides.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, three minutes to urgency, please.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I think this is extremely urgent because there is mounting evidence now that glyphosate-containing herbicides are in fact linked to several cancers. We’ve now seen significant judgements in overseas jurisdictions. We just heard a $2 billion judgement in the United States, where an established link was made between lymphoma and the use of glyphosate-containing herbicides. There have been these landmark judgements and now there are people, not just overseas, but here in Australia, who are talking about the potential for class action suits for the use of glyphosate.


So, we don’t think there’s a day to waste in beginning to phase out the use of these chemicals. I don’t know that there are many Councillors here that wouldn’t have people in their communities that have raised concerns with them about this use. The LORD MAYOR just said that it’s used on kerbing and channelling. I know for a fact that it’s used in playgrounds, around play equipment, in green spaces, in our natural habitat areas.

Chair:
Just to urgency, Councillor CASSIDY, please.

Councillor CASSIDY:
It needs to stop, Mr Chair. So that’s what we need to do today. That’s why it’s urgent. We have other jurisdictions, such as the Victorian State Government, who are currently reviewing that use formally, not just saying they’ll look at it. Formally doing that. The Fairfield City Council has phased it out in Sydney already. The Georges River Council is about to stop using it and Willoughby, Ku-ring-gai, Sutherland and Waverley Councils are also going through that process right now.


So, the evidence is clear that exposed use of glyphosate-containing herbicides can lead to cancer. We should have the safety of our Council employees front and centre when it comes to this issue. But also, the community. I don’t know that many people want their children running around a playground that has just been sprayed with a chemical glyphosate-containing herbicide, without any warnings. We don’t even have warnings in Brisbane this is being used. But we think, given the mounting evidence there is now, that it’s actually quite urgent that a council the size of Brisbane City Council takes the lead on this and actually phases out the use of glyphosate-containing herbicides.


We heard in the ‘60s and ‘70s how safe tobacco was, how safe asbestos was. They used to say that some of these chemicals were so safe, you could drink them. I think the evidence now is very clear that they are not in fact safe for exposed use by staff and also in use in places where children are playing and where the broader community is supposed to be enjoying this clean, green city that we hear about from this LORD MAYOR all the time. Well take a lead, LORD MAYOR, and phase out its use.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, your time has expired. 
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 Jared CASSIDY and Peter CUMMING 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 Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 18 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, 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:
We will now return to Question Time. There is 36 minutes remaining. 

Councillor TOOMEY, your question please.
Question 3

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of City Planning Committee, Councillor BOURKE. Councillor BOURKE, can you give an update on the SCHRINNER Administration’s commitment to ban town houses in Low density residential zoned land? Have there been any recent developments? Pardon the pun.

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair, and I thank Councillor TOOMEY for the question. It’s a very timely question too, Councillor TOOMEY, given the developments we’ve just heard from the LORD MAYOR in his answer to the previous question. As Councillors would know, this Council undertook the largest public engagement exercise of its kind ever undertaken in this country, when we undertook Plan your Brisbane, which flowed on and out into Brisbane’s Future Blueprint.


One of the key recommendations out of Brisbane’s Future Blueprint was to ban townhouses in low density residential areas across this city. So, dutifully, committed to delivering the Blueprint as we are, we introduced an amendment, a major amendment, back in this place, in September last year. Councillors will be well aware of the history around that major amendment and some of the political games that were played by the Labor Councillors in this place at the time when we brought that particular major amendment in.


Well, it is my great pleasure this afternoon, it is my great pleasure this afternoon to let the Chamber know that the Minister has approved our major amendment. So, it can now go to consultation.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
He has approved the major amendment. I want to thank the Minister for his considered approach to this important issue for the residents of Brisbane. Because it was very clear from the feedback that we had from the residents that this was of concern to them. Got to remember, Mr Chair, through you, to all those in the Council Chamber, that this is a provision that the Labor Party first introduced 40 years ago into our Planning Scheme. This Administration has listened to the residents of Brisbane and is now removing, or seeking to remove, those provisions that would allow townhouse developments on areas zoned low density residential over 3,000 square metres. 


There is some detailed conditions that have been placed on us as part of the Minister’s approval and we will go about our job of making sure that we fulfil each and every one of those. We will host Talk to a Planner sessions, one on the southside, one on the northside, and one in the CBD, Mr Chair, so the residents can be informed about this amendment. So that they can understand what the provisions are and how it may affect their communities and may affect their block of land, Mr Chair. We’ll do direct engagement with the industry as well.


Because it’s important. It’s important that everyone has their say on this particular issue, Mr Chairman. So, we will be going out over the coming months and carrying out that engagement. The Minister has set us 20 business days for the engagement to be carried out and we will be complying with all of our requirements as part of that.


But what the Minister’s approval has shown, Mr Chair, is that all of the Labor Party’s in this place’s attempts to undermine, to play political games when it comes to this important change, is just that. We called them out at the time. Much to the dislike of the Australian Labor Party on the other side, when they tried to move TLPIs. Oh, let’s move a TLPI, Mr Chair, this is the way we do it. Well, the Minister said no. He said no, it’s not a TLPI matter. He said, you should go through a normal planning scheme and that’s why he approved it.


I mean, the Labor Party’s answer to everything in this place, when it comes to planning, Mr Chair, is to slap a TLPI on it. Honestly, if Councillor Sutton, the former Councillor for Morningside, was in this place, they wouldn’t be doing this. Because she understood planning. I think she was the last person in the Australian Labor Party in this place who actually understood planning and how a planning scheme actually worked, Mr Chair. Those Councillors opposite don’t.


What they see when it comes to planning in the city is political gain. We’ve seen it demonstrated because the whole process around this particular amendment and their constant calls for TLPIs. The mock outrage when we voted it down and said no, we’re going to do the right thing by going through the consultative process that a major amendment allows us to go through. They said no. They wanted to shut people out of that opportunity, Mr Chairman, because they’re not interested in the people of Brisbane, they’re interested in the politics of a matter. 


Whatever it takes to get onto this side of the Chamber, Mr Chair, is what the Australian Labor Party is prepared to do. They don’t want to engage with people, they don’t want to have a discussion. I’m just glad that the Minister, their State Labor colleagues, understand the importance of engaging with the residents when it comes to planning on issues like this. That’s why we’ve welcomed the Minister’s approval of us now to go to the next stage of consultation on Major H. Because the residents provided that clear feedback. The residents have told us that they don’t like seeing large townhouse developments occurring in areas of the city that are designated for low density residential and we’re responding, Mr Chair.


We’re not playing the petty political games that those opposite seem to like to play. Councillor Sutton, when she was in this place, would never have stood for those sorts of political games when it comes to issues like this.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor BOURKE:
But, for some reason, Mr Chair, the current Australian Labor Party Councillors in this place think that they can put politics before the people of Brisbane. Well, on this side, Mr Chair, we’re more interested, we’re more interested.

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE. Councillor BOURKE, time has expired. 

Further questions?


Councillor JOHNSTON.
Question 4

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, that was a stunning effort. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, it has been one year since Council announced the Ipswich Road Corridor Review. What are the outcomes or recommendations?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the question, Councillor JOHNSTON. That review is not yet complete, but certainly when that work is complete, we will be doing what we always do, which is making sure the community is aware of the outcomes of that work. We acknowledge this is something you are interested in and we thank you for that. That is something that this Administration is also interested in, which is why we’re doing this work in the first place. Look, I can’t say much more beyond that, but when it is, when the work is completed and when there is information to go out to the community on, we will be sure to initiate that process.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor RICHARDS.
Question 5

Councillor RICHARDS:
My question is to the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor HAMMOND. Councillor HAMMOND, Council celebrated the 10th anniversary of Green Heart Fairs, with a fair held at Chermside this past Sunday. Can you outline some of the sustainable initiatives we have in place as part of Environment Day on 5 June?

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you very much, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor RICHARDS for the question. Green Heart Fair celebrated its 10th year on Sunday, with over 20 Green Heart Fairs being done over the last 10 years. These fairs are helping create a clean and green Brisbane. Brisbane’s Green Heart Fair provides initiatives that are easy ideas about sustainability around the home and to reduce the environmental footprint and reduce your cost of living. 


Keeping Brisbane clean and green is all about making our city a great place to live. These fairs aim to cater for everybody, from hands on workshops to inspiring speakers, delicious street food and enjoyable live music. Our Green Heart Fairs have been inspiring residents of Brisbane to reduce waste at home, as the Cleanaway Waste Zone highlighted waste reduce, refuse, rethink the way we do waste. 


I had the great pleasure on the weekend to meet and introduce the well-known War on Waste, Craig Reucassel. He was an amazing speaker and has inspired so many people across our city to rethink our waste. We also saw the Zero Waste blogger, Lindsay Miles, from Treading My Own Path. It was great to hear both of these people speak about their passions.

We have always been supportive of residents to plant native trees. Over the weekend, on Sunday, we handed out 2,000 native trees for residents across our city, not just the northside because it was in Marchant Ward on the weekend, but across our city, to plant native trees in their backyard. We’ve also had our partners, Queensland Urban Utilities, at the fair, to learn about everything water. Residents can enjoy the free refill stations for their reusable water bottles.


Green Heart Fair was the first event for Council’s Green Heart Week, which runs from 1 June to the ninth, with activities running across the week. Some of these great activities will be there to celebrate World Environment Day, which, as Councillor RICHARDS mentioned, is tomorrow, 5 June. There are five fashion parades in Queen Street Mall, with local designers highlighting the impact of single-use plastics on our environment and with The Solution, Not the Pollution runway show and The Love of Food. Councillor RICHARDS, I understand that you will be there tomorrow to see some of these fashion parades. I look forward to hearing in detail from you how successful it was tomorrow. 


The end of this week will be ended by the Koala Festival on Sunday at Mount Gravatt East. This tree planting event will help protect the local koala population by getting the community involved and plant a tree. This free, family-friendly event will feature tree planting, live music, activities for kids, craft workshops, with food and coffee on site. Living more sustainably must be more than just a bumper sticker. We have a proud record, stretching back decades, in leading the way for other councils to follow. Like expanding our network of our green corridors and habitats for wildlife through our bushland acquisition program. 


This brings me to an amazing announcement that the LORD MAYOR said on Sunday at the Green Heart Fair. The Greener Suburban Suburbs Project will create more walkable neighbourhoods and also increase landscaping in a variety of areas around shops, median strips and our suburbs. In the new financial year, we’ll be rolling out this program out to a number of suburbs across the city. Consultation will be very important, and I encourage all Councillors, if you have this project in your area, please get involved and ensure that you work with your residents to maximise the planting of trees on the grounds of this program.


If we don’t, the program will not be a success. We need more trees. We encourage people to have more trees. We want a cleaner, greener sustainable city, so please Councillors, get behind this program. Officers will soon be in touch with the relevant Councillors who have had the project in their ward, to get the ball rolling on this project, which will receive over $2 million in funding in the 2019-20 budget.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND, your time has expired.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor STRUNK.
Question 6

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of Field Services, Councillor Vicki HOWARD. Councillor HOWARD, as you know, each year Brisbane residents dispose of more than 12,000 tonnes of disposable nappies. Disposable nappies are a non-recyclable, resource-intensive and it’s estimated it will take up to 500 years for them to break down. As Chair, with great fanfare, you introduced in September 2018, a sustainable nappy cashback scheme for Brisbane residents to enter into a monthly lottery draw to win back their investment in reusable nappy products up to $300. Along with that, two individual $50 vouchers for two additional people or families. 


Councillor HOWARD, can you tell us how many Brisbane residents have taken up the opportunity to register for the monthly draw each month since the start? Also, could you tell us also what the reduction has been in the 1,200 tonnes of disposable nappies that would have taken place over the last 12 months?

Chair:
There’s quite a bit there, Councillor HOWARD, I trust you’ll answer as much as you can. 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. I thank Councillor STRUNK for the question, and I know that he has been a great advocate for keeping waste from landfill. Of course, that’s something that is incredibly important to the residents of Brisbane. The Nappy Cashback Scheme was one of the many, many things that Field Services and, in particular, our Waste and Resource Recovery team, our Waste Minimisation team, work on right throughout the year. So, we all know about Love Food Hate Waste and we know about a lot of the other programs that we have.


The Nappy Cashback Scheme is one of those that forms a number of activities that we use to try and encourage our residents right across Brisbane to think carefully about what they put into our red top bin, into our recycle bin and now, of course, into our green bin. So, it is important from an educational point of view, and particularly this particular scheme, Councillor STRUNK, was one that we introduced to try and have new families think about using cloth nappies. We know that we’re in a very fast track society and that often the use of cloth nappies might not be something that many families can do. But it’s certainly something that we encourage.


As a mother myself of many, many years ago, we only had cloth nappies, so it was not something that we had to consider then. But I can tell you, Councillor STRUNK, I can’t give you the exact details, but I’ll certainly get the data that you’ve asked for and respond to you in my Committee Report. But it has been very successful. We’ve had quite a number of people who have committed to the program. We’re extremely pleased to see it being so well received. I think that it’s a testimony to our Waste Minimisation team to come up with innovative ideas that we can put forward to the residents of Brisbane. So that people can think about what it is that they can do to keep waste from landfill. 


It’s certainly something that isn’t every family will look at, but we very much hope that people will use the opportunity of these types of projects to think about what they’re putting into landfill. To think about, if they’re a young family and if they have a newborn, that they can think about soft nappies. That we can think about how we remove particularly nappies from our waste cycle. Because they are certainly something that contributes greatly to our landfill problem. So, Councillor STRUNK, thank you very much for the question, really appreciate that you’re interested in the program. I know that you were on radio talking about it, so I know that it’s something that you’re very keen to hear about. 


I’ll certainly get some data and statistics. But I can tell you that there has been a take up for the program and that our team are working with a number of families to see how we can encourage people to keep waste from landfill. Thank you.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor MURPHY.
Question 7

Councillor MURPHY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Lifestyle Committee, Councillor MATIC. Councillor MATIC, this Administration has a history of strong community consultation in relation to smoking regulation in Brisbane. Can you outline the history of smoking regulations applicable across the city and then any alternative approaches that you might be aware of?

Chair:
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I thank Councillor MURPHY for the question. We did speak about this in the Chamber last week and it was with interest that we saw an example of what effectively is policy on the run from the ALP, particularly Councillor COOK. Whether that thought bubble came from her or whether it came from Councillor CUMMING, well he probably doesn’t take the credit for it because we haven’t heard him say anything about this particular issue from last Tuesday. But he did just make a comment now, so he must have just caught the memo around the motion that was presented by Councillor COOK last week.


As I said then, Mr Chair, this Administration has taken the issue very seriously. If you listen to the urgency motion from Councillor COOK, it was like nothing has happened in this city at all, ever. Look, I can understand, she’s new to the Chamber, new to what Council has done in the past, so she may not have been aware of the history of how much work this Administration has actually undertaken. But the very clear point of difference between this side and those in Opposition is consultation and engagement and finding the balance, Mr Chair.


Now, in 2011, this Administration proactively consulted with the community about banning smoking and there was a lack of community support to prohibit smoking in other locations across the CBD, beyond the Queen Street Mall and the Fortitude Valley Mall. In the past two years, no resident has contacted the LORD MAYOR seeking a citywide ban on smoking in public parks and only five people have requested a ban in public squares. Yet if you listen to the urgency motion from Councillor COOK, it was rife, it was terrible, we needed to make movement now. Again, a failure to consult. A failure to understand what the people of Brisbane actually prioritise and where the balance truly is.


Council continues its strong commitment to monitoring smoking in banned areas and also on the issue of maintaining a ban on littering. That smoking ban enforcement has worked proactively. Over the past three years Council has only issued five infringement notices and all of them were in 2016 for people who were not complying. On top of that, if that was not wide enough already, the State Government on 1 September 2016, within the Parliament passed amendments to the Tobacco and Other Smoking Products Act. The laws that apply to a number of areas—organised underage sporting events, skate parks, public swimming pools, public transport waiting points, building entrances, pedestrian malls, children’s playground equipment, outdoor commercial drinking and eating areas, early childhood education care facilities, residential aged care facilities, temporary retail outlets. 


The smoking ban also banned smoking within 10 metres of any part of a skate park and the same distance from any part of children’s outdoor play equipment at any place, which is ordinarily open to the public. So, Councillor COOK stands up and talks about the ban and talks about the health and wellbeing of the elderly and children and families. Yet everything this Administration and State Government has done since 2011 covers all of those particular aspects. That’s where the whole thing starts to fall apart for Councillor COOK. Because when you look at the motion that she moved, this half-cooked policy from Councillor COOK was just really half-baked, Mr Chair.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor MATIC:
The idea that, if they were to win the next Council election, they would ban smoking in 2000 parks across the city. Now imagine this, Mr Chair. So, you’ve got a park and a playground in it. You take a park, for example, that may be from 800 square metres to maybe three hectares. A person who is in that park who then wants to have a cigarette has to leave the park, physically leave the park, and it’s not enough that they stand on the footpath just outside the park. No, according to Councillor COOK, in a radio interview with the ABC last week. The reporter said, so, if they’re taking their families to a park, where can they go? She says, look, they can go across the road. We think that at the moment you already can’t smoke in parks where there are things like children’s games playing. So, if they didn’t even know what the law was before they got up and made the motion, they thought there were protections in parks, but they weren’t too sure.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor MATIC:
Then they want—Councillor COOK wants people to physically leave the park, cross the road, go smoke in front of somebody else’s house, because it’s not enough to be on the footpath. Mr Chair, this is a perfect example of the out of touch ALP opposite, who they, Mr Chair, reckon that they represent. It’s interesting, since that story last week, Mr Chair, the LORD MAYOR has received an avalanche of emails from residents in regard to smoking.


In fact, just one, just one email from a resident, and I’ll just quote from this person. It says, many of the homeless and those with mental issues, spend their days in our public parks. Many of our Indigenous people use these parks. They have a right to smoke. Many of them do. Now the Labor Party wants to fine them for a cheap headline—shame on you.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor MATIC. Councillor MATIC, your time has expired.


Councillor CUMMING.
Question 8

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Chair, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, I refer to the scathing PwC report into this LNP Administration, City of Brisbane Investment Corporation (CBIC), that you have battled tooth and nail to keep secret from ratepayers for more than 18 months. Your LNP Administration has gone to unprecedented lengths to smother this damning indictment of an inept organisation built on pretend profits of Council leasing buildings off itself. Even after the ABC successfully challenged your gag, brought it to the Information Commissioner, its journalists were forbidden to make copies of the report. This is believed to be a first for Queensland, a new low in the history of right to information (RTI) legislation in this State. 


The BCC Code of Conduct for Councillors specifically orders you and your LNP colleagues to make decisions in a fair and transparent manner and make decisions solely in the public interest. Yet on 5 October 2017, the response to an RTI request for the very same PwC report, eventually viewed by the ABC, the Opposition was advised that no relevant documents exist within Council’s control or possession, despite the Council CEO being a member of the CBIC Board. 


Given the report clearly did exist, explain to the people of Brisbane why you engaged in a shameful cover up of information they clearly deserve to know.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I’m not sure if that was a question or just a political statement. It wasn’t a good one because it was full of crap, Mr Chair.

Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
It was full of crap. 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, that sort of language isn’t acceptable.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay, I withdraw that word. Look, it was full of rubbish. It was absolutely inaccurate portrayal of what had happened. First of all, this Administration—the Councillors in this Administration do not make decisions on right to information applications. We do not get involved in any way, shape or form.


Now if you have a claim to make you’re making a reflection on a Council officer and the way in which they do their job, and I’ll tell you what, if you want to make that claim put your money where your mouth is. Make the claim, make a complaint and see if the proper process has been followed, because we don’t get involved in that. We do not get involved in that, but I’ll tell you what we do get involved in—
Chair:
Answers will be heard in silence. Answers will be heard in silence. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. I’ll tell you what we do get involved in, Mr Chair. We get involved in making money for the people of Brisbane through the CBIC that goes into buying parkland. We get involved in setting up a future fund that pays dividends back to Council that goes into buying new parkland and creating new parkland.


Now we know that Labor has always opposed the City of Brisbane Investment Corporation, the city’s future fund. Why? Because when you’ve got a pot of money sitting there, Labor just can’t resist it. They cannot resist it. 


I remember seeing this information, this study into delayed gratification, and it was testing children and they were given an opportunity to have one lolly now—
Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Mr Chair, relevance. The question was about this Administration hiding this report. Not about lollies. Could you please bring the LORD MAYOR to answering the question.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR please be mindful of relevance, but you’ve only just begun the anecdote.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, and this is very relevant because it goes to Labor’s whole approach. Mr Chair, the premise of their question was absolutely false, as I’ve already explained. No one is hiding anything. Council officers make decisions on right to information applications and they have done that, and as I said if you have a complaint about that you need to go through the appropriate process. But this Administration, these Councillors did not have anything to do with that because we are the most open and transparent Administration this city has ever had and—
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Hey, hey, Councillors. Councillors stop. No. 

Councillors answers will be heard in silence. Answers—
LORD MAYOR:
—and I will say we are far more open and transparent than the State Government or the Federal Government is as well, because when you’re an opposition backbencher in the Federal or State Government you can’t get access to any documents. You just can’t get access to anything. You can’t even get a response out of ministers.


But, Mr Chairman, back to the point I was making. There was a famous test done on children and they were given the opportunity to have one lolly now or to wait 20 minutes and they get two lollies. It was interesting because some people would just naturally—they wanted to go after the lolly straightaway even though they knew there was bigger rewards if they waited. That is the Labor Councillors. They were the kids that went after the lolly and couldn’t wait, and that is their approach when it comes to the City of Brisbane Investment Corporation. 


We’re putting money away for the long term. We’re investing in the future of the city. We’re investing in our greenspaces. Labor wants to the sugar-hit right now. They want to spend it on pork barrelling for the next election. That’s what they want to do. That’s what they want to do.


They said it last time, they’re going to say it this time, and I challenge them—tell me—
Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Under the Meetings Local Law, the LORD MAYOR is required to actually answer the question and not debate the question, Mr Chair, so could you please direct him to answer the question why was this report covered up.

LORD MAYOR:
I’ve already answered that question.

Chair:
I think the answer’s been provided as well LORD MAYOR, but continue please.

LORD MAYOR:
There was nothing covered—and if it was covered up how come you know about this report? How come the ABC knows about this report?

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
No, no. This Administration was not involved in any way, shape or form in that—
Chair:
No, Councillor CASSIDY, I’ve brought quite a few people up about the sort of language they use. Please don’t use that sort of language in this place. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. So we have a clear policy of investing for the future of this city and that’s what the CBIC, the city’s future fund, is all about. It’s about putting away the investment and watching that investment grow and then seeing the dividends come back to the people of Brisbane. Those dividends are real. Those dividends deliver real value.


Now I could just imagine Labor’s approach, which would be to get their mitts on that money and to spend it all in one go, and then not have anything left to show for it. Guess what? They’ll be coming hand in cap to the ratepayers of Brisbane with higher rate increases as a result of their profligacy.


So we know that last election they funded election promises based on canning the CBIC. They did that. That was part of their strategy going into the last election. We know it’s going to be part of their irresponsible strategy going into the next election. Well I can tell you our strategy is to deliver more parkland for the City of Brisbane, to buy more parkland and that’s the strategy that goes year after year after year going forward.


So we will see that money put into real benefit for the City of Brisbane, and so that’s the real story here. This is a fund that has done an internal report. This was not a Council report; this was commissioned by the Board of CBIC to review their own operations. They took on the recommendations of that report and they’ve implemented the recommendations of that report.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR your time’s expired. 

Further questions? 

Councillor McLACHLAN.
Question 9

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR the Brisbane River has been experiencing great attention and investment in recent months with major construction projects being built and new ones planned. Can you please outline to the Chamber how we ensure the safety of residents who use the river for leisure-based activities as these works occur?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I thank my Deputy Chair, Councillor McLACHLAN, for the question.


Brisbane is the river city, we know that and we have one of the most iconic pieces of natural assets flowing right through in and around the city which provides us with so many more things to see and do.


We also have a very great sense of local pride about the river as well, whether you’re up in the Jamboree Ward or you’re out in the Hamilton Ward as Councillor McLACHLAN is as well. But we also have a responsibility to make sure that the Brisbane River is as safe as possible so residents are getting home quicker and safer each day, which is incredibly important. We’re also doing plenty of works around the river to make sure that it’s more accessible to those residents as well and not just commuters, to make sure that Brisbane becomes better in the future than it is today.


For 11 years now we have seen the rowing experience a major increase in participation and we’ve been working closing with Rowing Queensland while this boom has happened. The Brisbane River sees more 2,000 schoolboys and schoolgirls using the river for training, and they aren’t just skilled athletes but they are our youth carrying out athletic pursuits and the excitement of the competition. It’s not unusual to see more than 350 rowing boats stretching across the Brisbane River from the mouth to the river hills.


It is a longstanding relationship that’s played a huge role in our evolution along the river from the Regatta Hotel obviously, which held the first regattas along the Brisbane River. They’ve had to go out a little further west for those regattas now.


But Council has been working with both Rowing Queensland and the CityCat ferry drivers to make sure we are delivering safety initiatives in this space. We’re making sure that Public and Active Transport work in unison and we’re doing this so we can ease the congestions on our road and make sure it’s more attractive to get onto the CityCats to get home quicker and safer; from installing sunblinds on our CityCats, lighting on the rowing pontoons or producing small but effective safety booklets for users of the river and how they use it.


We have seen a sizeable decrease in the number of accidents on the river, but we know there’s always more to be done. We engage and interact with all of our river users and this is starting to pay off, but we always need to make sure that front and centre of our work is the great deal of construction works on the river and how we work with that as well.


With the recent construction of Howard Smith Wharves’ river access hubs and ferry terminals and, of course, our five new green bridges coming, it’s only going to get busier. That’s why I’m pleased to announce today that we will be issuing a grant of $50,000 to Rowing Queensland in a bid to further improve the safety on our city’s iconic river.


The boost of funding will help them address those ongoing issues between rowers and ferries. It will help buy new safety systems so rowers can be seen in all light and weather conditions, improve education and enforcement frameworks to help all river users understand the role they play, and finally help the investigation of more streamlined internet reporting systems so we can better understand more quickly how incidents occur and how we can prevent them into the future.


The CEO of Rowing Queensland, Murray Stewart, is keen to get cracking on this work and with our support we hope that we will see a further growth for our rowers on our popular river city, and improve the access for all river users, commuters, recreational and lifestyle. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor CUMMING.
Question 10

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to Councillor HAMMOND, the Chair of the Environment Committee. Councillor HAMMOND the aim of the funding Council received from the State Government for a new coastal hazard adaption strategy was to prepare for storm tide inundation, coastal erosion and emerging threat of rising sea levels caused by climate change. Yet in comments given at the meeting you haven’t once mentioned the effect of climate change. Have you joined the ranks of Malcolm Roberts and Tony Abbott and now believe climate change is not real?

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chairman, and I’d like to thank the Leader of the Opposition for a very, very politically motivated question.


Mr Chairman, I’d like to make it very clear, this Council is a green, clean, sustainable city. We have a lot of initiatives to reduce waste across this city. We encourage our residents to reduce waste across this city. We are planting more trees across this city than what those opposite did, because those—
Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order. Point of order.
Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Mr Chair, the question was clear-cut. It was about whether this Chair believes in the effects of climate change. Not—
Chair:
I believe she’s answering—
Councillor CUMMING:
She’s speaking about anything but climate change.

Chair:
I think she’s addressing the matters within her area. 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. This debate was made in 2006 in this Council Chamber. That is why—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Yes. Pete was probably the only one on that side that was there at the time, and that is why this Council had put in an initiative to make a carbon neutral Council. I am proud to say we are the most—and we are so passionate and proud of this city—we are the most sustainable city across Australia.


We are carbon neutral and we will continue to put initiatives forward to make a cleaner, greener city that we can be proud of. Thank you, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
That concludes Question Time. 
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 27 May 2019, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 
LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. I am seeking further additional information with respect to item B—and I apologise if I’m pronouncing this badly—Voigle inclusion software. Could the LORD MAYOR please advise us—other corporate or private sector users of this Voigle software technology please.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay, thank you, Mr Chair. Well look we’ll take that question on notice—legitimate question. Thank you Councillor JOHNSTON.


Look I just wanted to—before I move on to other matters—wanted to talk about the ALP urgency motion on the Roundup or Zero weedkiller issue that they raised.


Now week after week we see them coming in trying to make policy on the run, and we saw the debacle that was created by the smoking in the parks policy on the run, where smoking is already banned within 10 metres of playgrounds already and Councillor COOK’s half-cooked idea to get people smoking out the front of people’s houses instead was the outcome of that.


So policy on the run like this—
Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
I’m just concerned that the LORD MAYOR might be deliberately misleading the Chamber about those comments.

Chair:
Okay, thanks. That’s not a point of order. 

Councillor SCHRINNER—LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. I’m quite happy to table the transcript of the ABC interview where you said it was okay for people to smoke out in the front of other people’s houses on the nature strip—
Councillor COOK:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
That’s also misleading the Chamber. Thank you.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. So in relation to this policy on the run approach, the policy on the run that we’re seeing today from Labor Councillors is very much a knee‑jerk reaction. They are a policy-light Opposition and so they basically have a look at what’s in the media at the moment and then work out some way of getting themselves some publicity. That’s really the way they’ve approached everything to date. Most of their policies relate to banning something or other and here we see another knee-jerk ban response.


Now I was very clear when I answered the question; that we’re happy to have a look at what we’re doing, to take a sensible approach to make sure that we’re using this product safely, to make sure we’re continually reviewing the research and information to hand on this, and that is the appropriate way. 


Because it’s interesting; you hear members of the Labor Party when it comes to the issue of climate change—which they raised before saying well you’ve got to listen to the scientists—well why don’t you listen to the scientists when it comes to pesticides and the use of chemicals, because at the moment the leading authority on agrichemicals is the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority.


They are people, along with other Federal agencies, that monitor, do research and regulate the use of these kinds of chemicals. Now like any chemical you absolutely have to have safe handling procedures in place. There is no doubt about that. There are safe ways and there are unsafe ways to use any chemical.


Now it might be the same for people who are doing cleaning in Council facilities. Inappropriate use of certain cleaning products can be dangerous. That’s the reality. There are many chemicals that can be dangerous and that’s why we have standard procedures, safety procedures in place and it is the same when it comes to the use of pesticides.


But I think there’s a little bit more at play here. Apart from the opportunity to try and get a bit of publicity and appear like they have an agenda, I can foresee down the track that if our city was overgrown with weeds in the lead up to the next election Labor would love that as a political outcome. I wonder if that’s part of their motivation here, because I know that if you stop using chemical weed treatment what’s the alternative to that? Hand removal of weeds? What are the alternative products available because the experts say that there is nothing available on the market—
Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence. Councillors—Councillor COOK please stop laughing. 

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor COOK— 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue. 

LORD MAYOR:
—Councillor COOK thinks it’s funny that her policy will lead to the city being overgrown with weeds. That is not funny. 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, can you just take a moment please. Councillor COOK, can you please cease interjecting. It’s not conducive to the smooth operation of this meeting. Please cease interjecting. Please cease talking. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
So ultimately going forward we need a measured and sensible approach to this. We need to make sure our staff are safe, the public are safe and the kind of knee-jerk reaction here is simply designed to get them a story, and also has the added side benefit of causing unnecessary concern out in the community.


Because I know that when our Council staff do use chemical treatment on weeds they’re not spraying it indiscriminately around; they’re not spraying it on playgrounds or on children; they’re not spraying it on widespread areas across the city. It is a very targeted and guided approach and the safety procedures that are used for doing that are something which we continue to develop and we continue to make sure that we have a zero-harm workforce.


Because ultimately these things, like any chemical use, whether it’s cleaning products, whether it’s chemical pesticides, need to be dealt with in a safe manner. That’s our priority and that’s what I gave—the commitment we would continue to do; to make sure we’re using this as safe as possible.


If there is another alternative product that is determined by the experts and the scientists to be safe, fantastic, we’ll have a look at using that, but so far all of the advice we’ve been given is that there is not such an alternative. So we will go forward in a sensible and measured way on this matter, which is the appropriate thing to do.


When it comes to some other issues I wish to raise—as I generally do each Tuesday, I wanted to update Councillors on the lighting up of Council assets and the important community initiatives and causes that we’re supporting as a city going forward. Whether it’s community initiatives, whether it’s charities or whether it’s major sporting events, we’re a city that absolutely appreciates lighting up the major assets of the city and celebrating the great things that are happening in our city.


So today marks the eve of World Environment Day and the Queensland Conservation Council is turning 50, and the Tropical Dome, Reddacliff Place, Victoria Bridge and Story Bridge will all be lit up green to commemorate World Environment Day on 5 June. So they’ll be lit up green today. Tomorrow—what’s the day tomorrow? Origin. Origin tomorrow? So Environment Day we’re acknowledging today, Origin tomorrow and obviously we’ll be lighting up the Victoria Bridge, Story Bridge and Reddacliff Place in maroon.


On Thursday the Story Bridge, Victoria Bridge and Reddacliff Place will be again lit up in maroon, hopefully to celebrate a big win tomorrow night, fingers crossed. 


On Friday and Saturday—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, Councillors have got the giggles. Please stop. Please stop laughing. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. On Friday and Saturday night we’re celebrating the Girl Guides’ biscuit month by having Victoria Bridge, Story Bridge and Reddacliff Place illuminated blue and yellow in support of the annual Girl Guides’ biscuit drive which supports—by Girl Guides Queensland by providing vital funds.


As Councillor HAMMOND mentioned as well we had the Green Heart Fair on the weekend and that was just another fantastic event, but also the 10th year anniversary of the Green Heart Fair. 


We had a question about climate change today and whether we believe in climate change and we’re more than a decade into our climate change response, so I don’t know where Peter CUMMING has been, or Councillor CUMMING has been, or whether he’s been paying attention or not, but we’re well over a decade—
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, Councillors will be heard in silence. Everyone seems to be in a pretty lively mood today. Can we please remain calm while the meeting—Councillor COOK’s laughing again. She can’t help herself. Alright please—
LORD MAYOR:
You’re giving me the giggles now.

Chair:
—LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. We are well over a decade into our city’s response to the issue of climate change so we’re not spending our time debating whether it exists or not. We’re spending our time investing in the initiatives to deal with it and to respond with it, and the Green Heart Fair is just one of many things that we’re doing right across the city. All of the practical programs, all of the environmental initiatives, the carbon neutral Council, Australia’s largest carbon neutral organisation, and all of the other initiatives that come with our response to climate change big and small, we’re getting on with it.


So, yes, while Councillor CUMMING might want to make a cheap political shot, the reality is he’s about a decade behind the times with that particular issue.

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, Councillor Krista ADAMS, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Thank you very much. Okay, item A on the agenda we have a Stores Board submission for a significant contracting plan for the verification services for the Brisbane Metro project.


As we know, Brisbane Metro is a game changer for the city. It’s a fully funded project. It’s one that we’re getting on with. It’s one that we’re looking forward to receiving State Government approvals on very soon. I, unlike some people, hold out hope that the State Government will in fact cooperate and be reasonable and assist us in delivering this project. I believe they have the right intentions here. Hopefully they won’t prove me wrong, but we are getting on with it.


As you know, we’re out to tender on two of the major initiatives when it comes to Brisbane Metro which are the vehicles and also the inner city works contracting plan. This is another part of that tender process that we’re gearing up today, and it is really important to make sure that we can deliver the Metro project in a timely fashion to benefit the people of Brisbane.


Item B, which is the contract to award a Better Brisbane Proposal, which is an unsolicited proposal, for the Alkira software. Alkira approached Council with a proposal back in 2017 to provide inclusion software on Council’s website. The software provides mark-ups to Council’s website that will enable it to be more accessible for people with a vision impairment.


While there are some other solutions on the market, most solutions for vision impairment involve reading out the entire contents of a webpage to the user, which is not always what they want and not always practical.


The Alkira solution will present users with audible and text prompts that step users through a task that is based on curated customer journeys around popular tasks, transactions and content.


Under the proposal with Alkira, Council will have an unrestricted licence to use the inclusion software. Having an unrestricted licence means we can make it accessible to anyone wanting to access Council’s website for free.


Now the contract is for an initial period of one year with an option to extend for another two years. I can advise that currently in terms of the users of this particular software, Redland and Rockhampton City Councils and also RACQ—and that’s ALDI is it? ALDI—so ALDI Supermarkets as well.


There are other users of this software. I think it will be a really positive thing for people with low vision or a vision impairment, and that is one of the many initiatives we’re rolling out across the city to make our city accessible for all, to make sure that everyone can get access to the information that they would like to, and have a positive user experience through the Council website or other channels. So I think this is really something that deserves the support of all Councillors.


We have item C, which is the Contracts and Tendering report. I won’t read through all of those. The information is there for everyone to see.


Item D is a minor amendment package, Package H, and its administrative amendment package that is large reflective of rezoning in accordance with existing development approvals. So examples of where developments have been built; essentially tidying up zoning of those to reflect the existing approved use.


These rezonings also reflect this Administration’s Blueprint action to ensure that suburban development fits in with surroundings. Since our Administration announced the Blueprint, Council has rezoned over 2,200 lots from emerging community to low density residential.


So that is part of the plan to make sure that, as I said, townhouses are not in areas where they are unsuitable. Low density areas remain low density and, as we’ve heard today, we’re progressing with the townhouse ban in low density. This is part of that approach as well; to make sure that areas that are currently zoned as emerging community but would be more suitable to be zoned as low density have that zoning transfer or change occur.


The minor amendment package also contains administrative amendments to City Plan. For example, ensuring changes to the State Heritage Register are reflected and that recently declared priority development areas are shown on City Plan mapping.


Item E is a major amendment package which relates to changes to car parking, which I talked about in Question Time. This is something we clearly flagged as part of the Brisbane Future Blueprint and are now proceeding to implementation on. I believe that this is in line with the community expectations in relation to development, and look forward to going through the upcoming steps to do further consultation with the community and also hopefully to receive support from the State Government on these proposed changes.


Thank you, Mr Chairman, I’ll leave it at that.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.
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At that juncture, Councillor Jonathan SRI moved, seconded by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That Brisbane City Council calls on the State Government to reconsider its current plans for the expansion of the Queensland Academy for Science, Maths and Technology at 78 Bywong Street, Toowong, so that new buildings and facilities are not located in close proximity to the ecology-sensitive Toowong Creek corridor.
Chair:
So, Councillor SRI, you have three minutes for urgency.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. So this is quite an urgent matter because this particular development is already underway. We’re talking about the Toowong Academy site where there’s been a few community campaigns raising concerns about the expansion of those school buildings and their impacts on the neighbouring creek corridor.


This is one of the few partially intact wildlife corridors connecting Mt Coot-tha down to the Brisbane River and there have been a lot of concerns raised about the negative impacts, particularly on endangered species such as the tusked frog and the powerful owl.


This is particularly urgent and relevant to Council because the development encroaches upon and neighbours Council owned creek corridor so this has a direct negative impact on Council controlled land. Clearing is currently underway and plans are currently being finalised as to where the buildings will be located. There are obviously concerns not just about the clearing, but the proximity of loud noises and lights in close proximity to sensitive ecological areas.


So this motion is simply raising concerns and encouraging the Council here to raise its concerns with the State Government. It’s important that BCC plays an active role in advocating for the preservation and protection of this creek corridor. Obviously the State MP in that area, Michael Berkman, has been raising concerns at the State level as well, but given that this directly impacts Council controlled wildlife corridor, it’s really important that right here in this Chamber we make a strong stand and raise our concerns as well.


The residents in that area have been writing to the Minister and finding that they’re getting no response from the State Government. It seems like the State Government is unwilling to listen to the concerns of residents, and as I’m sure—
Chair:
Councillor SRI, I appreciate the comments you’re making are important, however, can I just bring you back to urgency please.

Councillor SRI:
Sure. So just to highlight and emphasise, this development is currently underway. There are serious concerns raised about the environmental impact studies and the nature of the ecological impact statements that have been produced, but unless we urgency call on the State Government to reconsider its plans, there are serious concerns that this development will go ahead in its current form without any further mitigating factors for the sensitive areas adjoining it.

Chair:
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 Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared lost.
The voting was as follows:

AYES: 2 -
Councillors Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

ABSTENTIONS: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.
Chair:
Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. In relation to the Establishment and Coordination Committee report in relation to item A, we accept this type of service is normally provided for projects like the Metro, but we’d also point out that this Administration are notorious for cost overruns and delays. Of course, we can remember Kingsford Smith Drive, $47 million and counting, a couple of years behind; the TechOne debacle where $27 million was spent and the project was effectively abandoned; Green Camp Road more recently, a substantial cost overrun as well.


So we’ve got grave doubts whether any project verification services will save the Metro from substantial cost overruns and chronic delays, and the delays have already started of course.


So in relation to item B, the Stores Board submission, this is a Better Brisbane Proposal. If you look up the history it’s a Californian company originally and—well it’s the head office—the software to aid vision impaired users of the software to move easily and navigate Council’s website, we obviously are keen to see modern technology used to assist vision impaired residents. We would be interested in knowing how many residents there are who are likely to use the technology. The cost is at $98,300 for three years.


In relation to item C, unlike the LORD MAYOR, I think there are some details required for this item if the Administration expects anyone to support the items in the contracts that have been let.


In relation to contract two, the ward offices, this cost seems reasonable. My understanding, my recollection, was the costs of Councillor ADAMS’ ward office a couple of years ago was more like $400,000 which was far more than either of these—the same costs as these two put together, but anyhow perhaps the costs to the ward office depends on the ego of the Councillor involved sort of thing.


Mr Chairman, item 8, the Forest Lake Junior Sports Field lighting, happy to see lighting of sports fields. I’ve spoken to Councillor STRUNK and he said that’s one field—Councillor STRUNK was it—one field. It’s an expensive exercise isn’t it; $413,000 for lighting of one sports field. Anyhow, but it’s good to see that happening.


In relation to item 9, the stormwater harvesting, just interested in knowing where that—whether it’s a series of projects or what project’s involved for item 9. Some $626,594 so just wonder what we’re getting for our money there.


Just a query on the access and inclusion. Obviously supportive of that, item 10. Is the jazz club a leased property from Council or is it a private property, but either way we support the proposal.


Item 11, the Missing Persons Memorial Garden, just what’s the location of that property—that feature? Again, something we’re supportive of, but we’d like to know more about it.


Item 12 is one where the preferred tenderer was for $373,384; whereas the best shortlisted offer not recommended was $277,760 which a rough calculation off the top of my head is about—so the tenderer that was preferred was 40% more expensive and I’d like some explanation of that.


Also in passing in relation to item 13, the stormwater infrastructure cleaning services, the successful tenderer again there at $2,465,087 was significantly more expensive than one of the category of tenderers who was rejected, and that’s As You Like It Landscaping which was $2,271,380. Just an explanation of that would be worthwhile as well.


One we’ve got some concerns about at item 15 is the contract given to HCL Services. We had some—there was some adverse publicity about HCL Services not that long ago and some very serious allegations were made. I know the Services Union—it was—represented some of the people that were involved with HCL and managed to get substantial payouts for them because they hadn’t been paid properly.


There was also allegations that HCL had told some of the contractors they brought over from India, which is where HCL’s head office was—and said if they complained then they would be—their visa would be terminated and they’d be sent back to India. Again that’s no way to treat your workers and we would much prefer the Brisbane City Council not dealing with HCL anymore, and we wouldn’t have given them this contract that’s in this report.


In relation to item 17, just a comment on passing about the video and audio broadcasting of the Council meetings. Obviously we all supported that. Just why there’s a panel arrangement—there’s two companies listed that are on the panel and there’s a big difference in the price they’re offering. Live Stream Australia Pty Ltd $102,250 and Encore Event Technology’s $164,648. A second member of the panel 60% more expensive than the first one and you’d wonder why we would have gone for a panel rather than just give the contract to Live Stream.


In relation to item D, well this is one of the normal messes of amendments, massive messy amendments, which just shows that the Brisbane City Council, I think—actually I suspect they need to engage a proof reader of their planning documents rather than having to come back to the Chamber over and over again with massive numbers of typos and other errors. 


I think on one of the documents I think the total number of errors is some 225 and that’s just really pathetic. I suspect it’s something to do with the fact that the Planning Chair’s actually as we know he’s only a part-time Planning Chair here, and he’s the LGAQ. I’ve got his statement of positions he holds—LGAQ Director, LGIAsuper Director, LGIA CE Foods Pty Ltd Director, LGIA Services Pty Ltd Director. Sorry?

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, reading the register of interests is not relevant. Please—
Councillor CUMMING:
It is. It is because—
Chair:
Please stick to the content of the report.

Councillor CUMMING:
It’s because Councillor BOURKE’s not doing his job properly as Chair of the Planning Committee and he’s getting paid—what is it—another $100,000 a year for doing all these jobs for the—
Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, I trust you’re not ignoring my direction. Please return to the substantive notes in front of you.

Councillor CUMMING:
I think I’ve made my point, Mr Chairman. I think I’ve made my point.


So this is a real shambles this section of the report and it’s necessary because the Council’s not doing their job properly when planning amendments are brought to the Brisbane City Council.


In relation to item E, well this is another matter where the Administration has adopted a Labor party policy—a Labor party policy—and I hold up for the Chamber to look at Rod Harding and Labor’s Better Planning and Development Guarantee from the last election, 2016.


Item 4, Labor’s promise, we will stop our streets being parked out. Not enough parking is provided in new developments. We will appropriately increase the onsite parking requirements including visitors’ spots. What an excellent policy that is and it’s a great shame that it’s taken so long for this Administration to adopt Labor’s policy.


The Administration are continually pinching Labor’s policies and this is just another case of it. We say that this is well overdue, way overdue, this proposal, but it’s also—it doesn’t go far enough. It doesn’t go far enough either. So while we’ll be supporting it today we don’t think it goes far enough.


Mr Chairman, what this Council needs instead of an LNP Administration pinching Labor party policies left, right and centre, we need a Labor Administration implementing Labor policies.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none—Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak briefly on item E, the major amendments to City Plan. I think I’m probably the only Councillor in this Chamber who isn’t entirely happy about the increases to parking minimums, particularly around areas closer to train stations.


When I first saw this amendment, I actually misread it slightly and I thought oh actually that looks like they’re scrapping the minimum requirements for parking within 400 metres of train stations and bus stations, and I thought finally this Administration is coming around and there’s a genuine shift towards public transport. But actually what this Administration is doing is forcing developers to provide more parking than the market might actually demand.



It’s an interesting one because it seems to conflict with the underlying ideological and philosophical values of this Administration, where when we for example advocate that developers should be required to include onsite composting or grey water recycling or onsite renewable energy, any other sustainable building features, the Administration’s response is no we want to leave it up to the market; we want to let developers decide for themselves.


Yet strangely for this issue of parking, the Council is forcing the property industry to deliver more parking than even many of the prospective apartment buyers might actually want to acquire.


So my concern here is that we’re talking a one size fits all approach to a complex problem. I fully acknowledge that in many parts of the city the construction of new apartments does cause significant impacts on the street parking in the surrounding areas, but there are other parts of the city, particularly around some of those transport hubs, where we don’t actually want to be encouraging people to travel by private vehicle as their mode of transport; where there are certain demographics that are quite happy to live in apartments above train stations or above bus stations without owning multiple vehicles.


So what I’m advocating for is that we take a more flexible approach here and, just as we’ve said with the city core and with the city frame that there will be maximum parking limits rather than minimum parking limits, within close walking distance of those public transport hubs we might actually need to be taking a more nuanced approach and moving away from a citywide broad-brush, one size fits all strategy.


I guess my other concern of course is that I don’t really think these rules are going to be enforced anyway. We’re seen a fairly consistent track record where the Administration has rules in the City Plan but then doesn’t hold developers to them.


But my core concern here is that rather than looking at the specific local context of different neighbourhoods and the specific needs of different communities, the Council is essentially further simplifying and further broadening this one size fits all rule to apply to developers across the city.


Now this seems to contradict the Council’s own stated goals of supporting and encouraging active and public transport and shifting more people towards those modes of transport and away from dependence on private vehicles.


Now certainly there are plenty of demographics and plenty of residents who do need to own multiple vehicles and then there are some who don’t, but by forcing developers to provide this in every new apartment development, regardless of whether the market is demanding it or not, Council is setting up a situation where in a few years when car ownership rates drop further and there’s less demand for off-street and on-street parking, we’re going to see a whole bunch of towers that have a lot of empty and vacant basement car parking that they don’t know what to do with.


We’re already seeing this in my area around places like Woolloongabba, where people move into new apartments and then have to rent out their own car park, which technically they’re not meant to be doing, but they do it because they don’t need the car park for themselves. The thing is they have to have it because the developers have been required to build it.


So I’m quite open to the conversation about oh maybe we need more off-street parking in some areas, maybe we need less off-street parking in other areas, but this one size fits all strategy seems to be contrary to the Council stated intention of supporting active and public transport, and is also contrary to leading contemporary transport planning advice.


I know the LORD MAYOR will likely respond by saying this is what the people of Brisbane wanted and oh don’t you want to give people a say, but I think it’s important to recognise that Plan your Brisbane was not a representative sample of the interests of Brisbane residents as a whole. It does not necessarily reflect the views of all the people of Brisbane, and certainly there are plenty of residents in my electorate who have strongly and clearly told me that they don’t want more parking—more off-street parking—included in new developments.


There’s a lot of variation from one suburb to another and from one neighbourhood to another within suburbs. My point here is that local communities should have more of a say, rather than simply listening to one sector of the population and ignoring expert advice and ignoring other local residents’ needs.

So I’m hopeful that this Administration will be open to further changes. I’m definitely quite supportive of expanding the city frame boundaries so that it takes in more of The Gabba Ward. I’m not going to speak for other parts of the city or talk about what other Councillors think their areas need, but certainly in my ward, we know, and residents are increasingly understanding, that the more parking which is included as part of a new development, the more trips that generates and the more traffic congestion that creates in surrounding neighbourhoods.


So if you provide more parking that means more cars in an area and that means that the roads become less safe for pedestrians, less safe for cyclists and less supportive of active and public transport in general. So I hope that—through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor BOURKE—he will remain open to further conversations about this issue. I’m not—I realise this amendment’s come in before us here today and it’s going to get voted through regardless, but I do hope that the Administration remains open to further conversations about parking requirements.


I hope there is a serious and genuine commitment to shift to more innovative responses to our transport problems, because this change today is largely just tinkering around the edges. It doesn’t go to the core needs of the city. It doesn’t address the fundamental problems with Brisbane’s transport system in general.


I’d say finally that rather than forcing developers to be building more private car parks, maybe we should be forcing them to contribute more towards the costs of public transport. Other Councillors in this Chamber have argued against increased infrastructure charges in the past on the basis that that will drive up the costs of housing, but forcing developers to build far more underground car parking spots than they actually want to is also going to drive up the costs of housing, and arguably much more so than a minor increase in infrastructure charges.


So I really think we should have different rules for different parts of Brisbane, and I think we should have more conversations with local residents about what they think their specific neighbourhoods need. Because right now what I’m hearing from a lot of people within my electorate is that they want a bigger emphasis on active and public transport, they want more money spent on bike lines, they want more money spent on new high-frequency bus services, and they don’t want to see developers forced to build more car parks when the market and the buyers and the residents who end up living there don’t even want them.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you and I rise to speak on item A in the report today, which is the Significant Contracting Plan for Project Verification Services for the Metro Project.


I tried to understand what Councillor CUMMING was saying about this, but I don’t think Councillor CUMMING understood what this was either, so I’ll just talk about what this actually is delivering for the Metro project itself.


We do know, obviously, the Metro is going to be a game changer for Brisbane. Twenty-one kilometres of dedicated Metro line, 18 stations, services every three minutes in the peak and 24 hours on the weekend. It is going to high capacity, it’s going to be high frequency and it’s what this city needs to get us moving into the future.


We know—I know my residents are excited and there’s a lot of residents that are excited about the metro and the Metro and the opportunity to make sure that we can get people home quicker and safer, or into work quicker and safer as the case may be as well.


Once on a Metro platform you just need to show up and you can go, but more importantly, I think, the Metro removing up to 200 buses per hour from slower inner city movements allowing more buses in the middle and outer suburbs. So that will enable truncated services that will deliver residents from right around the Brisbane suburbs to Metro platforms through a quick transfer, that when they turn up, they can go. We can avoid the Cultural tunnel hold-up that we have at the moment on the southside that I’m very familiar with and the clogs that we get on the northside as well.


But the trick is, you need to be able to turn up and go, it needs to be reliable and we need to make sure that the system runs how we want it to and when we need it to. That’s why this contracting plan is about engaging a project verifier. That is somebody who makes sure that all the components of the Metro complies with our agreed specifications and our legal requirements.


This is good practice for all large construction projects. It gives assurance to the State Government and to residents that any assets that are turned to them and any assets that we’ve worked on have been designed and built properly. We did the same thing when we built the Legacy Way as well as the Goodwill Bridge. 


So we’ll be engaging a verifier for two components of this project. We’ve got the collaborative partnership which is making sure the inner city infrastructure and suburban works all go to plan, and then the second is for the Metro vehicles, the design and delivery.


The tender process is making good ground and as it stands the project is on track, Councillor CUMMING, for a 2023 completion, as has always been advertised. Once approved today we will then be seeking expressions of interest for the verifier and then going straight to requests for proposals in early August. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on E&C item E—yes, that’s the parking one item E, yes—and just reiterate some of those points that the Leader of the Opposition made here tonight; that we will of course be supporting this and there are differing views obviously. The Greens have a different view to other Councillors in the Chamber here when it comes to the effects of this LNP Administration’s decision in 2014 to slash the ratios of car parking in unit developments right across Brisbane.


The rhetoric that we hear from the Administration is that they had nothing to do with the effects of their decision in 2014 to these changes to car parking ratios, but they have now somehow listened to the people of Brisbane, even though for five years people have been screaming out for change and all of a sudden they are the great saviours of the streetscapes of our suburbs; they are the great saviours of the backyards, even though all of the decisions that were taken which have led us to this point were taken by them, Mr Chair.


Now I wasn’t here in the debate in City Plan 2014, but I’ve gone back and looked at those transcripts and had a look at some of the debate. I know that the Councillor for Tennyson and Labor Councillors, at the time, raised serious concerns in 2014 during that debate about the effects of those changes that this LNP were pushing through; that this tired old LNP Administration, that is five years older and tireder now, Mr Chair, were pushing through at the time would have dramatic impacts on suburbs right around Brisbane.


Now I know in my own community, particularly in Zillmere where we are seeing the effects that these changes have had on the very fabric of our communities—go down any of those streets off Zillmere Road that are maybe 400 metres away from the train station—many more than 400 metres away from Zillmere train station—where the streetscape used to be made up of post-war cottages on 800 to 1,000 square metre blocks.


Yes, as Brisbane develops and grows we do expect increased density in different parts of our city. So what Zillmere has had has been this intense development over the last five or so years where these streets have been transformed from your old-fashioned suburban streets to streets where almost every block now has six or eight or 10 units on them.


The result of the decision that this LNP Administration took in 2014 to reduce the car parking ratios has meant all of those streets have turned into car parks. Every day of the week those streets are clogged with cars. Those streets weren’t designed to have cars parked on either side of them all day, every day, and that has impacted on people’s lives. We know the very fabric of those communities has been changed by the decision that this Administration took in 2014. 


We have been calling, since that time, for a car parking ratio. The Leader of the Opposition has brought in once again another point of Rod Harding’s Better Planning Guarantee is marked off. That’s good; we’re happy to continue to assist in the policy development of this city and provide good ideas to this Administration, but the only thing better for this city and for the future of this city than an LNP Administration that is out of touch and out of ideas—pinching Labor party ideas—is for a Labor administration come March 2020.


So we look forward to being able to implement much more of the changes that we know talking to the Brisbane—the sort of changes that they want to see around our city. We don’t need to spend $3 million promoting the LORD MAYOR through an advertising campaign to get them. We have clearly been ahead of the game when it comes to this, when it comes to listening to people in Brisbane and it’s coming home to roost for this Administration.


We know they’re scrambling as hard as they can after they did their focus groups, Mr Chair, last year and knew that their policies that they enacted over the last few years were toxic, were electorally toxic for them. So we know that’s what this is all about, but we think that the best thing for Brisbane come March 2020 is to have an administration that doesn’t need to scramble around and pinch other ideas; an administration that will actually put people at the centre of everything we do.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	812/2018-19

At that time, 3.55pm, 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 locked.
Council stood adjourned at 4.00pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Councillors, are there any further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak on hopefully all items on the E&C Report before us today, but I’d like to start with item E. Now five and a half years ago, we had a special week long debate about the new City Plan—City Plan 2014. There are a few new Councillors who’ve come into the place since then, but I was here and I remember that debate. 


I remember the then Deputy Mayor, now LORD MAYOR. I remember Councillor ADAMS. I remember Councillor COOPER and Councillor SCHRINNER—sorry, Councillor Simmonds—former Councillor—Councillor BOURKE, Councillor McLACHLAN, Councillor HAMMOND, Councillor MATIC, Councillor OWEN—all of these Councillors getting up one after—and yourself, Mr Chairman, getting up one after the other praising City Plan 2014. We were howled down when we raised concerns. 


I mean I made one of the most extensive submissions I have ever made to a Council consultation project and it was ignored. Ignored. When we got into the debate, there were multiple amendments moved to try and make City Plan better. They were all voted against.


It is astonishing, astonishing that five years later, Councillor BOURKE is coming into this place and Councillor SCHRINNER, the LORD MAYOR, trying to claim that the change back to the pre-City Plan 2014 parking ratios, back to that ratio—it’s not improving on that ratio, it’s going back to what we had, that that is something kind of you beaut breakthrough by the LNP. It is not. For five and a half years, this LNP has destroyed the suburbs of Brisbane with its reduced parking ratios. 


My ward, unfortunately, has copped the brunt of this due to the dual up-zoning and the reduction in parking ratios. It has wrecked, absolutely wrecked streets where there is medium density because there’s just not enough car parks. Not enough car parks. Not only did they reduce the ratios for units—so you didn’t even need one car park per unit, they reduced the visitor car parking from 25 down to 15. Now they’re going back. Back.


It’s taken them five years. Five years to realise what an absolute debacle City Plan 2014 was. Now I for one knew it back then, as did a lot of other Councillors in this place—well there’s a few who were here then. I can tell you now, that it was a massive, massive mistake. 


The fact that you are standing up today trying to claim credit for fixing an error five and a half years after you stuffed it up is just ridiculous. Ridiculous. You did this to our city. You have destroyed certain parts of our city because of the changes that you brought in gleefully, gleefully in City Plan 2014. They were wrong then.

Now the fact that you are belatedly fixing them because whatever polling you got in the middle of last year shows that the community is furious with you, furious, not just in my ward I can tell you in most of your wards too, furious with you is just—I can’t believe it. I just—you people are—you’re a joke. It is a joke that you are claiming credit for reversing your decision.


So I just would like everybody listening at home and all the journalists listening and all the Council officers, in February 2014 when we had this debate, myself and the Labor Councillors who were here at the time, strongly opposed the LNP’s diabolical changes that have adversely impacted on so many communities around our city. We opposed them. I opposed them and I’ve been fighting them ever since then as well.


This LNP Administration now under the threat of political death, has decided to start reversing some of these changes. They don’t deserve credit for this. I think every resident in Brisbane is going to remember the five and a half years of pain and disruption that they have caused in our suburbs.

I’d also just like to make some amendments—remarks about item B the Voigle Inclusion software for website management. I thank the LORD MAYOR for giving me the other examples of Redland City Council, Rockhampton City Council, the RACQ and ALDI. I have been very critical in the past of sole source contracts without tender and it is a concern to me if there are other suppliers in the market that one supplier is given a rail’s run. That is a problem with the innovative proposal situation that the LNP have got going. 


If there’s a good idea that comes forward, we do need to test that against the market. Now it certainly sounds like this product will be a very good one and it sounds like it will deliver better services to vision impaired residents in Brisbane and you know for me that’s a very good thing. I have a very large blind community Tennyson Ward at Fairfield and we always need to be looking at how we can improve disability services for residents. 


I am concerned when we do pick a winner rather than going through a competitive process to make sure that we are getting the best product available in the marketplace. When it comes to innovative technology like this, it is often where this Administration goes wrong because they don’t go through a really open and competitive process. So I can see this is for a year. 


I would say that it should come back to this Chamber rather than being delegated for renewal. LORD MAYOR, I hope through you, Mr Chairman, that you’re listening. We should get an update about how it’s working before any decision is made to extend it for a further two years as is proposed in here today, but on the basis of it being a year only, I’m prepared to support it.


Very briefly on the Contracts and Tendering, I know that Deagon Ward is being relocated. I’m interested in why and where Central Ward is being located and perhaps the LORD MAYOR could update us in his summing up. I also don’t—I’m just very interested in the Missing Persons Memorial Garden and where that it is and what its purpose is because I really don’t know anything about that and I’m hoping we might get some further updates about what that is.


I’d also just like to make some remarks about item D, the administrative amendments to City Plan 2014. Now, based on what I can read in this, it’s fixing up all the mistakes you made in the Dutton Park—Fairfield neighbourhood plan where you forgot to put in all the character and heritage houses that you told us that you had street by street gone through and reviewed. Clearly, that did not happen and there are a number of significant homes, commercial buildings and places that are now belatedly being protected.


Now if this Council again had listened to me and perhaps there are some in Councillor SRI’s ward as well, about the need to have better character protections and undertake mapping in our city, this fix-up, patch-up Administration process would not need to happen. That’s what this is about, this is about fixing mistakes. 


It is something that I think that you should not be proud of when we go through a two or three year long process, the local Councillors tell you it’s not right, and you go out and you push it through this place anyway without our consent and then you have to come back a year or so later and fix up all the mistakes that you made. I don’t think that reflects well on this Administration. 


It is incumbent upon this Administration to undertake a proper, proper mapping of Traditional character areas in our city and add them to the overlays. Not just this one-off thing here and there, not fixing up mistakes when they happen, but doing a proper audit right across the city and making sure that our overlays are updated because this piecemeal change to City Plan is not best practice. 


You know we’re changing capital letters, we’re changing sub-sections. You know it just reflects the fact that there are lots of mistakes being made at the time things have been drafted and further consultation and listening to the feedback from local Councillors would certainly be a worthwhile start.


Finally, just on the Stores Board with respect to Brisbane Metro, look I mean I understand Council’s abundance of caution by saying that they don’t have the expertise to do this so they’re outsourcing it to the market. That actually concerns me a little bit because obviously we need to go to procurement to source the buses and things like that. We’ve appointed so many outside people to run this project that there’s people over here doing this job, there’s a different organisation over here—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired. 

Any further speakers?


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, I rise to speak on item B, the Better Brisbane Proposal for Voigle inclusion software and also to quickly answer a couple of questions on item C. This Administration has always been focused on ensuring our city is inclusive to everyone embracing all ages, abilities and cultures. This can range from providing 100% accessible buses to disabled people and ensuring Council resources are provided in various formats so that it can be read by people with different languages or reading abilities. 


The proposal by Alkira will support our goals of ensuring our resources are more accessible to a broader range of abilities. The Voigle inclusion software will enable the Council website to become user friendly and support people with vision impairment or low literacy. 


Not only will it make it accessible, but it will provide people with vision impairments an enhanced user experience and Councillor CUMMING did ask the question of how many people would benefit from this particular software. While I don’t have an exact figure for Brisbane, certainly there are 453,000 Australians who are either classified as vision impaired or blind so clearly quite a large captive market.


The software goes beyond the normal screen reader solutions which are available. These solutions are relatively cumbersome in that they read the entire contents of the website. The Voigle inclusion software provide users with an audible and text driven prompts that makes the usage much, much easier. 


I’ve had a very quick trial on this and I can say that while I obviously don’t have a vision impairment other than wearing glasses, you can see how this software would benefit somebody who is vision impaired. It’s very obvious that it’s a very different kind of solution. 


So some of the highlights of the software include voice activation which enables the website to be used by anyone who requires a hands-free experience such as those people with a physical impairment. It presents relevant audible and text prompts rather than going through the whole website as I mentioned earlier. It provides a curated customer journey around popular tasks, transactions and content which makes it much easier for people with vision impairments to undertake the normal transactions on Council websites. 


It’s worth bearing in mind that this particular service was not something that Council was actively looking for and was presented to us as part of a Better Brisbane Proposal. To answer Councillor JOHNSTON’s point, there is nothing quite like this in the marketplace at the moment. As part of our proof of concept and review of the marketplace, this particular solution stood out as being quite unique. 


So for the users to be able to use the software on the website, all they need to do is to download the Voigle app on their devices and then access our website through their app. Alternatively, Council will be providing a link to the Voigle website and then the app can be downloaded from there. 


As part of the Better Brisbane Proposal process, Council trialled the software with a small group of people with visual impairments including some people employed by Council. All of the users found the software very easy to use. It enabled them to navigate the Council website to do the key transactions and the feedback was excellent. 


So Better Brisbane Proposals in general allow Council to go to market and look for unique solutions for some of the challenges we face. Council first established the Better Brisbane Proposal process around August 2015 and back then it was known at the Innovative Proposals Process and this has been modelled quite closely on the State Government’s market led proposals process. 

The process enables unsolicited bids to come to Council. However, the guidelines specify that they must solve a problem, address a policy or provide a community need. They also do not—there are good that isn’t widely available, they tend to be very unique in nature and they provide value for money and an advantage to the Brisbane community. Since 2015, Council has received more than 280 proposals with 11 having been implemented by Council. 


A few examples of the Better Brisbane Proposals that have been implemented in recent times include the Mud Cat which is the desilting robot for the Castlemaine Street drain, genYOU forums which are employability forums for 17 to 25 year olds, Visible Thread which analyses new content on the website before it is published to improve language and readability of our website. 


It’s worth bearing in mind that Alkira is a local company that’s providing local jobs and supporting the local economy and that’s totally consistent with this Administration’s support of small business.


Now turning quickly to a couple of questions that Councillor CUMMING raised about item C, in terms of the stormwater harvesting, the locations where that’s occurring is Jack Speare Park at Indooroopilly, Dunlop Park at Corinda, Forest Lake sports fields at Forest Lake and the Bill Lamond Park at Lota. 


The question around the Jazz Club is that it’s a Council owned site. Last but not least he had a question I believe on the dual panel for the streaming of broadcasts here and the reason that we’ve gone with two is really just to provide cover in case one of the suppliers is unable to provide the service for any particular reason. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. I just rise to enter the debate on D and E and I’ll just make some quick comments on Contracts and Tendering as well. Just dealing with Contracts and Tendering first, Mr Chairman, I was the Chair for Lifestyle and Community Services when the Missing Persons Memorial project was started. I have had residents coming to me as I know other Councillors in this place have. 


Each year countless people are missing in our communities for one reason or another whether it is that there’s something that’s happened to them, whether they have decided to leave their families or other events have occurred. In my particular case, Mr Chairman, I had residents who had parents on MH370, that plane has not been found. They do not have a place to grieve. They do not have finality. 


The idea was put forward by the Council officers that a section at Pinnaroo Cemetery up on the northside would be created where families could have a plaque, could go and sit and have some ability to reflect on their loved ones who are lost. They don’t fit into the criteria in any of our other facilities that we have at our cemeteries across the city and so it is great to see this Council getting on and building this particular facility up at Pinnaroo. 


I hope that for those families that have a missing loved one or who have lost a loved one in one of those sort of circumstances that they will be able to find some closure and find some solitude knowing that this facility is there for them to use. 


Just turning to the two items—the planning matters that we have before us, Mr Chair. So Minor H and Major J—you always know that the Labor Party haven’t got anything when Councillor CUMMING has to turn to personal attacks on people because there is no real substance we know to their planning policy that they have and the options that they have for the people of Brisbane when it comes to planning, Mr Chair. 


Interesting when you listen to Councillor CUMMING’s words, it’s what he doesn’t say that should scare the people of Brisbane because when he was talking about Amendment J, he said the amendment does not go far enough—doesn’t go far enough. Well, what else have you got planned Councillor CUMMING? You know, how much more parking are you going to ram onto people as part of your secret planning scheme amendments that you would have and you would do in this place—
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence. 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
—that you would do in this place through you, Mr Chairman, to Councillor CUMMING who’s the Leader of the Opposition. At least, this Administration has listened to the residents of Brisbane. We have had that engagement with them—
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
We’ve had that engagement with them, Mr Chairman and we—
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
They don’t like it, Mr Chairman, do they? They keep trying to interrupt me, they keep trying to throw those little barbs across the Council Chamber—
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
They don’t—that’s right, they don’t like us. I take that interjection Councillor ADAMS, DEPUTY MAYOR, they don’t like it when—
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please stop interjecting. 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
They don’t like it when the residents of Brisbane have their say. They would rather just supply their socialist template of planning across the city as we saw under the Soorley administration, Mr Chairman. So this Administration has gone through the process of engaging with residents and they clearly said to us—
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
They clearly said to us, Mr Chairman, that they would like to see increases in parking rates. So we have, despite what some Councillors assert in this place, gone above the City Plan 2000 parking rates in the amendment that we have before us today. We haven’t adopted what the Labor party policy was which was their City Plan 2000. We’ve gone above their parking rates because we believe that is responding to the concerns of the community and the residents of Brisbane.


So as I said, it really is—well what more is Councillor CUMMING proposing? What hasn’t he said this afternoon as part of the debate when he said the amendments don’t go far enough, Mr Chairman? To Councillor SRI who talked about extending or changes and the need for the community to be consulted, well this will now—this amendment will now go to the State Government and given their approval which we hope to have speedily, we will then go out for public consultation on this very issue, Mr Chairman. 


The community—your community Councillor SRI and I’d encourage you to go out there and engage with residents and when you and the Labor party Councillors in this place say well Plan your Brisbane wasn’t representative of the people of Brisbane, what did you do Councillor CUMMING to actually inform people about the opportunity to have their say as part of Plan your Brisbane? 


What did you do Councillor CASSIDY? What did you do Councillor COOK, but it was probably Councillor Sutton when we were doing Plan Your Brisbane? What did you do Councillor STRUNK? What did you do Councillor GRIFFITHS to actually engage with people? I know that Councillors on this side sent flyers out. We informed our community about having their say. 


So it’s not good enough for you to stand up in here and say it wasn’t representative, it doesn’t represent all the people of Brisbane. Well did you stand out there with your community and engage with them and say have your say. Make sure your voice is heard. Or did you choose the cheap political route which is the one that you normally pick in this place, the one that you normally play, the cheap, easy political route, political games and just go oh it’s just an advertising campaign for the LORD MAYOR. 


Well no, it was fair dinkum engagement with the residents of Brisbane and that’s why we got over 15,000 ideas out of it. That’s why one in five residents of Brisbane had their say. Every suburb was represented in—
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
Well Councillor CUMMING describes residents having their say as rubbish. Thank you, Councillor CUMMING for now understanding your view on community engagement. It is rubbish, in your own words. 


To other comments that Councillor CUMMING made about Minor H, so apart from the personal little attacks that he decided to throw at me, there are 225 mapping changes which are being made as part of Minor H which are rezonings. Nineteen of those are to do with priority development areas which are implemented by the State Government, Mr Chair. 


Yes, there’s six spelling mistakes so if you think about the pages and pages and pages of documents that come through in a planning amendment that we do and the number of amendments that we do, there is six spelling mistakes that are being fixed up. Six spelling mistakes. I’m sorry—Mr Chairman, I am sorry that there are six spelling mistakes in all of the planning amendments that we have brought through. Not just in my time as Planning Chairman but in previous times as other Planning Chairman. 


There’s 106 text changes and these text changes are reflecting either changes in State planning scheme policies, yes some of them are changing a capital letter to a lowercase letter, Mr Chairman. These massive issues that the Australian Labor Party want to focus on. While they’re focusing on whether it should be a capital W or a little w, Mr Chairman, they’re obviously not focused on the big issues that our city faces when it comes to managing the growth and making sure that we have a liveable city for residents not just now, but well into the future.


Mr Chairman, obviously there is a number of changes from emerging communities to reflect the existing zonings that have been commenced as part of development applications on those sites. That is part of an ongoing process that this Administration is committed to. We are committed to the residents of Brisbane to make sure that emerging communities land across the city reflects the surrounding residential uses where it is a low density residential use. We are working on that and we are continuing to deliver that, Mr Chairman.


Both Amendment H—I commend to the Chamber and particularly the response that we have in making sure that residents’ voices were heard when it comes to car parking and delivering that as part of Major Amendment J. I just encourage all Councillors to support the amendments this afternoon.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, LORD MAYOR?
LORD MAYOR:
No.

Chair:
No. Alright, I’ll now put the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report 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, Amanda Cooper, Fiona Hammond, Vicki Howard and Peter Matic.
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1.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

2.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 7 May 2019.

3.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

4.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the words [Commercial-in-Confidence]. The Commercial-in-Confidence information is available in Attachment A (submitted on file).


Purpose

5.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan (SCP) for Project Verification Services for the Brisbane Metro Project.


Background/business case

6.
Brisbane Metro is a high-frequency public transport system that will cut travel times, reduce bus congestion in the central business district and improve services to the suburbs.

7.
Brisbane Metro comprises a turn-up-and-go metro network across 21 kilometres of existing busway that links the Eight Mile Plains, Royal Brisbane and Women’s Hospital and University of Queensland Lakes busway stations and all stations in between.

8.
In May 2017, Council publicly released the Brisbane Metro Business Case, following a 12 month detailed assessment of the benefits, costs and impacts of delivering the project. This business case was reviewed and updated in August 2017, and submitted to the Australian and Queensland Governments for consideration.

9.
In April 2018, Council released the Brisbane Metro Draft Design Report (the draft report) for consultation. The draft report was a voluntary, non-statutory assessment of Brisbane Metro and described the projects infrastructure, operation and construction in detail. Public consultation on the draft report closed on 25 May 2018.

10.
Following approval in June 2018 of a SCP for early works, inner city infrastructure and metro vehicles, procurement of the Collaborative Partnership (CP) and metro vehicles have progressed to the final tender stage.

11.
This SCP provides the procurement strategy for the project verification services contract. The role of the project verifier is to verify that the design and construction of Brisbane Metro assets complies with the agreed technical performance specifications and legal requirements.

12.
A two-stage procurement process is proposed, consisting of an Expression of Interest (EOI), followed by the release of a Request for Proposal (RFP) to shortlisted EOI respondents to determine the most advantageous outcome for Council.

13.
Council will be considering EOIs to the following categories:

-
Inner City Infrastructure and Suburban Infrastructure works 

-
Metro Vehicle Design and Delivery.


Policy and other considerations

14.
Is there an existing CPA/contract for these goods/services/works?

No

15.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?


No

16.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No

17.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance and support for locally produced and Australian products?


Yes

18.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

Yes, Brisbane Metro is a designated project under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework.


Market analysis

19.
Significant market interest is expected for the Inner City Infrastructure and Suburban Infrastructure works category. Responses for the Metro Vehicles Design and Delivery category may not be as prevalent due to their more specialised nature. Offers from single entities that encompass both categories are likely but may have sub-contracted specialists proposed for some elements to fill any in house capability gaps that may be present.

20.
Market interest in this opportunity appears high with numerous approaches having been made by likely prospective tenderers. Council will advertise this tender to the open market to allow companies of all sizes and skillsets to review the opportunity and provide an EOI response in their own right or as a sub‑contractor to a larger supplier or as a key participant to a consortium.


Procurement strategy and activity plan

21.



	Procurement objective:
	To procure the project verification services for Brisbane Metro 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:
	Project Verification Services for the Brisbane Metro Project

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a once-off contract

	Process to be used:
	EOI followed by RFP

	RFP or EOI standard to be used (and any amendments to the standard):
	The EOI and RFP documents will be project-specific documents prepared in collaboration with the project’s transaction manager and legal advisor.

	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	EOI submissions will be invited publicly via Council’s website and Council’s supplier portal. 

	How RFP or EOI is to be distributed and submitted:
	EOI – Council’s supplier portal

RFP – issued to shortlisted parties only via the Brisbane Metro Aconex system.

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

RFP – electronic submission to Council via the Brisbane Metro Aconex system and hard copies to Council’s tender box.

	Part offers:
	Offers may be submitted for one or both of the following categories:

· -
Inner City Infrastructure and Suburban Infrastructure works 

· -
Metro Vehicle Design and Delivery.

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers may be considered

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	Project verification deed prepared by Council’s legal advisor for the Brisbane Metro project.

	Period/term of contract: 
	Up to five years, however, the Metro Vehicle Design and Delivery category may require project verification services for a shorter period.

	Insurance requirements:
	Workers’ Compensation as per legislative requirements. Public liability $20 million and Professional Indemnity of $20 million per claim and in the aggregate in any one period of insurance. 

	Price basis:
	Target fee derived from a schedule of rates.

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

	Liquidated damages:
	Not applicable

	Security for the contract:
	Not applicable

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	Not applicable

	Other strategy elements: 
	Many design and engineering suppliers provide project verification services. A tender can be submitted by a design participant to a consortium that is presently bidding for the CP tender. However, should a tenderer become part of a winning consortium, their offer for project verification services will not be considered further to avoid a conflict of interest.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Nil



Document preparation

22.
A project verification deed, encompassing the interfaces of all contracts, is presently being prepared. The RFP and specifications will be integrated with this deed and are not scheduled to be finalised until prior to RFP release. This approach is consistent with previous SCP approvals for Brisbane Metro, and with other major Council procurement activities that involve a multi-step procurement process.  


Anticipated schedule

23.
Pre-market approval:


4 June 2019


Date of EOI release to market:

5 June 2019


EOI closing:



26 June 2019


RFP release to shortlist:


31 July 2019


RFP close:



28 August 2019


Evaluation completion:


1 October 2019


Contract prepared:


1 October 2019


Post-market approval (Stores Board):
22 October 2019


Contract commencement:


23 October 2019


Budget

24.
Estimated total expenditure under this CPA/contract (including any options):

[Commercial-in-Confidence].


This will consist of:

-
Inner City Infrastructure and Suburban Infrastructure works – [Commercial-in-Confidence]
-
Metro Vehicle Design and Delivery – [Commercial-in-Confidence].

25. 
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA/contract? 

Yes

26.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):

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

27.
Program budget line item: 

Program:
Program 1 – Transport for Brisbane

Outcome:
1.2 Public Transport

Strategy:
1.2.5 Brisbane Metro

Service:

1.2.5.1 Brisbane Metro

Projects: 
Brisbane Metro

28.
Program budget funding availability:

	Financial Year
	2018-19
	2019-20
	2020-21
	2021-22

	
	$000
	$000
	$000
	$000

	Capital
	53,783
	149,351
	278,573
	241,036

	Expenses
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Revenue
	10,000
	40,000
	50,000
	70,000


29.
Breakdown of budget spent to date:

	Budget for financial year
	Amount of budget for financial year spent or committed to date

($)
	Amount of budget for financial year remaining

($)

	$53,783,000
	$38,051,237
	$15,731,763


30.
Breakdown of budget and identifiable costs:

	Line item description
	Pre-market estimate

($)

	Project management and delivery costs, including land
	154,633,852

	Infrastructure
	540,555,334

	Depot, fleet and systems
	248,948,394

	Total:
	944,137,580



Procurement risk

31.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Increased project verification costs due to an extension of time granted to infrastructure and vehicle supply contractors. 
	Medium
	-
Track and manage performance 
of the infrastructure and vehicle 
supply contractors against 
the 
project schedule and mitigate 
any issues as required to 
prevent unnecessary time 
extensions.
	Council

	Award of the infrastructure and vehicle supply contracts are delayed resulting in a delay to the award of the project verification contract.
	Medium
	-
EOI and RFP documents will 
highlight the timeframes of the 
CP contracts and the need to 
coincide the award of 
contract with them.

-
If the CP tenders are 
delayed, an update will be 
provided to project 
verification tenderers.

-
Validity period of project 
verification offers to be 
extended.
	Council

	Availability and continuity of contractor key personnel.
	Medium
	-
Specified personnel clause 
in the contract. 
	Council/ contractor

	Tenderers not understanding interfaces between the contracts.
	Medium
	-
The prime responsibility for 
interface management will 
be with the Inner City and 
Suburban Infrastructure 
works project verifier. This 
will be evaluated in the RFP 
phase.
	Council


32.
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 

33.
Specialist Advisors to the Evaluation Team: 


The Brisbane Metro Probity Advisor, QProcurement, will oversee the process.

34.
Evaluation criteria:


(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

The project verifier for the infrastructure category must be prequalified at the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads prequalification levels of Bridge Design – level 3, Geotechnical Engineering – level 3, Highway Engineering – level 3, Hydraulic Engineering – level 3 and Traffic Engineering – level 3 standard or demonstrated equivalent.

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria applying to each category:

EOI stage:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Company capability – demonstrated capability, experience and performance of the respondent in the aspects of verification and monitoring required for each category.
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Personnel capability – demonstrated capability, experience and performance of potential key personnel.
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Financial capacity – demonstrated financial capacity of the respondent to manage and deliver verification and monitoring services of the magnitude required for the Brisbane Metro Project.
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


RFP stage:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Team – organisation chart, availability and capability of the key personnel nominated, in the aspects of verification and monitoring required for each category.
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Understanding of project verifier scope and proposed methodology including interface management.
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Commercial – compliance with the project verification deed.
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	 100


(c) 
Price model:

Normalised tender price

35.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

-
EOI – responses will be assessed in accordance with the above criteria and the approved evaluation plan

-
RFP – shortlisting of submissions may occur in accordance with the approved evaluation plan.

(b)
Value for money (VFM) method:

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

36.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

37.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR PROJECT VERIFICATION SERVICES FOR THE BRISBANE METRO PROJECT.
ADOPTED

B
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – BETTER BRISBANE PROPOSAL FOR VOIGLE INCLUSION WEBSITE MARK-UP SERVICES AND SOFTWARE


165/210/179/3304

814/2018-19

38.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

39.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 7 May 2019.

40.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.


Purpose

41.
That the Stores Board recommends approval to enter into a contract with Alkira Software Pty Ltd (Alkira Software) for Voigle Inclusion website mark-up services and software. The contract will be entered into without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with Council’s Better Brisbane Proposals policy, as set out in section 1.13(c) of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19.


Proposal summary

42.
Alkira Software submitted an Innovative Proposal (now called Better Brisbane Proposals) on 3 February 2017 for their Kira Personal Assistant software (now known as Voigle Inclusion software).

43.
On 22 May 2017, the Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee approved a Proof of Concept (PoC) of the Voigle Inclusion software to enable vision impaired users of the software to more easily navigate Council’s website. The PoC consisted of installation of Voigle Inclusion software and coding of Council’s website. This was followed by community testing and a survey of end users. The PoC received positive feedback that the Voigle Inclusion software offered a superior user experience when compared to other assistive technologies.


Rationale for direct engagement

44.
Is the proposal a Better Brisbane Proposal as defined by section 1.13(c) of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19?

(a)
Has Council previously issued a request for tenders, proposals or expressions of interest? Is there an existing arrangement or planned procurement process for this proposal?

No, the proposal was unsolicited.

(b)
Does the proposal solve a Brisbane problem, address an opportunity for Brisbane, or enhance services Council provides?

Yes, the Voigle Inclusion software significantly enhances the user experience of Council’s website for vision impaired users by presenting users with a list of audible and text prompts that step users through the workflow associated with completing individual tasks.

This is more efficient than existing screen reader technology that requires the screen reader to voice all the metadata (navigation, headings and links) in order for the user to be able to make an informed decision about what action they want to take next.

(c)
Does the proposal demonstrate value for money for Council?

Under the proposal, Alkira Software provides an unrestricted licence to use Voigle Inclusion software on Council’s Voigle enabled website resulting in an unlimited number of Council customers downloading and using the software for at no cost to the users. Council would bear the costs of the service to ‘mark-up’ the Council website to enable the software to provide an enhanced experience for vision impaired or customers with low literacy, supporting Council’s Brisbane Vision 2031 commitment to an accessible city for everyone. Alternate screen reader technology can be quite time consuming to use and cost prohibitive for the user (Job Access With Speech (JAWS) software for example, has a home edition non-commercial use list price of $1,575 and only supports Windows operating systems).

(d)
Is the outcome fair to the supply market because of one or more of the following?

(i)
There are no known competitors

(ii)
It contains intellectual property rights or elements

(iii)
It is advantageous to Council and in the public interest to proceed due to speed of access, value or innovation.

Yes, although there are no direct competitors there are alternative accessibility tools available, for example JAWS software, for blind and vision impaired users. The Voigle Inclusion software provides a unique offering that focuses on the user experience of the vision impaired user on any device.

Rather than relying on interpreting and voicing metadata in the HTML source code via a typical searching, navigating and browsing experience, Voigle Inclusion software presents the user with a task orientated user experience that is based on a series of curated customer journeys around popular tasks, transactions and content.

When compared to existing screen reader technology, Voigle Inclusion software can also provide:

-
significantly faster customer journeys, particularly for online transactions such as paying rates or dog registration

-
an enhanced user experience as only relevant audible and text prompts are presented to the user rather than every piece of metadata being voiced.

Voigle Inclusion software can also be voice activated, meaning it can also assist people with a physical disability as well as able-bodied users who may require a hands-free user experience when interacting with Council online.

45.
Key risks (if any) associated with the proposal:

-
Can the solution scale? 

Yes, the solution and service could be scaled to mark up all of Council’s website content, however, in the interest of cost, Council has chosen not to mark up the entire website and has nominated selected content that is high volume or can be challenging for vision impaired customers to navigate by traditional means.

-
Security of personal information:

Voigle Inclusion software does not retain any personal information as part of processing an enquiry or transaction. It acts much the same as any other browser in this respect. Users of this software may choose to store personal information to assist them to complete transactions, however, this agreement is between Alkira Software and the user, not Council.

-
Accuracy of the product road map:

The Voigle Inclusion software is currently not available for Mac device users but is available for Android, iOS and Windows users. A Mac version is due to be available in mid 2019.

-
Measuring success:

Council will need to monitor the uptake of the Voigle Inclusion software and its use on the Council website. Council is able to track the number of users as its analytics can identify Voigle as a browser type. Council will also have access to a dashboard to explore usage trends.

46.
Outcome of detailed assessment:

After the PoC was established on Council’s website, all agreed content was checked followed by a round of community testing. The feedback from external users was overwhelmingly positive on how easy the solution was to use, how well it met their needs and that it offered a superior user experience when compared to traditional screen readers. Based on the responses from the community, the PoC was successful in improving the usability and user experience of Council’s online content for vision impaired users.


Proposed contract

47.


	Legal name, ABN/ACN and registered address of recommended supplier
	Alkira Software Pty Ltd

ABN 57 606 394 825

ACN 606 394 825

40 Prospect Street, Fortitude Valley, Qld 4006

	Contract standard to be used:
	Contract drafted by City Legal, City Administration and Governance (CAG).

	Amendments to standards:
	Nil

	All non-compliances with contract conditions and specifications resolved?
	Yes

	Is liability and indemnity to be capped?
	No

	Execution date of contract:
	10 June 2019

	Term/period of contract:
	An initial one-year term with options to extend for up to two years, for a maximum term of three years.

	Price basis:
	Lump sum and a schedule of rates.

	Variation for rise and fall in cost:
	Prices will be fixed for the potential maximum term of the contract.

	Security for the contract:
	Not applicable

	Defects liability period/warranty period?
	60 days

	Liquidated damages:
	No

	Software component?
	Yes, unrestricted licence to use Voigle Inclusion software on Council’s Voigle enabled website.

· -
24-hour support desk.

· -
Priority adjustment turnaround.

· -
Daily script checks.

· -
Real time error reporting and monitoring.

· -
Updating content and forms to function with Drupal 8.

· -
Updating of dynamic content and accommodating modest 
changes to design architecture should they arise.

	AS4000/4902 Provisional Sums?
	Not applicable



Estimated cost and budget

48.
The estimated commitment by Council under the potential maximum three-year term of this contract is $98,300. Initial setup, configuration and first year support is $59,500. For subsequent years, the annual contract price is $11,900, which includes software support, maintenance and updating of daily content and script checks. An allowance of $15,000 has been included in the estimate for unplanned work under the schedule of rates.

49.
Program budget line item:

Funds to meet the initial one-year term have been provided in Council’s approved budget.

Program:
Program 7 – Economic Development

Outcome:
7.1 Growing Brisbane’s Economy

Strategy:
7.1.1 Strategic Capacity Building

Service:

7.1.1.1 Supporting Business Growth

Projects:

ICT Innovation Program

	Financial Year
	2018-19
	2019-20
	2020-21
	2021-22

	
	$000
	$000
	$000
	$000

	Capital
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Expenses
	551
	556
	558
	559

	Revenue
	-
	-
	-
	-


Funds for the potential additional periods of up to two years will be provided from the Corporate Communication, Organisational Services, recurrent operational budget.

50.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

51.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE FOLLOWING.
(1)
Entering directly into a contract with Alkira Software Pty Ltd for Voigle Inclusion website mark up services and software. The contract will be entered into without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with Council’s Better Brisbane Proposals policy, as set out in section 1.13(c) of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19.

(2)
The contract will be on a lump sum and a schedule of rates price basis for the estimated sum of $98,300.

(3)
An initial one-year term with options to extend for up to two years for a maximum term of three years, subject to the satisfactory performance of the contractor.

(4)
That the Manager, Corporate Communication, Organisational Services, is authorised to sign, manage and extend the contract on Council’s behalf.

ADOPTED

C
CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR MARCH 2019


109/695/586/2-04

815/2018-19

52.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

53.
Sections 238 and 239 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 (the Act) provide that Council may delegate some of its powers. Those powers include the power to enter into contracts under section 242 of the Act.

54.
Council has previously delegated some powers to make, vary or discharge contracts for the procurement of goods, services or works. Council made these delegations to the Establishment and Coordination Committee and Chief Executive Officer.

55.
The City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation) was made pursuant to the Act. Chapter 6, Part 4, section 227 of the Regulation provides that: (1) Council must, as soon as practicable after entering into a contract under this chapter worth $200,000 or more (exclusive of GST), publish relevant details of the contract on Council’s website; (2) the relevant details must be published under subsection (1) for a period of at least 12 months; and (3) also, if a person asks Council to give relevant details of a contract, Council must allow the person to inspect the relevant details at Council’s public office. ‘Relevant details’ is defined in Chapter 6, Part 4, section 227 as including: (a) the person with whom Council has entered into the contract; (b) the value of the contract; and (c) the purpose of the contract (e.g. the particular goods or services to be supplied under the contract).

56.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

57.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTES THE REPORT OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR MARCH 2019, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

	Details of Contracts Accepted by Delegates of Council for March 2019

	Contract number/contract purpose/successful tenderer/comparative tender price/value for money index (VFM) achieved
	Nature of arrangement/ estimated maximum expenditure
	Unsuccessful tenderers/VFM achieved
	Comparative tender price/s
	Delegate/

approval date/start date/term

	BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE
	
	
	
	

	1. Contract No. 531531

CONSTRUCTION OF BOTANIC GARDENS RIVERWALK

Georgiou Group Pty Ltd – $12,402,660

Achieved the highest VFM of 61.7
	Lump sum

$12,722,850

(Including delay costs)
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

CPM Group Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 60.4

Offers not recommended

Cragcorp Pty Ltd trading as Queensland Bridge & Civil 

Achieved VFM of 34.8
	$12,578,572

$16,644,620
	Delegate

E&C

Approved

11.03.2019

Start

13.03.2019

Term

36 weeks

	2. Contract No. 531589
RELOCATION OF DEAGON AND CENTRAL WARD OFFICES

Premis Solutions Pty Ltd – $202,970 (Deagon Ward Office) and $202,850 (Central 

Ward Office)

Achieved the highest VFM of 39.91 (Deagon Ward Office) and 39.93 (Central Ward Office)
	Lump sum

$202,970 (Deagon Ward Office)
$202,850 (Central Ward Office)
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

Dart Holdings Pty Ltd trading as A Dart & Co

Achieved VFM of 31.86 (Deagon Ward Office) and 31.10 (Central Ward Office)

Blackwood Projects Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 31.25 (Deagon Ward Office) and 28.99 (Central Ward Office)

Offers not recommended

Probuild Industries Australia Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 21.58 (Deagon Ward Office) and 19.61 (Central Ward Office)

Hawley Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 17.36 (Deagon Ward Office) and 12.73 (Central Ward Office)

Signature Projects Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 14.55 (Deagon Ward Office) and 14.49 (Central Ward Office)

Non-conforming offer

Kane Constructions Pty Ltd
	$204,000 (Deagon)

$209,000 (Central)

$219,200 (Deagon)

$236,300 (Central)

$294,289 (Deagon)

$323,801 (Central)

$296,609 (Deagon)

$306,404 (Central

$243,920 (Deagon)

$245,050 (Central)

Not applicable (N/A)
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

06.03.2019

Start

07.03.2019

Term

Eight weeks for each contract (Deagon Ward Office and Central Ward Office)

	3. Contract No. 531650

OLD CLEVELAND ROAD UPGRADE

Allroads Pty Ltd – $958,650*

Achieved the highest VFM of 74.1

*Comparative tender prices have been normalised for evaluation purposes to include the estimated costs of potential delays and additional supervision.
	Schedule of rates

$893,650
	Doval Constructions (Qld) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 66.4

F.K. Garner & Sons Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 31.6
	$1,211,963*

$1,824,381*
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

13.03.2019

Start

21.03.2019

Term

12 weeks

	4. Contract No. 531667

BUS STOP ACCESSIBILITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM – CONSTRUCTION PACKAGE 21

Ertech (Queensland) Pty Ltd – $3,465,701

Achieved VFM of 24.96


	Lump sum

$3,465,701


	One tender received


	N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

05.03.2019

Start

06.03.2019

Term

16 weeks

	5. Contract No. 531682

WIDDOP STREET INTERSECTION UPGRADE

Abergeldie Contractors Pty Ltd – $2,867,770

Achieved VFM of 26.33
	Schedule of rates

$2,867,770
	One tender received


	N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

12.03.2019

Start

18.03.2019

Term

30 weeks

	6. Contract No. 531689

DRAINAGE CONSTRUCTION AT CHERMSIDE STREET, TENERIFFE

GCE Contractors Pty Ltd – $1,152,665

Achieved the highest VFM of 6.93
	Lump sum

$1,152,665
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

GCE Contractors Pty Ltd (Alternate Offer)

Achieved VFM of 6.43

Bothar Boring and Tunneling Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 4.85

Offers not recommended

DJ MacCormick Contractors Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 3.12

Diona Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 2.55
	$1,157,840

$1,408,046

$1,612,306

$1,755,849
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

22.03.2019

Start

26.03.2019

Term

24 weeks

	7. Contract No. 531753

DREDGING AND ASSOCIATED WORKS AT STORMWATER OUTLET, CASTLEMAINE STREET, MILTON

Michael Reid Family Trust as trustee for Crosana Pty Ltd – $262,345

Achieved the highest VFM of 27.89
	Lump sum

$262,345
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

Australian Marine & Civil Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 19.23

Waterway Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM 14.45

Offer not recommended

Desilting Solutions Pty Ltd*

*Tendered price and VFM are not applicable as the tenderer did not achieve minimum non-price score.

Non-conforming offer

MGN Civil Pty Ltd
	$421,250

$595,177

N/A*

N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

18.03.2019

Start

20.03.2019

Term

15 weeks

	8. Contract No. 531832

FOREST LAKE JUNIOR SPORTS FIELD LIGHTING

B&T Stanton Enterprises Pty Ltd trading as Platinum Electricians Morningside – $413,575

Achieved the highest VFM of 181.35
	Lump sum

$413,575
	Aus Air Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 166.25

QA Electrical (Qld) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 114.61
	$454,138

$513,461
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

06.03.2019

Start

11.03.2019

Term

16 weeks

	9. Contract No. 531860

STORMWATER HARVESTING 2018-20 – Package 1

LJ & KA Peel Family Trust trading as Turf Irrigation Services Pty Ltd – $626,594

Achieved the highest VFM of 121.29
	Lump sum

$626,594
	Michael Reid Family Trust as trustee for Crosana Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 30.74


	$1,349,928
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

27.03.2019

Start

1 April 2019

Term

20 weeks

	10. Contract No. 531901

ACCESS AND INCLUSION 2018-19 – BRISBANE JAZZ CLUB

Building Solutions Brisbane Pty Ltd – $301,549

Achieved the highest VFM of 265.30
	Lump sum

$301,549
	Kane Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 225.26

Blackwood Projects Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 220.02

Dart Holdings Pty Ltd trading as A Dart & Co

Achieved VFM of 188.44

Probuild Industries Australia Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 162.42
	$324,065

$363,600

$398,000

$517,162
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

27.03.2019

Start

01.04.2019

Term

10 weeks

	LIFESTYLE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	11. Contract No. 531844

MISSING PERSONS MEMORIAL GARDEN

The Landscape Construction Company Pty Ltd – $287,312

Achieved the highest VFM of 26.97


	Lump sum

$287,312
	Naturform Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 21.43


	$380,247
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

13.03.2019

Start

14.03.2019

Term

18 weeks

	TRANSPORT FOR BRISBANE
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY ADMINISTRATION AND GOVERNANCE
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	12. Contract No. 511007

PROVISION OF AN ENERGY INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SERVICE

Energetics Pty Ltd – $373,384

Achieved the highest VFM of 22.24
	Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) (Preferred Supplier Arrangement) 

Annual fee and schedule of rates

$935,000

(over the potential maximum five‑year term of the CPA)
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

BidEnergy (Operations) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 19.29

M & C Energy Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 14.39

Offer not recommended

Kinesis Pty Ltd

Non-conforming offer

Energy Action (Australia) Pty Ltd
	$277,760

$515,020

$1,053,200

N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

29.03.2019

Start

01.04.2019

Term

Two years with options to extend for up to three additional years for a maximum term of five years.

	13. Contract No. 510951

PROVISION OF STORMWATER INFRASTRUCTURE CLEANING AND CCTV SERVICES AND VACUUM EXCAVATION SERVICES

Category 1 – Stormwater Infrastructure Cleaning Services

Tier 1

Pipe Management Australia Pty Ltd – $2,465,087

Achieved the highest VFM of 36
Tier 2

Cleanaway Operations Pty Ltd – $2,470,307

Achieved VFM of 34

Aussie Hydrovac Services Pty Ltd – $2,566,413

Achieved VFM of 32

Category 2 – CCTV Pipe Surveying Services
Dynamic Hydro Excavations Pty Ltd – $244,944

Achieved the highest VFM of 26

Cleanaway Operations Pty Ltd – $362,980

Achieved a VFM of 23

Pipe Management Australia Pty Ltd – $391,366

Achieved a VFM of 22

Aussie Hydrovac Services Pty Ltd – $340,804

Achieved VFM of 21

Category 3 – Stormwater Gully Basket Cleaning Services

Pipe Management Australia Pty Ltd – $126,323

Achieved the highest VFM of 68

Category 4 – Vacuum Excavation Services
Patriot Tankers Pty Ltd – $2,323,350

Achieved the highest VFM of 35

Vacuum Excavation Australia Pty Ltd – $2,605,000

Achieved VFM of 32.4 

As You Like It Landscaping Pty Ltd – $2,307,000

Achieved VFM of 30


	CPA (Panel Arrangement) 

Schedule of rates for Categories 1, 2 and 4 and lump sum for Category 3

$32,700,000 (over the potential maximum   five‑year term of the CPA)


	Category 1 – Stormwater Infrastructure Cleaning Services

Patriot Tankers Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 26

GMA Waste Water Services Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 25

As You Like It Landscaping Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 24

Veolia Water Technologies (Australia) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 24

Dynamic Hydro Excavations Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 23

Tunnel Vision Services Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 23

Supervax Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 21

TVE Pty Ltd as trustee for the Tipper Family Trust trading as TVE Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 17

PR & MJ Sprague Investments Pty Ltd as trustee for PR & MJ Sprague Family Trust trading as Lee’s Environmental

Achieved VFM of 16

Lambert Locations Pty Ltd

Achieved a VFM of 14

Aquavac Vacuum Excavations Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 13

Tipper Industries Pty Ltd as trustee for the E&D Tipper Trust trading as AquaDig Earth Moving

Achieved VFM of 13
Category 2 – CCTV Pipe Surveying Services

Offers not recommended

Tunnel Vision Services Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 18

TVE Pty Ltd as trustee for the Tipper Family Trust trading as TVE Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 18

Patriot Tankers Pty Ltd 

Achieved VFM of 15

GMA Waste Water Services Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 15

Veolia Water Technologies (Australia) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 13

Lambert Locations Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 11

Non-conforming offers

1300 Locate Pty Ltd trading as 1300 Locate

Tipper Industries Pty Ltd as trustee for the E&D Tipper Trust trading as AquaDig Earth Moving

PR & MJ Sprague Investments Pty Ltd as trustee for PR & MJ Sprague Family Trust trading as Lee’s Environmental
Category 3 – Stormwater Gully Basket Cleaning Services

Aussie Hydrovac Services Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 62

Cleanaway Operations Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 51

GMA Waste Water Services Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 38

PR & MJ Sprague Investments Pty Ltd as trustee for PR & MJ Sprague Family Trust trading as Lee’s Environmental

Achieved VFM of 14

TVE Pty Ltd as trustee for the Tipper Family Trust trading as TVE Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 12

Patriot Tankers Pty Ltd 

Achieved VFM of 11

Vac Group Operations Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 10

As You Like It Landscaping Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 10

JJ Richards & Sons Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 10

Veolia Water Technologies (Australia) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 8

Dynamic Hydro Excavations Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 4

Tipper Industries Pty Ltd as trustee for the E&D Tipper Trust trading as AquaDig Earth Moving

Achieved VFM of 4

Aquavac Vacuum Excavations Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 1

Category 4 – Vacuum Excavation Services
Shortlisted offers not recommended

Dynamic Hydro Excavations Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 29.2

Cleanaway Operations Pty Ltd 

Achieved VFM of 29.1

Vac Group Operations Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 25.9

Offers not shortlisted

Veolia Water Technologies (Australia) Pty Ltd*

Vac2u Excavation Hire Pty Ltd*

1300 Locate Pty Ltd trading as 1300 Locate*

GMA Waste Water Services Pty Ltd*

PR & MJ Sprague Investments Pty Ltd as trustee for PR & MJ Sprague Family Trust trading as Lee’s Environmental*

Heritage Tree Services Pty Ltd as trustee for Rowan Family Trust trading as Heritage Tree Care*

TVE Pty Ltd as trustee for the Tipper Family Trust trading as TVE Pty Ltd*

Tipper Industries Pty Ltd as trustee for the E&D Tipper Trust trading as AquaDig Earth Moving*

Jebb Pty Ltd as trustee for the Jebb Trust trading as Elite Liquid Waste*

Lambert Locations Pty Ltd*

Aquavac Vacuum Excavations Pty Ltd*

Aussie Hydrovac Services Pty Ltd^

Utility Location Services Pty Ltd^

Pipe Management Australia Pty Ltd^

Hydrovac Excavations (Australia) Pty Ltd^

*Tendered price and VFM not applicable as tenderer’s non-price score was considerably lower than those shortlisted.

^Tenderers did not demonstrate acceptable asbestos handling processes and procedures.
	$2,615,353

$2,660,939

$2,271,380

$3,296,908

$2,660,699

$2,612,198

$2,583,764

$3,113,158

$3,172,018

$2,309,329

$2,109,075

$3,270,797

$401,430

$313,489

$486,399

$440,025

$583,513

$472,910

N/A

N/A

N/A

$129,504

$167,280

$172,672

$408,960

$454,400

$587,994

$667,968

$681,600

$613,440

$827,852

$1,636,200

$908,800

$4,498,560

$2,274,500

$2,455,000

$3,183,060

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A


	Delegate

CEO

Approved

12.03.2019

Start

13.03.2019

Term

Three years with options to extend for up to two additional years for a maximum term of five years.

	14. Contract No. 511025

PROVISION OF DRUG AND ALCOHOL MANAGEMENT SERVICES

Safe Work Laboratories Pty Ltd – $63,500

Achieved the highest VFM of 136.48
	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$350,000

(over the potential maximum five‑year term of the CPA)
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

Fit 4 Duty Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 67.70

Kinnect Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 62.75

Offers not recommended

(VFM not applicable for tenderers not shortlisted as minimum quality requirements were not met)

Integrity Sampling (Australia) Pty Ltd

Queensland Drug Testing Pty Ltd

Labourhealth Pty Ltd

The trustee for Company Medical Services Unit Trust trading as Company Medical Services

T2gws Pty Ltd

Newport Medical Solutions Pty Ltd trading as First Choice Diagnostic Co

Sonic Healthplus Pty Ltd

Workforce Health Assessors Pty Ltd
	$113,250

$110,500

$137,750

$73,275

$125,017

$68,750

$136,150

$75,750

$99,585

$100,800
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

13.03.2019

Start

14.03.2019

Term

Two years with options to extend for up to three additional years for a maximum term of five years.

	15. Contract No. 531688

SAP NET WEAVER IDENTITY MANAGEMENT SOFTWARE REIMPLEMENTATION

HCL Services Australia Pty Ltd – $385,229

Achieved VFM of 16.1
	Lump sum

$385,229
	One tender received


	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

26.03.2019

Start

27.03.2019

Term

28 weeks

	16. Contract No. 531874

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT TOOL

Apptio Pty Ltd trading as Apptio Inc – $1,503,721

Achieved VFM of 51
	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement) 

Lump sum and schedule of rates

$1,503,721

(over the potential maximum three years and six months term of the CPA)
	Shortlisted offer not recommended

Digital Lifecycle Group Pty Ltd*

Offer not recommended

Pronto Software Limited*

*Tendered price and/or VFM not applicable as tenderers did not meet minimum non-price quality requirements.
	$618,460

N/A*
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

29.03.2019

Start

30.03.2019

Term

Six months with an option to extend for up to three years for a maximum term of three years and six months.

	17. Contract No. 531949

VIDEO AND AUDIO BROADCASTING OF BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS

Livestream Australia Pty Ltd – $102,250

Achieved the highest VFM of 6.53

Encore Event Technologies Pty Limited – $164,648

Achieved VFM of 4.11
	CPA (Panel Arrangement) 

Schedule of rates

$220,000

(over the potential   two‑year term of the CPA)
	N/A
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

27.02.2019

Start

04.03.2019

Term

One year with an option to extend for an additional period of up to one year.


ADOPTED

D
MINOR AND ADMINISTRATIVE AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE H

152/160/1218/398

816/2018-19

58.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

59.
Council is committed to facilitating economic growth and maintaining prosperity in Brisbane through sustainable development regulated by Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme). This requires a robust and resilient planning scheme that reflects changes over time in line with community and industry expectations. Minor and administrative amendments (the proposed amendments) are proposed to the planning scheme and associated planning scheme policies to maintain its effectiveness and currency.

60.
The proposed amendments will achieve the following outcomes.

-
Maintain the currency of the planning scheme through updating infrastructure standards and undertaking zoning changes to reflect current development approvals together with supporting updates to overlay maps to reflect these zoning changes.

-
Improve the effectiveness and useability of the planning scheme through enhancing the format and presentation of the planning scheme, undertaking mapping and text refinements, and addressing typographical errors.

61.
The schedule of proposed amendments is set out in Attachment B (submitted on file). The proposed amendments are set out in Attachment C (submitted on file).

62.
The process for amending the planning scheme is set out in the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules, made under section 17 of the Planning Act 2016.

63.
Should Council resolve to approve the proposed amendments, it is proposed the amended planning scheme will take effect from 26 July 2019.

64.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

65.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO DECIDE TO MAKE MINOR AND ADMINISTRATIVE AMENDMENTS TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014

As Council:

(i)
pursuant to section 5.1 of Part 2 of Chapter 2 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under the Planning Act 2016, decides to make minor and administrative amendments to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme)

(ii)
pursuant to section 2.1 of Part 1 and section 5.2 of Part 2 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline, has prepared the proposed minor amendment and the proposed administrative amendment (the proposed amendments), as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file)

(iii)
pursuant to section 2.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline, decides to make minor and administrative amendments to planning scheme policies contained in Schedule 6 of the planning scheme (the proposed planning scheme policy amendments)

(iv)
pursuant to section 2.2 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline, has prepared the proposed planning scheme policy amendments, as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file),

then Council:

(i)
decides, pursuant to section 3.1 of Part 1 and section 6.1 of Part 2 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline, to adopt the proposed amendments

(ii)
decides, pursuant to section 5.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline, to adopt the proposed planning scheme policy amendments

(iii)
directs that notice of the adoption of:

(a)
the proposed amendments be given in accordance with section 3.2 and section 3.3 of Part 1 and section 6.2 and section 6.3 of Part 2 of Chapter 2, and Schedule 5 of the Guideline

(b)
the proposed planning scheme policy amendments be given in accordance with section 5.2 and section 5.3 of Part 1 of Chapter 3, and Schedule 5 of the Guideline.
ADOPTED

E
AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE J


152/160/1218/399

817/2018-19

66.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

67.
Council is committed to facilitating economic growth and maintaining prosperity in Brisbane through sustainable development regulated by Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme). To achieve this, amendments are required to SC6.31 Transport, access, parking and servicing planning scheme policy (the planning scheme policy) to reflect changes in circumstances and as new information becomes available.

68.
Council proposes to make amendments to the planning scheme policy that will maintain the currency of the planning scheme and advance the following objective.

-
Ensure that multiple dwellings in suburban areas provide sufficient onsite car parking spaces to accommodate parking demand (the proposed amendment).

69.
The proposed amendment meets the following principles and actions from Brisbane’s Future Blueprint:

-
Principle: Get people home quicker and safer with more travel options

-
Action 02: Increase the car parking requirements for development in suburban areas.

70.
The process for amending the planning scheme policy is set out in the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under section 22 of the Planning Act 2016. In accordance with the Guideline, the proposed amendment is an amendment. The proposed amendment has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the Guideline and is set out in Attachment C (submitted on file). The schedule of proposed amendments is set out in Attachment B (submitted on file).

71.
Should Council decide to proceed with the proposed amendment, pursuant to section 3.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline, Council must publicly consult on the proposed amendment.

72.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

73.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO DECIDE TO MAKE AN AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 TO AMEND SC6.31 TRANSPORT, ACCESS, PARKING AND SERVICING PLANNING SCHEME POLICY
As Council:

(i)
decides, pursuant to section 2.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under the Planning Act 2016, to make an amendment to SC6.31 Transport, access, parking and servicing planning scheme policy (the planning scheme policy) contained in Schedule 6 of Brisbane City Plan 2014 to ensure that new multiple dwellings in suburban areas accommodate parking demand (the proposed amendment)

(ii)
has prepared the proposed amendment to the planning scheme policy, as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file), pursuant to section 2.2 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline,

then Council: 

(i)
directs, pursuant to section 3.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline, that public consultation be carried out on the proposed amendment.

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 3 June 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. This report relates to the appointment of a new Councillor for McDowall Ward. As Councillors would be aware, the new Councillor for McDowall Ward following tonight’s meeting will be Tracy Davis. This is something that obviously I’m particularly excited about. Another new member of the team ongoing renewal in the team and this is part of a record renewal in the team which will see this is the third Councillor coming into the team and we’ll soon see a fourth Councillor coming in as well. 


When you consider that level of renewal, that’s equivalent to 80% of the Labor Opposition. So we’ve got almost as many new Councillors as they have Councillors. So we’re particularly excited to have that renewal and I would point out that three men have been replaced with two women and one man.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So we’re increasing our diversity and gender balance unlike those opposite who have one. One. So we are very proud to have a balanced Cabinet as well and I would say though then particularly in relation to Tracy, I would simply say this, I am very much looking forward to Tracy being an active contributing member of this team. I know that she will work absolutely hard for the residents of McDowall Ward. 


I know that she is passionate about her community, she loves her community, she understands her community. She also understands small business as well having a small business background and I am absolutely delighted to support this submission today and to have Tracy on board as soon as possible working hard for the people of McDowall. 


As we talked about last week in the Chamber, obviously, there’s some big shoes to fill there with Norm but I would recommend to Tracy that that you don’t need to park outside anyone’s house in the middle of the night monitoring barking dogs. There’s other ways to make a contribution and I know that you will. So as I said, happy to support the submission.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, I’ll put the 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, Amanda Cooper, Fiona Hammond, Vicki Howard and Peter Matic.

A
APPOINTMENT OF TRACY ELLEN DAVIS AS COUNCILLOR FOR McDOWALL WARD AND HER MEMBERSHIP OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES


137/225/37/9
818/2018-19

1.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

2.
Councillor Norm Wyndham, Councillor for McDowall Ward, has tendered his resignation to the Chief Executive Officer with effect from 12pm on 31 May 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 Norm Wyndham 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 31 May 2019 requesting advice of the name and address of a qualified nominee to fill the vacant Councillor position for McDowall Ward.

5.
By letter dated 31 May 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), the Liberal National Party advised of the nomination of Tracy Ellen Davis to fill that vacancy.

6.
Tracy Ellen Davis 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 Tracy Ellen Davis as Councillor for McDowall Ward, it is proposed she be appointed as the Deputy Chair of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee and a member of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle 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 TRACY ELLEN DAVIS TO FILL THE VACANT POSITION OF COUNCILLOR FOR McDOWALL WARD AND TO ALTER THE MEMBERSHIP OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES
As:

(i)
Councillor Norm Wyndham, Councillor for McDowall Ward, resigned as a Councillor by signed notice of resignation given to the Chief Executive Officer with effect from 12pm on 31 May 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 Norm Wyndham was elected as Councillor for McDowall 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 31 May 2019 requesting advice of the name and address of a qualified nominee to fill the vacant Councillor position for McDowall Ward

(viii)
by letter dated 31 May 2019, the Liberal National Party advised of the nomination of Tracy Ellen Davis to fill that vacancy as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(ix)
Tracy Ellen Davis 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 Tracy Ellen Davis of 8 Nellings Place, Aspley, as Councillor for McDowall Ward with immediate effect, and approves that Tracy Ellen Davis be appointed as the Deputy Chair of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee and a member of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee.

ADOPTED

PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Kate RICHARDS that the report of the meeting of the Public and Active Transport Committee held on 28 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Last week’s presentation was on the Safer Communities Grant for Retail Crime Prevention which I’ve spoken about at length in a question to the Chamber as well. It was fantastic to see the ability for us to continue supporting the retailers through the CBD and the Valley precincts making sure that we can keep their community safe and secure through local crime prevention and some security infrastructure activities. 


We know that retail crime costs Brisbane businesses more than $600 million including costs of prevention, loss of products and cash, employee trauma and compensation, property damage, repairs, upgrades and loss of productivity. So the trial that we held over 18 months saw a total of 304 retail stores participate exceeding our target of the audience predictions. 


The aim was to get more retail crime actually reported so the QPS knew about it and the Chamber of Commerce knew about it using the crime prevention software platform, Auror, so that the retailers could share their information and hopefully reduce the incidence of retail crime if they knew something was going on in the area as well.


The feedback indicated that the smaller retailers often didn’t have the time to report the retail crime and wanted a way to discuss the crime issues in their area. So the result of the trial saw a 21.4% increase in crime incidence reported directly to the QPS and within Brisbane City and Fortitude Valley in that 18 months. 


It’s a great outcome and the National Retail Association plans to extend and establish a Retail Crime Network with additional participants with the funding from Council of $15,000 a year over two years to continue the momentum of the trial and combat retail crime. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, I’ll put the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee was declared carried on the voices.

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – SAFER COMMUNITIES GRANT – RETAIL CRIME PREVENTION

819/2018-19

1.
Karlene Ferguson, A/Economic Development Manager, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Safer Communities Grant – Retail Crime Prevention. She provided the information below.

2.
The Safer Communities Fund (the fund) is a Commonwealth Government grant to community organisations and local governments to keep Australian communities safe and secure through local crime prevention and security infrastructure activities. In June 2017, Council received a $467,000 grant under the fund and contracted the National Retail Association (NRA) to deliver a retail crime prevention trial (the trial).

3.
Retail crime costs Brisbane businesses:

-
$216 million in loss prevention, such as security guards, surveillance systems and tagging

-
$198 million in lost products and cash

-
$93 million in employee trauma, downtime and compensation

-
$93 million in property damage, repairs and upgrades

-
$18 million in lost output and productivity.

4.
The trial was held over 18 months and aimed to address retail crime through:

-
increased reporting of retail crime incidents

-
use of a retail crime prevention software platform, Auror

-
sharing information with retailers of retail crime incidents in the area.

5.
The trial was conducted within Brisbane City and Fortitude Valley retail areas. Stakeholder engagement was conducted through face-to-face interactions and workshops. Feedback indicated that smaller retailers often did not have time to report incidents of retail crime and wanted a way to debrief and discuss retail crime issues and topics around their area. 

6.
A total of 304 retail stores participated in the trial, which exceeded target audience predictions. Participants were trained on how to use the Auror platform which allowed them to report retail crime incidents. A dedicated hotline to Crime Stoppers was also created for retailers to use.

7.
As a result of the trial, the number of retail crime incidents reported directly to Queensland Police increased by 21.4% within Brisbane City and Fortitude Valley since 2017-18. A total of 1,056 incidents were reported via the Auror platform. Face-to-face engagement was a critical strategy to engage retailers, particularly small businesses.

8.
The NRA plans to extend and establish a retail crime network with additional participants. The NRA has requested Council funding of $15,000 per year over two years to continue the momentum of the trial to combat retail crime. Council officers will meet with the NRA to progress discussions.

9.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Ferguson for her informative presentation.

10.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Councillor Amanda COOPER, Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 28 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Councillor COOPER, is there any debate?
Councillor COOPER:
Thank you very much, Mr Chair. We had a presentation on the Player Street connection upgrade at Committee last week. Kessels Road as Councillor HUANG well knows forms an important link in the Brisbane urban corridor. It links the Ipswich Motorway with the Gateway Motorway and is particularly, as this Chamber would be well aware, owned and managed by the Department of Transport and Main Roads. 


This corridor carries about 40,000 vehicle movements on average each and every day so a significant corridor carrying significant traffic. In the Mount Gravatt corridor neighbourhood plan, which went through significant community consultation in 2009 to 2012 and of course was as part of that process endorsed by the State Government, specifically included a new road corridor from Kessels Road to Player Street. So thus was borne the Player Street extension. 


So both in the 2009 State Government’s South East Queensland Regional Plan, page 17 for those reading along at home, and the 2017 ShapingSEQ plan, page 109, both of those identified the Upper Mount Gravatt area as a principal regional activity centre. So a centre where we anticipate significant growth, significant activity to be undertaken. 


When we look at the statistics between 2007 and 2019, there were 52 recorded crashes at the Kessels Road and MacGregor Street intersection. Thirty crashes at the Kessels Road and Cremin Street intersection and 71 crashes at the Kessels Road and Logan Road intersection. So traffic count surveys, that were undertaken in 2015, show traffic volumes on Kessels Road ranging between 1,700 and 2,400 vehicles per hour in both the morning and afternoon peak periods. 


We in particular have at Kessels Road intersection with Logan Road and MacGregor Street, significant turning movements with over 750 vehicles per hour turning right form Kessels Road into MacGregor Street. The predicted traffic for 2031 identified average morning peak period delays of four to five minutes for movements from Cremin Street and delays of seven minutes for right turn movements from MacGregor Street. 


As we particularly discussed at the presentation last week, traffic is currently queuing through the intersection, spilling out of the right-hand turn lane, blocking through traffic combining of course with the no right turn into Cremin Street which operates from 7.00am until 9.00am and 3.00pm to 6.00pm, Monday to Friday and multiple traffic signals in very close proximity cause significant congestion issues.


In particular, this upgrade will reduce congestion for residents trying to get to and from their homes to work and of course to local shopping centres as well as improve congestion on the Brisbane urban corridor and safety. So we’ll be constructing a new road connecting Player Street and Pickworth Street intersection through the Kessels Road at the MacGregor Street intersection. 


We will also remove the traffic signals at Kessels Road and Cremin Street intersection while modifying the Cremin Street access to be left in only as well as lengthening the right turn lane on Kessels Road at the Logan Road intersection from 94 metres to 180 metres. We will be upgrading the existing traffic signals at Kessels Road and MacGregor Street intersection, constructing a new right turn lane on Kessels Road at the Player Street intersection as well as installing a new roundabout at the Player Street and Pickworth Street intersection. 


We’ll also provide a new footpath on the new road connection for both cyclists and pedestrians. There will be multiple benefits delivered as a result of this project including improved travel time reliability for general traffic and buses in particular travelling along Kessels Road corridor and traffic time reductions from Player Street on average from four minutes to 40 seconds. 


The benefit of this project is estimated at over $60 million with approximately $24 million to be delivered in terms of safety benefits. So significant benefits to the community as well as having a benefit cost ratio of 5.6, which I know that Councillor HUANG is very, very proud of in particular with relation to this project. 


In terms of funding, this will be fully funded by Council but we are not opposed to looking to see if other people would be willing to contribute and we’ll certainly be considering if there’s Federal Government programs that we may seek to get a contribution as a part of this. I know the Federal Member, Ross Vasta, who seems to be happy to support us in this Council Chamber delivering great infrastructure. We’re keen to see opportunities that we might be able to partner with other levels of government to deliver infrastructure. 


So we’ve finalised the acquisition of four properties, we’ve got the tender out to market which closes on 21 June. We aim to award that in early July and we are keen to see this project well underway delivering significant improvements for the local community. Thank you and I’ve got some petitions I’m happy to comment—to make responses to. Thank you.

Chair:
Thank you. 
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. Just briefly, I was hoping that Councillor COOPER would answer my question from last week’s Committee and that’s about the Widdop Street upgrade at Nundah. My concern during the presentation was about whether the left-hand turn out of Toombul Shopping Centre was being controlled by lights. Obviously, it’s a slip lane. One of the big recommendations out of Move Safe was that Council looks at controlling the slip lanes with lights and a hard left turn but with lights or a left turn. 


During the presentation, Councillor COOPER and the officers were unable to confirm whether the slip lane would be controlled with lights. The main section of the cross-street had a green walk signal and was traffic controlled which was good. Certainly, my view would be the slip lane needs to be controlled as well and I hope that Councillor COOPER is going to confirm whether that is the case because certainly there’s a lot of pedestrian movements around Toombul Shopping Centre as well as cyclists who I think—they’re the ones who are concerned about this. 


Whilst Council isn’t doing what they want to do, there are things Council can do to make the environment safer. So I’d certainly appreciate Councillor COOPER answering the question.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor HUANG.

Councillor HUANG:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item A of the Infrastructure Committee Report on the presentation of Player Street connection. Mr Chair, this is a topic that is close to my heart. I would like to start by expressing my heartfelt appreciation to the LORD MAYOR and Councillor COOPER for their vision and determination in progressing the Player Street connection which will provide greater safety and traffic efficiency not only to the local residents but also to every motorist and pedestrian who uses this section of Kessels Road. 


As Councillor COOPER stated, between 2007 and 2018, there have been 52 crashes on the Kessels Road and MacGregor Street intersection and 30 crashes on the Kessels Road and Cremin Street intersection.


Mr Chair, Kessels Road is one of the busiest freight networks linking the Gateway Motorway from the Port of Brisbane to the industrial estates along Ipswich Motorway. It carries 40,000 vehicles into the south-western suburbs of Brisbane. This section of the Kessels Road is part of Brisbane urban corridor and area surrounding Westfield Garden City has been identified in State Government’s South East Queensland Regional Plan as a principal regional activity centre. 


Mr Chair, as a busy freight corridor with 40,000 vehicles going through it every day, the Player Street connection will provide significant safety and efficiency benefits to the local residents and all traffic using this corridor. Currently, local residents can only enter and exit their homes via Cremin Street, but as Kessels Road is extremely busy and due to the close proximity between Cremin Street and Logan Road, the local residents have to wait in long queues to enter and exit this pocket of area day and night. 


Once the Player Street connection is completed, we will see improved travel time reliability for general traffic and buses along the Kessels Road corridor, it will improve safety and access for all road users and create an egress from local residential areas. The travel time from Player Street will be reduced to 40 seconds from four minutes. Mr Chair, I have attended one of the two information sessions held at Garden City for this project and all the residents who came forward to speak to the officers were all cheerful and positive about the progress of this project.


I am grateful to know that this is now underway and we are expecting the completion of this project by the end of this year. Mr Chair, may I once again thank the LORD MAYOR and Councillor COOPER for their leadership in delivering this vital piece of infrastructure for the southside residents. I commend the report to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Just briefly in response to the question that Councillor JOHNSTON put to one of the officers last week. She was asking about what pedestrian control there was on the left slip lane from the Toombul Shopping Centre car park to Widdop Street. He said that he believed it was an on-demand pedestrian crossing and he has concern that that is the case. So that is—you’ve got a couple of examples of where we’ve done that. One would be Shaw Road and you’ve also got Telegraph Road where the traffic signals are triggered by a pedestrian. Thank you very much.

Chair:
Thank you. I now move the report. 
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 Amanda Cooper (Chair), Councillor Steven Huang (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Nicole Johnston, James Mackay, Steven Toomey and Steve Griffiths.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – PLAYER STREET CONNECTION  

820/2018-19

1.
Graham Nell, Program Director, Civil and Transport, Project Management, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to present the Player Street Connection. He provided the information below.

2.
The Brisbane Urban Corridor (BUC) is the key freight route in the regional and national road freight network linking the Ipswich Motorway with the Gateway Motorway. There has been significant congestion along Kessels Road between Pacific Motorway and Logan Road. Kessels Road forms an important link within the BUC which is owned and managed by the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR). The Mains Road and Kessels Road Intersection Upgrade project is one of TMR’s key projects. 

3.
The Player Street Connection area is identified in the South East Queensland Regional Plan as a principal regional activity centre, supporting key employment and increased density. The current catchment, which is north of Kessels Road, has limited access via Cremin Street or Tora Street. 

4.
The right-turn into Cremin Street from Kessels Road is prohibited during AM and PM peak hours. As such, there has been significant delays and queuing at intersections on Kessels Road at Logan Road, Cremin Street and MacGregor Street. 

5.
The existing situation shows that the traffic flow is hindered by multiple traffic signals in close proximity to each other, which causes traffic queues through the intersections of MacGregor Street and Kessels Road. The no right-turn into Cremin Street during AM and PM peak hours and the inadequate right-turn lanes causes the queues to spill out, blocking through traffic. 

6.
Between 2007 and 2018, there have been 52 crashes on the Kessels Road and MacGregor Street intersection and 30 crashes on the Kessels Road and Cremin Street intersection. 

7.
The project objectives aim to reduce congestion along Kessels Road and at signalised intersections between MacGregor Street and Logan Road. It will improve egress and access to the residential area currently accessed via Cremin Street. This will also improve traffic movement along the BUC and safety for all road users. These future changes have been identified in the Mount Gravatt neighbourhood plan. 

8.
The project scope includes the construction of a new road connection from the Player Street and Pickworth Street intersection through to Kessels Road at the MacGregor Street intersection, and the removal of the existing traffic signals at the intersection of Kessels Road, and Cremin Street and its modification to a left-in only access.

9.
The existing right-turn lane on Kessels Road at the Logan Road intersection will be lengthened. A new right-turn lane on Kessels Road at the Player Street intersection will be constructed, along with a new roundabout at the Player Street and Pickworth Street intersection.

10.
The existing traffic signals at the Kessels Road and MacGregor Street intersection will be upgraded and include provision for a 1.5 metre wide footpath. The project also includes the acquisition of four properties, which are now complete. 

11.
The project benefits will see improved travel time reliability for general traffic and buses along the Kessels Road corridor. It will improve safety and access for all road users and create an egress from local residential areas. The travel time from Player Street will be reduced to 40 seconds from four minutes. 

12.
The quantifiable benefit of this project is $62.4 million and the cost-benefit ratio which includes vehicle operating costs is 5.6. The total budget for this project is $11.2 million. 

13.
The project timing is as follows:


-
Late 2017 – Design


- 
Mid 2018 – mid 2019 – Land acquisition


-
Mid 2019 – early 2020 – Construction.

14.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Nell for his informative presentation.

15.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REVIEW THE TRAFFIC ARRANGEMENT ALONG CAVENDISH ROAD, BETWEEN OPAL STREET AND COOLONG STREET TO IMPROVE SAFETY FOR CYCLISTS



CA19/180874

821/2018-19

16.
A petition requesting Council review the traffic arrangement along Cavendish Road, between Opal Street and Coolong Street to improve safety for cyclists was presented to the meeting of Council held on 5 March 2019 by Councillor Krista Adams, and received.

17.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

18.
The petition contains 7 signatures. All of the petitioners live on Cavendish Road, Holland Park.

19.
The petitioners are providing feedback about safety for cyclists along Cavendish Road due to the number and width of available traffic lanes. The petitioners are requesting a left-turn only lane for northbound traffic from Cavendish Road into Nursery Road; extension of the right-turn lane from Cavendish Road into Wyncroft Street; line marking changes; and a bicycle lane between Nursery Road and Wyncroft Street. The petitioners have referenced lane configuration between Wyncroft Street and Opal Street as an example to duplicate. 

20.
Cavendish Road is considered to be a suburban road under Council’s road hierarchy. Suburban roads connect arterial routes in and around suburbs and form important links in the public transport and inter‑suburban freight network. Suburban roads typically carry a speed limit of 60 km/hr or more and are primarily designed to carry traffic movements. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

21.
Council has investigated the petitioners’ request for an inbound left-turn only lane, at the intersection of Cavendish and Nursery Roads, and determined that the capacity of Cavendish Road between Creek Road and Wyncroft Street (both inbound and outbound) is needed to meet current traffic demands. The allocation of the left-lane to left turners only at Nursery Road would result in increased queues on Cavendish Road (northbound), impacting the surrounding road network for all road users. Therefore, Council does not support an inbound left-turn only lane at Nursery Road, or to reduce Cavendish Road to single inbound and outbound lanes, between Nursery Road and Wyncroft Street. 

22.
Council has reviewed the petitioners’ request to extend the right-turn pocket from Cavendish Road (northbound) into Wyncroft Street. The current road arrangement provides for both a right turn into Wyncroft Street and Oates Street through a back to back right-turn lane. Extension of the right‑turn lane for Wyncroft Street could only be achieved by removing the right-turn into Oates Street. This would unreasonably impact on residents with restricted access and re-routing of local traffic accessing Oates Street. For this reason, Council does not support changes to the current back to back right-turn arrangement.

23.
The petitioners’ request to remove merge lanes on Cavendish Road at the intersection of Wyncroft Street (northbound) and Nursery Road (southbound) has been noted. As mentioned above, the capacity of Cavendish Road between Creek Road and Wyncroft Street (both inbound and outbound) is needed to meet current traffic demands. Many signalised intersections have two (or more) approach lanes to reduce the length of queues, allowing more vehicles to clear the intersection during each green signal phase. Lane merges reduce delays by allowing motorists to merge efficiently once vehicles have cleared an intersection, so they do not obstruct the next phase of the traffic signals. 

24.
Council has reviewed Queensland Government’s crash data from the last five years, since January 2015 until present, for Cavendish Road, between Opal Street and Coolong Street, as part of its investigation. There were eleven accidents reported, seven between Opal Street and Wyncroft Street and four between Wyncroft Street and Coolong Street. One of the reported accidents involved a pedestrian. However, all reported accidents were the result of driver behaviour issues and did not involve cyclists or the merge treatments through this section of Cavendish Road. 

25.
The lane configuration between Wyncroft Street and Opal Street is not Council’s preferred line marking treatment and Bicycle Awareness Zones (BAZ), such as those in this area, are being phased out as part of Council’s road resurfacing program to reduce confusion as they are not formal on-road bike lanes. The removal of BAZ from Council’s standard drawings followed discussions with Bicycle Queensland and bicycle user groups, and research conducted by the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads which resulted in an April 2015 update to the Queensland Government’s Traffic and Road Use Management, Volume 1 – Guide to Traffic Management, Part 10: Traffic Control and Communication Devices (2009).
26.
Cavendish Road is recognised as a secondary cycle route under Brisbane City Plan 2014 bicycle network overlay, which connects residential areas to nearby destinations including TAFE Queensland, Mount Gravatt Campus, Cavendish Road State High School and Seton College. Nursery Road connects users between Cavendish Road and Logan Road with connections into the V1 Bikeway. Under the Queensland Road Rules, cyclists are permitted to travel on all public roads but must share the space with other vehicles and should keep to the left as far as possible. 

27.
Council recognises the need for safe and connected cycling facilities along these routes and will consider improved cycle facilities as part of future network reviews, intersection and road upgrades. 

28.
Further, Council has identified land requirements on Cavendish Road, to provide minor improvements to intersections and along the frontage of the TAFE Queensland, Mount Gravatt Campus. Land will be preserved by conditioning adjoining developments to provide road dedications or building setbacks. However, these improvements have no timeframe and/or budget at this time. Consideration of future funding will be subject to a priority assessment relative to other similar, citywide projects.  
29.
The petitioners’ feedback about the parking restrictions on Cavendish Road between Wyncroft Street and Nursery Road has been noted. The parking restrictions in this area consist of yellow ‘no stopping’ lines where parking could present a hazard due to bends in the road, morning peak-hour ‘no stopping’ restrictions for northbound traffic to ensure traffic flows efficiently during this busy period, minimising delays for all road users, and for the four bus stops within this section of road. The Queensland Road Rules state that vehicles are not permitted to park 20 metres behind or 10 metres in front of a bus stop. A map of these restrictions is provided in Attachment C (submitted on file).

30.
As these parking restrictions are required for safety, bus stops and road network efficiency, Council does not propose to remove them at this time. Council’s investigation has identified that this section of Cavendish Road is operating as intended but that the changes requested in this petition would impact its performance. Further detailed investigations would be complex and need to consider the broader area which would require budget prioritisation against competing citywide priorities which are not being considered at this time.

31.
Under the Queensland Road Rules, motorists should make every effort to be aware of their surroundings and drive to the road conditions. The configuration of the lanes on Cavendish Road, between Wyncroft Street and Nursery Road is not uncommon across Brisbane where motorists are required to give-way and merge as required to navigate the road network. As such, parked vehicles and merge treatments are not considered to pose a significant risk to road users provided that they are exercising due care and attention. 

32.
Reckless driving such as inappropriate merging or speeding are considered to be driver behaviour issues. If such behaviour is observed, this should be referred to the Queensland Police Service via Policelink on 131 444 for targeted enforcement. 


Consultation

33.
Councillor Krista Adams, Councillor for Holland Park Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
34.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.
35.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Steve Griffiths abstaining.

36.
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: CA19/180874

Thank you for your petition requesting Council review the traffic arrangement along Cavendish Road, between Opal Street and Coolong Street to improve public safety.

Council has investigated your request for an inbound left-turn only lane, at the intersection of Cavendish and Nursery Roads, and determined that the capacity of Cavendish Road between Creek Road and Wyncroft Street (both inbound and outbound) is needed to meet current traffic demands. The allocation of the left-lane to left turners only at Nursery Road would result in increased queues on Cavendish Road (northbound), impacting the surrounding road network for all road users. Therefore, Council does not support an inbound left-turn only lane at Nursery Road, or to reduce Cavendish Road to single inbound and outbound lanes, between Nursery Road and Wyncroft Street. 

Council has reviewed your request to extend the right-turn pocket from Cavendish Road (northbound) into Wyncroft Street. The current road arrangement provides for both a right turn into Wyncroft Street and Oates Street through a back to back right-turn lane. Extension of the right‑turn lane for Wyncroft Street could only be achieved by removing the right-turn into Oates Street. This would unreasonably impact on residents with restricted access and re-routing of local traffic accessing Oates Street. For this reason, Council does not support changes to the current back to back right-turn arrangement.

Your request to remove merge lanes on Cavendish Road at the intersection of Wyncroft Street (northbound) and Nursery Road (southbound) has been noted. As mentioned above, the capacity of Cavendish Road between Creek Road and Wyncroft Street (both inbound and outbound) is needed to meet current traffic demands. Many signalised intersections have two (or more) approach lanes to reduce the length of queues, allowing more vehicles to clear the intersection during each green signal phase. Lane merges reduce delays by allowing motorists to merge efficiently once vehicles have cleared an intersection, so they do not obstruct the next phase of the traffic signals. 

Council has reviewed Queensland Government’s crash data from the last five years, since January 2015 until present, for Cavendish Road, between Opal Street and Coolong Street, as part of its investigation. There were eleven accidents reported, seven between Opal Street and Wyncroft Street and four between Wyncroft Street and Coolong Street. One of the reported accidents involved a pedestrian. However, all reported accidents were the result of driver behaviour issues and did not involve cyclists or the merge treatments through this section of Cavendish Road. 

The lane configuration between Wyncroft Street and Opal Street is not Council’s preferred line marking treatment and Bicycle Awareness Zones (BAZ), such as those in this area, are being phased out as part of Council’s road resurfacing program to reduce confusion as they are not formal on-road bike lanes. The removal of BAZ from Council’s standard drawings followed discussions with Bicycle Queensland and bicycle user groups, and research conducted by the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads which resulted in an April 2015 update to the Queensland Government’s Traffic and Road Use Management, Volume 1 – Guide to Traffic Management, Part 10: Traffic Control and Communication Devices (2009).
Cavendish Road is recognised as a secondary cycle route under Brisbane City Plan 2014 bicycle network overlay, which connects residential areas to nearby destinations including TAFE Queensland, Mount Gravatt Campus, Cavendish Road State High School and Seton College. Nursery Road connects users between Cavendish Road and Logan Road with connections into the V1 Bikeway. Under the Queensland Road Rules, cyclists are permitted to travel on all public roads but must share the space with other vehicles and should keep to the left as far as possible. 

Council recognises the need for safe and connected cycling facilities along these routes and will consider improved cycle facilities as part of future network reviews, intersection and road upgrades. 

Further, Council has identified land requirements on Cavendish Road, to provide minor improvements to intersections and along the frontage of the TAFE Queensland, Mount Gravatt Campus. Land will be preserved by conditioning adjoining developments to provide road dedications or building setbacks. However, these improvements have no timeframe and/or budget at this time. Consideration of future funding will be subject to a priority assessment relative to other similar, citywide projects.  

Your feedback about the parking restrictions on Cavendish Road between Wyncroft Street and Nursery Road has been noted. The parking restrictions in this area consist of yellow ‘no stopping’ lines where parking could present a hazard due to bends in the road, morning peak-hour ‘no stopping’ restrictions for northbound traffic to ensure traffic flows efficiently during this busy period, minimising delays for all road users, and for the four bus stops within this section of road. The Queensland Road Rules state that vehicles are not permitted to park 20 metres behind or 10 metres in front of a bus stop. A map of these restrictions is provided in Attachment C (submitted on file).

As these parking restrictions are required for safety, bus stops and road network efficiency, Council does not propose to remove them at this time. Council’s investigation has identified that this section of Cavendish Road is operating as intended but that the changes requested in this petition would impact its performance. Further detailed investigations would be complex and need to consider the broader area which would require budget prioritisation against competing citywide priorities which are not being considered at this time.

Under the Queensland Road Rules, motorists should make every effort to be aware of their surroundings and drive to the road conditions. The configuration of the lanes on Cavendish Road, between Wyncroft Street and Nursery Road is not uncommon across Brisbane where motorists are required to give-way and merge as required to navigate the road network. As such, parked vehicles and merge treatments are not considered to pose a significant risk to road users provided that they are exercising due care and attention. 

Reckless driving such as inappropriate merging or speeding are considered to be driver behaviour issues. If such behaviour is observed, this should be referred to the Queensland Police Service via Policelink on 131 444 for targeted enforcement. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr David Clarke, Senior Transport Network Officer, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 5601.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL TO RECONSIDER THE DESIGN FOR THE WIDDOP STREET UPGRADE AT NUNDAH


CA19/276316

822/2018-19

37.
A petition from residents, requesting Council to reconsider the design for the Widdop Street upgrade at Nundah was presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 March 2019 by Councillor Adam Allan, and received. 

38.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

39.
The petition contains 357 signatures. Three hundred and twenty-seven 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. Thirty signatures were from residents outside of Brisbane.

40.
The Widdop Street upgrade will install new traffic signals at the intersection of Widdop Street and the Toombul Shopping Centre access road, with an additional northbound lane on Widdop Street to improve traffic flow. The project will also widen the bridge over Schultz Canal to provide a wider path for pedestrians and cyclists and a controlled pedestrian/cycle crossing on the southern side of the intersection, with a connection to the Kedron Brook Bikeway which crosses Widdop Street. The upgrade will provide significant safety improvements for all road users by separating and controlling the movement of pedestrians, cyclists and motorists travelling through the intersection. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows the project plan.

41.
As part of the design process, Council undertook a range of investigations, including a road safety audit and traffic modelling, to determine the most appropriate configuration for the Widdop Street and the Toombul Shopping Centre access road. After considering a number of options, it was determined that the signalisation of the intersection was the best solution to improve traffic flow and safety for all road users.

42.
The new signalised crossing will be controlled by the Sydney Coordinated Adaptive Traffic System (SCATS), which manages traffic signal operation and is responsive on demand through detectors in the road and by pedestrian/cyclist push buttons. The signals will enable pedestrians and cyclists to safely cross the road rather than waiting for gaps in the traffic. Throughout the day, SCATS will maintain maximum efficiency based on actual volumes of each road user type, including pedestrians and cyclists. Council is also investigating the use of detection equipment on the approaches to the crossing point.

43.
Timing of the signal phases will be automatically set for peak efficiency based on demand, which varies during the day. The waiting time at peak times would be, on average, approximately 39 seconds and no more than 80 seconds. At off-peak times, the wait time for pedestrians/cyclists may be lower if the pedestrian push button is activated and there is no vehicle demand through the intersection. The proposed phasing of the signals has been designed to cater for existing and future traffic volumes and create the most efficient intersection operation for all road users, including cyclists using the Kedron Brook Bikeway.

44.
The path approach on the western side of the intersection has been designed with a larger paved area than existing and complies with applicable guidelines for existing and future volumes of pedestrians and cyclists. It extends to the road reserve boundary to cater for the new signalised pedestrian/cyclist crossing.

45.
Construction for the Widdop Street upgrade started in early May 2019 and is expected to be completed in late 2019.

Funding

46.
The project is funded in the 2018-19 budget under Service 2.1.2.3 - Projects Attacking Congestion.

Consultation

47.
Councillor Adam Allan, Councillor for Northgate Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Councillor David McLachlan, Councillor for Hamilton Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
48.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.
49.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Nicole Johnston dissenting. 

50.
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: CA19/276316
Thank you for your petition requesting Council to reconsider the project design for the Widdop Street upgrade. 

The Widdop Street upgrade will install new traffic signals at the intersection of Widdop Street and the Toombul Shopping Centre access road, with an additional northbound lane on Widdop Street to improve traffic flow. The project will also widen the bridge over Schultz Canal to provide a wider path for pedestrians and cyclists and a controlled pedestrian/cycle crossing on the southern side of the intersection, with a connection to the Kedron Brook Bikeway which crosses Widdop Street. The upgrade will provide significant safety improvements for all road users by separating and controlling the movement of pedestrians, cyclists and motorists travelling through the intersection. 

As part of the design process, Council undertook a range of investigations, including a road safety audit and traffic modelling, to determine the most appropriate configuration for the Widdop Street and the Toombul Shopping Centre access road. After considering a number of options, it was determined that the signalisation of the intersection was the best solution to improve traffic flow and safety for all road users.

The new signalised crossing will be controlled by the Sydney Coordinated Adaptive Traffic System (SCATS), which manages traffic signal operation and is responsive on demand through detectors in the road and by pedestrian/cyclist push buttons. The signals will enable pedestrians and cyclists to safely cross the road rather than waiting for gaps in the traffic. Throughout the day, SCATS will maintain maximum efficiency based on actual volumes of each road user type, including pedestrians and cyclists. Council is also investigating the use of detection equipment on the approaches to the crossing point.

Timing of the signal phases will be automatically set for peak efficiency based on demand, which varies during the day. The waiting time at peak times would be, on average, approximately 39 seconds and no more than 80 seconds. At off-peak times, the wait time for pedestrians/cyclists may be lower if the pedestrian push button is activated and there is no vehicle demand through the intersection. The proposed phasing of the signals has been designed to cater for existing and future traffic volumes and create the most efficient intersection operation for all road users, including cyclists using the Kedron Brook Bikeway.

The path approach on the western side of the intersection has been designed with a larger paved area than existing and complies with applicable guidelines for existing and future volumes of pedestrians and cyclists. It extends to the road reserve boundary to cater for the new signalised pedestrian/cyclist crossing.

Construction for the Widdop Street upgrade started in early May 2019 and is expected to be completed in late 2019.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Shakira Sellen, Communications Officer, Project Communications, Project Management, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 1327.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REMOVE THE ‘NO RIGHT TURN’ BAN FROM GLADSTONE ROAD (SOUTHBOUND) INTO BEACONSFIELD STREET, HIGHGATE HILL, OR AMEND THE TIMES OF THE BAN SO IT ONLY APPLIES DURING PEAK PERIODS


CA19/287609

823/2018-19

51.
A petition requesting Council remove the ‘no right turn’ ban from Gladstone Road (southbound) into Beaconsfield Street, Highgate Hill, or amend the times of the ban so it only applies during peak periods was presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 March 2019 by Councillor Jonathan Sri, and received.

52.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

53.
The petition contains 48 signatures. Of the petitioners, 47 reside in the local streets accessed via Beaconsfield Street with the remaining signatory living elsewhere in Highgate Hill. 

54.
The petitioners are requesting the right-turn ban for southbound motorists at the intersection of Gladstone Road and Beaconsfield Street, be removed as they state that northbound traffic is often light outside peak periods and would permit this manoeuvre. The petitioners are concerned about the safety of performing U-turns at the alternative access of Ampthill Street.

55.
Gladstone Road is classified as an arterial road under Council’s road hierarchy. The intended function of arterial roads and other major roads on Brisbane’s road network is to carry high volumes of through traffic, between major residential areas and employment centres. They also form critical links in Brisbane’s bus and freight network. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map. 

56.
Council reviewed the petitioners’ request to remove the right-turn ban. This turn ban was installed in September 2015 as part of the Gladstone Road Bikeway project. Although Gladstone Road at Beaconsfield Street was a single outbound lane prior to the Gladstone Road Bikeway project, the lane marking configuration prior to the project provided opportunity within the available road space for a vehicle to pass to the left of a vehicle turning right into Beaconsfield Street. However, since the lane marking configuration was changed in September 2015, it is not possible to safely pass to the left of a right turning motorist. Should motorists attempt to pass to the left of a right turning vehicle, a cyclist’s safety would be compromised.

57.
The right-turn ban is also in place to maintain continuous traffic flows on Gladstone Road which is necessary to meet its arterial road function and also reduces the risk of rear-end crashes. Access for southbound traffic into Beaconsfield Street has been provided via a U‑turn manoeuvre at Gladstone Road’s intersection with Ampthill Street, approximately 170 metres to the south. There is sufficient space for the right-turn lane at this location, which has an accompanying U-turn facility, as well as a southbound through lane so that traffic flows are maintained. 

58.
The available cross section of Gladstone Road between Gloucester Street and Beaconsfield Street does not allow for the installation of a right-turn lane, which is needed to maintain uninterrupted southbound traffic flows. However, the requirement to provide convenient access to residential properties is acknowledged. 

59.
Therefore, Council is conditioning adjoining developments as they occur to dedicate the land required as road for a right-turn lane into Beaconsfield Street. However, road dedications are still required from a number of properties and as such, Council will consider funding for the installation of a right-turn lane into Beaconsfield Street once this land has been acquired. Funding will be subject to an assessment of its priority, relative to other similar citywide projects. 

60.
Due to the petitioners’ concerns with the safety of performing U-turns at the alternative access of Ampthill Street, a review of Queensland Government crash data since its installation in 2015 has been conducted and no crashes were identified that could be attributed to performing U-turn manoeuvres. 

61.
Further, a video intersection count was conducted at the intersection of Beaconsfield Street and Gladstone Road on Tuesday 30 April, between 6 am and 6 pm. This showed 21 vehicles illegally turning right from Gladstone Road (southbound) into Beaconsfield Street. Out of these 21 vehicles, two vehicles turned right during the AM peak period (6-9 am) and eight during the PM peak period (3‑6 pm). The count also showed 277 vehicles made left turns from Gladstone Road (northbound) into Beaconsfield Street.

62.
Other results of note during the 6 am and 6 pm period were: 

· 75 vehicles turned right from Beaconsfield Street into Gladstone Road

· 256 vehicles turned left from Beaconsfield Street into Gladstone Road

· through vehicle movements totalling 11,056 for Gladstone Road (northbound)

· through vehicle movements totalling 9939 for Gladstone Road (southbound).

63.
In conclusion, the video intersection count shows a majority of motorists are complying with the right‑turn ban from Gladstone Road into Beaconsfield Street. 

64.
As a result of investigations, Council does not recommend removing or adjusting the right‑turn ban at the intersection of Gladstone Road and Beaconsfield Street.


Consultation

65.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.


Customer impact
66.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.
67.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Nicole Johnston abstaining. 

68.
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: CA19/287609

Thank you for your petition requesting Council remove the ‘no right turn’ ban from Gladstone Road (southbound) into Beaconsfield Street, Highgate Hill, or amend the times of the ban so it only applies during peak periods.

Council reviewed your request to remove the right-turn ban. This turn ban was installed in September 2015 as part of the Gladstone Road Bikeway project. Although Gladstone Road at Beaconsfield Street was a single outbound lane prior to the Gladstone Road Bikeway project, the lane marking configuration prior to the project provided opportunity within the available road space for a vehicle to pass to the left of a vehicle turning right into Beaconsfield Street. However, since the lane marking configuration was changed in September 2015, it is not possible to safely pass to the left of a right turning motorist. Should motorists attempt to pass to the left of a right turning vehicle, a cyclist’s safety would be compromised.

The right-turn ban is also in place to maintain continuous traffic flows on Gladstone Road which is necessary to meet its arterial road function and also reduces the risk of rear-end crashes. Access for southbound traffic into Beaconsfield Street has been provided via a U‑turn manoeuvre at Gladstone Road’s intersection with Ampthill Street, approximately 170 metres to the south. There is sufficient space for the right-turn lane at this location, which has an accompanying U-turn facility, as well as a southbound through lane so that traffic flows are maintained. 

The available cross section of Gladstone Road between Gloucester Street and Beaconsfield Street does not allow for the installation of a right-turn lane, which is needed to maintain uninterrupted southbound traffic flows. However, the requirement to provide convenient access to residential properties is acknowledged. 

Therefore, Council is conditioning adjoining developments as they occur to dedicate the land required as road for a right-turn lane into Beaconsfield Street. However, road dedications are still required from a number of properties and as such, Council will consider funding for the installation of a right-turn lane into Beaconsfield Street once this land has been acquired. Funding will be subject to an assessment of its priority, relative to other similar citywide projects. 

Due to your concerns with the safety of performing U-turns at the alternative access of Ampthill Street, a review of Queensland Government crash data since its installation in 2015 has been conducted and no crashes were identified that could be attributed to performing U‑turn manoeuvres. 

Further, a video intersection count was conducted at the intersection of Beaconsfield Street and Gladstone Road on Tuesday 30 April, between 6 am and 6 pm. This showed 21 vehicles illegally turning right from Gladstone Road (southbound) into Beaconsfield Street. Out of these 21 vehicles, two vehicles turned right during the AM peak period (6-9 am) and eight during the PM peak period (3‑6 pm). The count also showed 277 vehicles made left turns from Gladstone Road (northbound) into Beaconsfield Street.

Other results of note during the 6 am and 6 pm period were: 

· 75 vehicles turned right from Beaconsfield Street into Gladstone Road

· 256 vehicles turned left from Beaconsfield Street into Gladstone Road

· through vehicle movements totalling 11,056 for Gladstone Road (northbound)

· through vehicle movements totalling 9939 for Gladstone Road (southbound).

In conclusion, the video intersection count shows a majority of motorists are complying with the right‑turn ban from Gladstone Road into Beaconsfield Street. 

As a result of investigations, Council does not recommend removing or adjusting the right‑turn ban at the intersection of Gladstone Road and Beaconsfield Street.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Damian Burke, Senior Strategic Transport Planner, Road Network Planning, Transport Planning and Programs Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 7676.

Thank you for raising this matter.

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 28 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Mr Chairman, there’s a number of items on the Committee report from last week, but just quickly to the urgency motion we had earlier about the school, the State Government school at Toowong. 


Council provided its feedback on the ministerial infrastructure designation back in October last year and we highlighted a range of concerns, as we do quite often regarding ministerial infrastructure designations and about their ability to actually capture things that we would capture as part of a traditional development application through the Council planning scheme and I can reliably inform Councillor SRI that we did raise the ecological issues about the site and the need to make sure that they were protected as part of any development that may occur on the site.


There was an update to the Committee last week about the Oxley and Yeronga priority development areas. Council has made it submissions on these two areas and we raised a number of concerns and the Council officers took the Committee through the specific concerns that Council had with these two areas and there’s four Committee petitions that I’m more than happy to debate in the Chamber. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. I rise to speak on item A, the Oxley and Yeronga priority development areas (PDA), both of which are in Tennyson Ward and one of which used to be in Councillor BOURKE’s ward of Jamboree. I will say a little bit more about this in just a moment and, yes, he should run out of the Chamber. 


Now, let me say that having been through the State Government’s consultation processes to date and having been actively engaged and had meetings with the senior officers from Economic Development Queensland, I can confidently say that they have been more inclusive in speaking to me than my own Council has ever, ever, ever been. They’ve taken my calls. They’ve answered my questions. They’ve allowed me to engage in the public planning process and they’ve certainly accepted my submissions. 


Whether they are going to do anything about the concerns that I’ve raised in my submissions to them, I don’t know yet, because they have not finalised either of these two planning schemes. But I’d like to start with Yeronga. There is good and bad in the proposal for Yeronga. The good is that the site provides a permanent home for the Yeronga Community Centre. This is something that our community strongly supports and certainly is something that State Government should be commended for. 


This will enhance community services in our community and is something that will absolutely be a long term benefit to Yeronga and Annerley residents who live around this site. I know that the Yeronga Community Centre are working with the State Government. There are a number of other users that will co-locate with them and it’s a very good outcome for them to have a permanent home. 


There are a number of problematic issues that I’ve raised in my submission with the State, principally the decision to allow, sort of, six to eight storeys of units on this site and the traffic implications of creating a medium density site so close to a really busy park, educational, recreational area. The other good thing that is happening though is about a hectare of the site being given over to Yeronga State High School to allow them to fully create their second oval, which they’ve only had a partial second oval.


So there’s good and there’s bad in this and I think that—I’m sure Councillor BOURKE’s intention here has been a political one to try and bag the State Government. There are reasons to be critical. There are reasons to be critical of some of the things that they are doing. Just like Council’s neighbourhood plans, there are problems with what is proposed in these PDAs. There is a lack of information about specific details about where roads will go, how the drainage will be improved and those things are very problematic. I’ve made my views very clear to the State Government. I’d like to talk about Oxley particularly.


That one’s been going a bit longer and is further advanced. Like Yeronga, there are very good—but what I will say about Yeronga is I note Councillor BOURKE’s been critical of allowing medium density in Yeronga. The problem with that is they’re criticising the State Government for allowing medium density in Yeronga when they have, as Council and as the Planning Chair, oversighted a department that has allowed medium density under Council’s rules. On the RSPCA site, down at the retirement village site—there’s seven storeys down on the retirement village site. 


So Council’s trying to criticise the State Government and say you can’t possibly have medium density there. Meanwhile, 150 metres down the road, Council’s saying sure to private developers. You can slap up five or seven storeys as much as you want. Now, to me, that’s hypocrisy. That is hypocrisy. There is only one person who has consistently been opposing medium density in Yeronga. That would be me, Nicole JOHNSTON, the Councillor for Tennyson. 


We know there are some liberals in Yeronga who are very keen on more medium density and I think this Administration might be taking a little bit of advice from them, which I suggest would be a little bit dangerous if they are. But I would like to say something about Oxley PDA. I just want to say that I know that Jessica Pugh, the State Member there, has been working very hard to try and find a good outcome for her community. I’ve got to know Jess a little bit over the time that she’s run and I think she’s a very genuine person in trying to find a good outcome here. There are some very good things being offered in that PDA site as well. 


There is a new community centre. There is a new community garden. The ovals on the lower part of the site are being handed back to Council, hopefully; that’s what I lobbied the LORD MAYOR for and that’s what seems to have been agreed at least in principal with the State Government. It’s an issue that I’ve spoke to the new LORD MAYOR about in my meeting with him two weeks ago about the need to ensure that that land is handed over to Council so it can form part of our sport and recreational offer. 


My understanding is it will be handed over without any cost and whilst we may have some work to do, it’s being used for pony club and a few things now, it certainly would be a great addition, particularly given the needs of junior sport in the south-western suburbs. We need more sporting fields desperately and this is a great outcome that won’t cost Council money. All it will take is more consultation with the State Government and not the politicking of Councillor BOURKE. I want a practical outcome here. That is what I said to the LORD MAYOR in my meeting. 


We do not want another RSPCA debacle where the State is willing to give us land and because of diabolical party political actions, it doesn’t happen. This can be an extremely good outcome for the community if we can get this land. There are significant problems on this site though with traffic access, with landslip and with the proposal for medium density aged care. Like I have everywhere else, I don’t believe we should be putting medium density into this area. Certainly, aged care—I mean, there’s already a lot of aged care in that part of the world; whether that’s the right mix. 


There’s Canossa, there’s Beth Eden, there’s Bethesda, there’s the Sinnamon Park. There’s so much already in that area. Kingsford at Corinda. So there’s some issues around that. But, again—now, this is where Councillor BOURKE’s two-faced hypocrisy is just extraordinary. As the local Councillor, he has allowed a medium density on the old Hopetoun site on Cliveden Avenue.

Chair:
Councillor, there’s just a sort of light chatter in the room. Can everyone just allow the Councillor to be heard in silence please?
Councillor JOHNSTON:
He’s allowed medium density in Corinda just up the street. Just up the street. Now, I suspect, he didn’t even oppose this as a local Councillor. But, now, again, he’s saying under his watch that he doesn’t think there should be six storeys. Meanwhile, his own Council planning team have allowed six storeys down the street.

Chair:
Councillors, I meant it when I said please reduce the chat in the room. I meant that. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Thank you. All right. I’m happy to keep going. I just think the hypocrisy of what this Council is doing by allowing private development to do six storeys, but then saying to the State Government, no, you can’t do it, that’s terrible. That is terrible. You have to be consistent. You have allowed this in other parts of the city and you should not have. You should not have. Now, because it suits you for political purposes, you’re kicking up a fuss. It doesn’t look good. The other issue, of course, with Oxley is we obviously need a road solution there. 


It’s unclear how that development will impact on our road network. That needs to be resolved and we need to make sure that there are no adverse traffic impacts for the Seventeen Mile Rocks Road residents. It is a large busy road, 16,000 vehicles a day. It’s not well serviced. There’s a lot of rat running and those issues need to be resolved. But what I will say here is Councillor BOURKE’s attempt to politicise this means that it’s putting at risk some of the positive things that we can get out of this for our community, like additional sporting fields for Council’s community sporting clubs. 


I don’t want to see that put at risk for the sake of politics. I feel that this Council’s position of allowing private developers to build five, six and seven storeys in this area which, at the time, I have overwhelming said was wrong, and then to somehow say to Council, well, we can do it on our land, but you can’t do it on your land, is so hypocritical. It leaves you open to such—it leaves you open to this. It’s just terrible. There is no way that we should be allowing six storey buildings in these areas. We shouldn’t have done it on Council land either, like the RSPCA, which was park land originally. This Council ignored nearly—well, 350 submissions there. So I will just say that—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time’s expired. 

Further speakers? 

Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak briefly on item C, the petition signed by 144 residents asking Council to refuse the development application (DA) at 2 Oxford Street, Bulimba.
Seriatim - Clause C
	Councillor Kara COOK requested that Clause C, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL REFUSE A DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR 2 OXFORD STREET, BULIMBA (APPLICATION REFERENCE A004819422), be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor COOK:
Mr Chair, this petition was presented back in February at a time when my community was very upset about the development application for this site, which is directly next door to the historic Bulimba Ferry Terminal. Some of the petitioner’s concerns are around the impact on and loss of amenity due to the bulk and scale of the development, with setbacks and building heights not within the acceptable outcomes. Also, Mr Chair, non-compliance with the planning scheme. They were also concerned about insufficient car parking as the revised plans removed all onsite parking and vehicle access. 


Finally, there were concerns regarding the public park component of the development and impact on the historic Bulimba Ferry Terminal. Mr Chair, this site is just over 1,000 metres squared and is zoned for commercial use. One of the reasons this petition was launched was due to this application being deemed to be code assessable and local residents approached me as their local Councillor and wanted to express their collective objection to the development for a range of reasons that I’ve already outlined above. 


Mr Chair, even though this was a code assessable application, many of my residents also submitted written objections, some of which I want to read into the record today. I think it’s important for the Chamber to hear some of these concerns, because these residents who have taken the time to make these submissions do not have any rights of appeal, because of the code assessable nature of the application. I think their voices should be heard now, given their concerns have been ignored by the petition response today. So I will just briefly touch on a couple of them. 


One person who was concerned about the Bulimba Ferry Terminal and the impact on that building says this building is a historic icon that has been recently refurbished at considerable expense, partly to maintain the heritage value of the entrance. This design overshadows the terminal and clashes with its style and character. 


Another person says, we have grave concerns regarding the increased traffic, pedestrian, congestion and manoeuvrability of service vehicles; our other main concern is the noise impact that this development may incur, bearing in mind that this is a residential area and at present is relatively quiet. 


Another person says the proposed removal of all onsite car parking spaces and vehicle access and servicing areas from the application would result in car parking that is inadequate to accommodate the parking demand of the proposed development and will result in overflow of car parking to adjacent premises and adjacent streets, particularly within the context of Oxford Street, which is characterised by limited on street car parking that is in very high demand. 


Another local says, I’m a local resident in Bulimba and member of the Bulimba District Historical Society, which is a voluntary community group with more than 40 members. Bulimba District Historical Society aims to document and record the cultural and heritage significance of the Bulimba district. So as development continues, people will have access to details of the events of the past. It is my view the application has not appropriately considered the development is near a Queensland heritage place. 


The applicant has not provided a Heritage impact assessment report which addresses the relationship of any proposed new building with the surrounding environment, which is essential in determining the heritage value and establishing a basis to protect the heritage of a Queensland heritage place, being the Bulimba Ferry Terminal. I would like to highlight some of the key background to reinforce why heritage values are important to Bulimba. The Brisbane River is not just a geographical feature. More than in any other state capital, it is a unique linkage that gives the city its name and binds it together. 


It snakes through the city creating peninsulas that have defined suburbs and Bulimba is the most eastern of these land features. Connection to the river has been and continues to be a significant cultural connection for the residents of Bulimba. The Brisbane City Council has demonstrated a commitment by making it a planning principle that development or redevelopment of sites on the river make available river access as part of their development conditions. 


The proposal does not pay respect to the historic Oxford Street Bulimba Ferry Terminal and there is no setback along the river street frontage or public walkway along the river. Other sites developed in Bulimba with river frontages have had to provide the Council public land at 10 metres wide for the provision of public walkways and public access to the river. 


Finally, another person’s submission details that the footprint of the proposed building has altered, with the building being much closer to the river than what is allowed in the neighbourhood plan code and is not in keeping with Council’s intention of providing attractive, easy access to the river for all residents. No onsite car parking or service areas are to be provided, which will further congest the existing small drop-off area and surrounding streets, which are already heavily congested. 


A full roof has been added to the top level, which contravened the high limits and detrimentally impacts on adjoining and surrounding properties, with no sense of transition provided to adjoining, low density residential areas in Quay Street. As a long-term resident of the area and one in favour of development, I believe this development is completely inappropriate for the site and if approved will detrimentally impact on the liveability and values of the immediate and surrounding homes and apartments. 


Mr Chair, I want to thank my residents for the time that they took to make submissions on this application. I don’t have time to go through them all today. I also want to thank the 144 people who signed this petition before us today seeking to ensure that their voices were heard by this Chamber. Mr Chair, as the local Councillor, I can’t support the recommendation today which simply advises residents that the DA has been approved. I’m disappointed that we’ll see this development proceed, which will have a range of direct, negative impacts for my residents and on the broader Oxford Street precinct. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, Councillor BOURKE. 

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chairman. I just rise to respond to Councillor COOK. The Bulimba Ferry Terminal is State heritage listed. SARA (State Assessment and Referral Agency) provided their response and provided no conditions as part of their response on that. Given that the development application is subject to declaratory action within the Planning and Environment Court, I’m not going to make any further comments on that particular DA.

Chair:
All right. I will now put the resolution for items A, B, D and E. 

Clauses A, B, D and E put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A, B, D and E of the report of the City Planning Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
 In regards to item C.

Clause C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause C of the report of the City Planning Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Kara COOK and Peter CUMMING 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, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

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

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Matthew Bourke (Chair), Councillor Steven Toomey (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Jared Cassidy, Angela Owen and Jonathan Sri. 

APOLOGY:
Ryan Murphy.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – OXLEY AND YERONGA PRIORITY DEVELOPMENT AREAS

824/2018-19

1.
Sean Cullen, Neighbourhood Planning and Urban Renewal Manager, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Oxley and Yeronga Priority Development Areas (PDAs). He provided the information below.

2.
The Oxley and Yeronga PDAs were declared on 10 August 2018. Council has made detailed submissions on each of the proposed development schemes to ensure Council’s concerns and interests are considered by Economic Development Queensland (EDQ) in its plan making process.

3.
In declaring a PDA, EDQ has 12 months to prepare a development scheme. EDQ is required to undertake public notification of the proposed development scheme for a minimum of 30 business days. All submissions received during public notification will be considered by EDQ, which then decides whether any amendments to the proposed development scheme may be required. The proposed development scheme is subsequently considered by the Minister for EDQ and adopted. Throughout this process, the Interim Land Use Plan for the respective PDA is in effect from the declaration until the finalisation of the development scheme. 
4.
The Committee was shown an aerial image of the Oxley PDA. The Oxley PDA Development Scheme proposes three precincts, namely Precinct 1 (Environmental protection), Precinct 2 (Open space and recreation) and Precinct 3 (Community), including Sub-precinct 3a (Neighbourhood) and Sub-precinct 3b (Lifestyle and care). It also identifies two overlays, Hillside remediation overlay and Significant vegetation interface overlay, over Sub‑precinct 3a.

5.
Public notification of the Oxley PDA Proposed Development Scheme was held from 25 February 2019 to 5 April 2019. Council lodged its submission to EDQ on 1 April 2019, outlining the following issues and concerns.

-
The development outcomes are not specific enough.

-
The Oxley PDA Proposed Development Scheme should include relevant Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) code provisions.

-
The proposed maximum building height of six storeys for retirement and residential care facilities is not supported.

-
Traffic impacts created by the future development of the PDA should be identified and addressed.

-
Larger residential lot sizes are required to adequately protect the ecological values of the site.

-
Areas subject to landslide hazards should be remediated and not be included with residential lots. 

6.
The Committee was shown an aerial image of the Yeronga PDA. The Yeronga PDA Proposed Development Scheme identifies new open space and a development area which comprises a mix of medium and high density residential development, a community hub (including the Yeronga Community Centre), and commercial and small-scale retail use. Provision for infrastructure, such as cycle and pedestrian pathways, is also proposed. 

7.
Public notification of the Yeronga PDA Proposed Development Scheme was held from 1 April 2019 to 17 May 2019. Council raised the following issues and concerns in its submission to EDQ of 14 May 2019. 

-
The proposed maximum building height of six storeys is not supported. Building heights should be reviewed with consideration given to its surroundings.

-
The residential densities should be 16 to 25 dwellings per hectare based on previous community consultation undertaken by Council.

-
The proposed cycle pathways and their connections are inconsistent with citywide and regional cycle network planning.

-
The Yeronga PDA Proposed Development Scheme should include City Plan code provisions.

-
Infrastructure network planning for the PDA should consider the impacts on the wider network.

8.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Cullen for his informative presentation.

9.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – OBJECTING TO THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR A TELECOMMUNICATION FACILITY (TOWER) AT 21 LEACROFT ROAD, BURBANK (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005057119)



CA18/1111309

825/2018-19

10.
A petition from residents, objecting to the development application for a telecommunication facility (tower) at 21 Leacroft Road, Burbank (application reference A005057119), was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 December 2018, by Councillor Adrian Schrinner, and received.

11.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

12.
The petition contains 71 signatures. 

13.
A development application was lodged with Council on 1 November 2018 and properly made on 15 November 2018. The application sought approval for the installation of a telecommunication facility (tower) measuring 36.3 metres in height. The petitioners request that the telecommunication facility be relocated to a more suitable location away from dwellings and onto adjacent vacant Council land.

14.
On 12 December 2018, Council sent a letter to the applicant identifying issues relating to the proposed height, bushfire overlay, biodiversity overlay and visual impact. The applicant did not respond to Council’s letter and on 28 March 2019 withdrew the application. No further assessment will take place.

Consultation

15.
Councillor Ryan Murphy, Councillor for Chandler Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

16.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

17.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE HEAD PETITIONER BE ADVISED OF THE INFORMATION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.
Attachment A

Information to be sent to the head petitioner

A development application was lodged with Council on 1 November 2018 and properly made on 15 November 2018. The application sought approval for installation of a telecommunication facility (tower) measuring 36.3 metres in height. 

On 12 December 2018, Council sent a letter to the applicant identifying issues relating to the proposed height, bushfire overlay, biodiversity overlay and visual impact. The applicant did not respond to Council’s letter and on 28 March 2019 withdrew the application. No further assessment will take place.

ADOPTED

C
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL REFUSE A DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR 2 OXFORD STREET, BULIMBA (APPLICATION REFERENCE A004819422)



CA19/86208 and CA19/133252

826/2018-19

18.
Council has received two petitions from residents requesting Council refuse a proposed development at 2 Oxford Street, Bulimba (application reference A004819422). The first petition (CA19/86208) was received during the Summer Recess 2018-19. The second petition (CA19/133252) was presented to the meeting of Council held on 12 February 2019, by Councillor Kara Cook, and received.

19.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

20.
The petitions contain a total of 144 signatures. 

21.
The petitioners’ concerns are summarised as follows.

-
The impact on, and loss of, amenity due to bulk and scale of development because of setbacks and building heights are not within acceptable outcomes.

-
Non-compliance with Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan).

-
Insufficient car parking as the revised plans remove all on-site parking and vehicle access.

-
The development does not facilitate a publicly accessible park along the river capable of providing a key recreation facility, which improves public access along the riverfront.
22.
The site has an area of 1,134 m2 and is located in the District centre (District) zone under City Plan, and is zoned for commercial use. The site is within The Oxford Street B2 sub-precinct of the Bulimba district neighbourhood plan.

23.
The predominant built form in the local and wider area is commercial and residential, consisting of single detached and multiple dwellings with a range of heights from two to three storeys. The proposal to deliver mixed retail outlets, office space, and a new park is in accordance with the intent for the site under the City Plan.

24.
On 19 December 2017, a development application was lodged with Council for Shop, Food and drink outlets, Hotel, and Office use. As the land is included in the District centre (District) zone, the development application for these uses is code assessable under the requirements of City Plan and the Planning Act 2016 (the Act).

25.
The new development will provide a 400 m2 riverfront park north of the Bulimba ferry terminal. This has been designed with Council’s River’s Edge Strategy specifically in mind.

26.
The development application was assessed against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the Act. After taking all matters into consideration, including concerns raised by people who made submissions to Council during the public notification period, Council’s Delegate approved the application on 17 April 2019.

Consultation

27.
Councillor Kara Cook, Councillor for Morningside Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.

28.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Jonathan Sri dissenting.

29.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE INFORMATION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.
Attachment A

Information to be provided to the head petitioner

On 19 December 2017, a development application was lodged with Council for Shop, Food and drink outlets, Hotel, and Office use. As the land is included in the District centre (District) zone, the development application for these uses is Code assessable under the requirements of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and the Planning Act 2016 (the Act).

The proposal to deliver mixed retail outlets, office space, and a new park is in accordance with the intent for the site under City Plan.

The development application was assessed against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the Act. After taking all matters into consideration, including concerns raised by submitters, Council’s Delegate approved the application on 17 April 2019.
ADOPTED

D
PETITION – OBJECTING TO THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF A FIVE‑STOREY BUILDING AT 60 ROSEBANK SQUARE, SALISBURY (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005107743)



CA19/147495

827/2018-19

30.
A petition from residents, objecting to the proposed development of a five-storey building at 60 Rosebank Square, Salisbury (application reference A005107743), was presented to the meeting of Council held on 12 February 2019, by Councillor Steve Griffiths, and received.

31.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

32.
The petition contains 51 signatures.

33.
The petitioners’ concerns include:

-
building size and design

-
car parking for the proposed use

-
the proposed development is non-residential

-
increased traffic

-
potential noise impacts on residents.

34.
The subject site is located within the Neighbourhood centre zone and is within the Moorooka —Stephens district neighbourhood plan (no specific precinct). The site is square in shape having an area of 1,244 m2, with frontage on Rosebank Square on three sides and Courtland Street along the western boundary.

35.
Council records indicate the existing building was constructed as shops in 1963 and has most recently been used by the Buddhist Compassion Relief Tzu Chi Foundation Australia. The site is surrounded by low density residential housing comprising of one- and two-storey buildings and is opposite a public park known locally as Rosebank Square.

36.
On 11 January 2019, an impact assessable development application for a Childcare centre (84 places), Community use, Shop and Educational establishment was lodged with Council. The application was properly made on 21 January 2019.

37.
Council sent the applicant an Information Request letter dated 19 February 2019 asking the applicant for:

-
amended plans reducing the building height to two to three storeys, reducing site cover, and incorporating greater building articulation to all road frontages and building separation to the nearest residential property

-
clarification of the proposed uses and how the proposed uses will be carried out

-
amendment to the car parking demand study and subsequent increase in car parking

-
maintenance of two-way vehicle movement to Rosebank Square (southern boundary)

-
increased areas for onsite deep landscape planting

-
a reassessment of an acoustic report addressing noise impacts

-
demonstration of a lawful point of discharge for stormwater

-
incorporation of crime prevention through environmental design principles.

38.
The applicant responded to the Information Request on 3 April 2019. Public notification commenced on 4 April 2019, however Council identified that the incorrect lot and plan reference numbers had been listed in the Southern Star newspaper. The applicant was notified and public notification then formally took place from 5 April 2019 until 9 May 2019. All submissions received from 4 April 2019 until 9 May 2019 are considered to be properly made.

39.
This petition has been passed on to Council’s Development Services for their consideration during the assessment process.
Consultation

40.
Councillor Steve Griffiths, Councillor for Moorooka Ward, has been consulted and does support the recommendation.

41.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Jonathan Sri dissenting.

42.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE INFORMATION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.
Attachment A

Information to be provided to the head petitioner

The application is currently being assessed by Council’s Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, against the requirements of the Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and in line with the provisions of the Planning Act 2016. 

The subject site is located within the Neighbourhood centre zone and is within the Moorooka—Stephens district neighbourhood plan (no specific precinct). The site is square in shape having an area of 1,244 m2, with a road frontage to Rosebank Square on three sides and Courtland Street along the western boundary. Council records indicate the existing building was constructed as shops in 1963 and has most recently been used by the Buddhist Compassion Relief Tzu Chi Foundation Australia. 

Council sent the applicant an Information Request letter dated 19 February 2019 asking the applicant for:

-
amended plans reducing the building height to two to three storeys, reducing site cover, and incorporating greater building articulation to all road frontages and building separation to the nearest residential property

-
clarification of the proposed uses and how the proposed uses will be carried out

-
amendment to the car parking demand study and subsequent increase in car parking

-
maintenance of two-way vehicle movement to Rosebank Square (southern boundary)

-
increased areas for onsite deep landscape planting

-
a reassessment of an acoustic report addressing noise impacts

-
demonstration of a lawful point of discharge for stormwater

-
incorporation of crime prevention through environmental design principles.
The applicant responded to the Information Request on 3 April 2019. Public notification commenced on 4 April 2019, however Council identified that the incorrect lot and plan reference numbers had been listed in the Southern Star newspaper. The applicant was notified and public notification then formally took place from 5 April 2019 until 9 May 2019. All submissions received from 4 April 2019 until 9 May 2019 are considered to be properly made.

This petition has been passed on to Council’s Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, for their consideration during the assessment process.

ADOPTED

E
PETITIONS – OBJECTING TO A DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR RECONFIGURING A LOT (ONE INTO TWO LOTS) AT 4 DROMOS STREET, EIGHT MILE PLAINS (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005141357)



CA19/287534 and CA19/349896

828/2018-19

43.
Council has received two petitions from residents, objecting to a development application for reconfiguring a lot (one into two lots) at 4 Dromos Street, Eight Mile Plains (application reference A005141357). The first petition (CA19/287534) was presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 March 2019, by Councillor Steven Huang, and received. The second petition (CA19/349896) was received during the Autumn Recess 2019.

44.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

45.
The petitions contain a total of 87 signatures.

46.
The petitioners’ concerns include the following.

-
The development application references an incorrect site area of 845 m2.

-
The development application was not publicly notified.

-
The character, location, bulk, scale and height of the proposal is not in keeping with the expectations of local residents.

-
The proposed subdivision will result in four two-storey small lot houses located side by side.

-
The applicant has not demonstrated a social, economic or environmental need for the development.

-
Council infrastructure and assets have not contemplated the proposed subdivision scenario.

-
There is potential for dust and noise from construction activities.

-
The proposed development will potentially increase resident and visitor traffic on Dromos Street and the local area.

47.
The subject site is located within the Low density residential zone of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) which is characterised by a mix of one and two-storey dwellings on standard residential lots. The subject site has a surveyed area of 846 m2, with a 28-metre frontage to Dromos Street.

48.
The development application was assessed against the requirements of City Plan, and in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). After taking all matters into consideration, including concerns raised by submitters and the petitioners, Council’s delegate approved the application on 1 April 2019. As the application was code assessable, public notification was not required in accordance with the Act.

49.
The proposal complied with all relevant assessment benchmarks identified under the Subdivision code of City Plan, providing two 423 m2 lots with a minimum dimension exceeding 9 metres by 15 metres within the Low density residential zone. As per Schedule 1 of City Plan, the resulting lots are defined as small lots, with the minimum requirement being 400 m2 for a code assessable application.

50.
On 2 April 2019, the applicant and all submitters were advised of Council’s decision to approve the application. As the proposal was code assessable, submitters do not have appeal rights within the Planning and Environment Court.

Consultation

51.
Councillor Steven Huang, Councillor for MacGregor Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

52.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Jonathan Sri dissenting.

53.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED OF THE INFORMATION AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.
Attachment A

Information to be sent to the head petitioner

The development application was assessed against the requirements of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), and in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). After taking all matters into consideration, including concerns raised by submitters and the petitioners, Council’s Delegate approved the application on 1 April 2019. As the application was code assessable, public notification was not required in accordance with the Act.

The proposal complied with all relevant assessment benchmarks identified under the Subdivision code of City Plan, providing two 423 m2 lots with a minimum dimension exceeding 9 metres by 15 metres within the Low density residential zone. As per Schedule 1 of City Plan, the resulting lots are defined as small lots, with the minimum requirement being 400 m2 for a code assessable application.

On 2 April 2019, the applicant and all submitters were advised of Council’s decision to approve the application. As the proposal was code assessable, submitters do not have appeal rights within the Planning and Environment Court.

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 28 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Just briefly, at the Committee on 28 May where I was ably represented by Councillor RICHARDS—thank you, Councillor RICHARDS—we had a presentation from the Council officers on Hanlon Park upgrade. There was a petition on revoking the Mount Coot-tha zipline and two Ward Park Trust Funds. In relation to the question this morning, the total budget for carbon neutral Council in 2018-19 is $6.297 million. The breakdown of the expenditure, as Councillor JOHNSTON requested, for 2018-19 is as follows. I note, she is not in the Chamber to hear, so hopefully she’ll read it from Hansard.


Energy efficiency and emission reduction projects is 25.6% of the budget. Renewal energy purchases is 33.6% of the project. Carbon offset is 26%. Corporate overheads, 8.7%. Unspent, which is the carry over, is 6.1%. I’m happy to respond to any questions. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, I’ll put the resolution—Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Chair, I rise to speak on item A. I was delighted to receive the update on the upgrade and revitalisation of Hanlon Park at Stones Corner. This large, open green space is one that I know very well, having spent many enjoyable hours there with my family. The project is a priority precinct included in the Norman Creek 2012-31 Master Plan. The park will be transformed into an attractive and versatile public space that supports the growing area, creating a vibrant, urban oasis. Residents of my ward have been highly engaged with this project. 


The concept plan was developed through community consultation in early 2018, including a co-design workshop and online survey, as well as extensive technical investigations and community feedback in late 2018. One of the key themes that guides the concept plan for Hanlon Park is flood management and topography. Anecdotally, we see out of channel flood flow two to three times a year on average through the park and any local resident knows the area is prone to flooding. 


So Council has worked to find a balance between converting the concrete waterway to a more natural state and ensuring a non-worsening effect on flooding, both locally and within the wider catchment. To support this, the park design included extensive technical investigations. This included careful consideration of the location, width and depth of the waterway, surrounding vegetation and park facilities. The channel proposed within the concept design will be slightly wider than the current concrete channel. The wider channel will help to slow down the speed of water when it runs through the park during flood events.


This will be done through a small proposed wetland, which will also help remove pollutants and allow sediments to settle out. Similar to the main waterway channel, the small wetland will have constant, low flow of fresh water. The small wetland aims to support water quality improvement, provide habitat for rich biodiversity areas with new vegetation and create a new place for residents and visitors to enjoy nature. With a nearby kindergarten and the popular park run, I believe this park project will attract hundreds of big and little kids and help us all learn about the value and the force of nature. 


Local residents have also raised with me personally the requirement for local toilet facilities within the park precinct and I am advocating for that on their behalf. Council will also be constructing an underpass at Logan Road in Stones Corner, as part of this project, similar to the access under Cornwall, Juliet and Ridge Streets. This will provide alternative access under Logan Road to link with Gladys Street, making it a safer alternative for Active School Travel. Unfortunately, due to the tidal nature of Norman Creek and Stones Corner, it will not be feasible to make it an all-weather access. 


Chair, I’m looking forward to this project and commend the officers for their work so far.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor HAMMOND?


I will now put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Kate Richards (A/Chair), and Councillors Fiona Cunningham, Steve Griffiths, Nicole Johnston, and James Mackay. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillor Fiona Hammond.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – HANLON PARK STONES CORNER PRIORITY PRECINCT – NORMAN CREEK 2012-2031 MASTER PLAN 

829/2018-19

1.
Wade Fitzgerald, Major Projects and Asset Coordination Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Hanlon Park Stones Corner Priority Precinct – Norman Creek 2012-2031 Master Plan. He provided the information below.

2.
In 2012, Council released the Norman Creek Master Plan 2012-2031. This plan seeks to revitalise one of the city’s most urbanised catchments by partnering with residents, business and industry, government and community groups. Hanlon Park is one of three priority projects in the Master Plan, and is a large floodplain and open space in the heart of Stones Corner, located between Cornwall and O’Keefe Streets in Greenslopes. 

3.
As a result of the revitalisation, Hanlon Park will be transformed into a versatile public space to support the growing Stones Corner Precinct, creating a vibrant urban area where the local community can walk, cycle, jog, play and relax. The project is currently in the procurement phase with construction scheduled to start in early 2020 subject to contract. 

4.
The Hanlon Park project aims to deliver an area that: 

-
revitalises Norman Creek, which runs through the park 

-
enhances the environment with more trees and natural spaces 

-
increases recreational and social opportunities for the community through new facilities such as barbecues, picnic spaces and basketball courts

-
enhances connectivity and accessibility within the park and local area with bike paths and walking tracks

-
boosts local economic vibrancy by creating a space to relax and enjoy for the growing urban population. 

5.
Since the start of 2018, planning, concept design and community consultation has taken place. With the concept design completed, procurement commenced in February 2019 until July 2019. This is followed by the detailed design scheduled to be completed by December 2019. The Hanlon Park project is scheduled to commence construction thereafter, subject to contract and construction methodology. 

6.
An important component of the project has been the extensive engagement with the community to create a shared vision for Hanlon Park. There have been two phases of community engagement. Phase 1 included the development of the draft concept plan, key external stakeholder interviews, a project home page (which received 1,300 visits), an online survey (which received 512 responses), quick polls (which received 117 responses), a co-design workshop, and internal meetings. 

7.
As a result of this engagement the community identified their priorities for the revitalisation of Hanlon Park which include: 

-
creating a naturalised creek system that enhances waterway health and the natural environment


-
active transport options for pedestrians and cyclists

-
shady spaces for a cooler environment 

-
a vibrant liveable space to support leisure, cultural and community activities


-
designed with both flooding and low flow in mind.

8.
As part of Phase 2 of the project, the draft concept plan was released for community feedback on 19 November 2018. An online survey was available to the community during the four week consultation period. An information kiosk/drop in session was held on Saturday 1 December 2018, with approximately 60 residents attending. A feedback survey was also available for residents to provide feedback about the draft concept plan, with 229 surveys completed by residents. 

9.
Survey results were shared with the Committee members, showing a high level of community support for the Hanlon Park plan. Further survey results shown to the Committee members confirm that Council is aligned with community sentiment that the primary intent of this project is to naturalise the creek. A map showing the proposed features of the park was displayed to Committee members. 

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the A/Chair thanked Mr Fitzgerald for his informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REVOKE THE APPROVAL FOR THE MT COOT-THA ZIPLINE AND THAT NO FURTHER COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT GOES AHEAD IN THE AREA



CA19/231769

830/2018-19

12.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council revoke the approval for the Mt Coot-tha zipline and that no further commercial development goes ahead in the area, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 12 March 2019, by Councillor Kate Richards, Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, and received. 

13.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

14.
The petition contains 271 signatures. 

15.
The Lord Mayor’s priority is to protect Mt Coot-tha as a greenspace for future generations and, with the support of colleagues in Council, made the decision to terminate the Mt Coot-tha zipline project.

Consultation

16.
Councillor Kate Richards, Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

17.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

18.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED THAT THE LORD MAYOR MADE THE DECISION TO TERMINATE THE MT COOT-THA ZIPLINE PROJECT.

ADOPTED

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 28 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. I’d just like to turn to Councillor STRUNK’s question earlier in the meeting about the Sustainable Nappy Cashback program and to advise, of course, that it raises awareness of the problems associated with disposable nappies and motivates residents to make the switch from single-use disposable nappies to modern cloth nappies. So, Councillor STRUNK, we have had 307 families switch to reusable nappies through the program. With the average baby using 4,000 nappies, that’s an approximate total of 1,220,000 nappies removed from Brisbane’s landfill. 


Of course, there is no data on exact weights, as this cannot be determined. However, we estimate this to be in excess of four to five tonnes over the baby’s nappy use life if these families stick to the program. So, Councillor STRUNK, as I said earlier, we’re very pleased with this program, that it is raising the awareness of keeping waste from landfill. Chair, moving to last week’s Committee, we had a presentation from our manager of Asset Services on the use of resin-based concrete in the field. 


The Committee was given an informative presentation about how Council has been investigating alternatives including trialling resin-based concretes since April this year after proof of concept commenced in December 2018. The resin‑based concrete provides a cost saving of approximately 50% and has a quicker setting time. While findings have shown cost benefit sufficiency on small sites and the speed, there has been some challenges identified. For example, not suitable around trees or on larger sites. 


Other introductions include alternatives to the articulated joint product and the reinforcement of concrete with polymer fibre. I would like to thank our officers for the incredible work that they do in the field and, Chair, I commend the report to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes. Thank you, Mr Chair. I just rise to speak on item A, the Committee presentation, which was about the use of a resin‑based concrete in the field. This was to do with footpaths. As we know traditionally, when we have a problem with a footpath, it needs to be repaired; Council officers will need to go out there, fence it off, so it becomes unusable to residents. 


They then have to rip up the old concrete and then they have to traditionally—depending on the size, they put in reinforcing and then they have to lay the concrete and then they have to wait for it to set and then they come back a week or so or two weeks later and remove all that piece of infrastructure around, so the footpath is then usable for residents to walk on. With this new resin-based concrete that the officers are trialling, most of that procedure is now not necessary. 


They are able to go out there, just grind the footpath down to the suitable level, fill it with the resin and then it’s pretty much able to be walked on within minutes of being finished. In fact, that was demonstrated by the use of a video as part of the presentation, which show the truck backing over a piece of concrete that had actually not long been fixed up with this resin base. So it was quite timely. It wasn’t a planned demonstration. But it happened nevertheless and I think it was very timely to show us just how great this product is. The other product that they talked about was the fibre. 


So I don’t know if anyone’s ever done concreting. I’ve actually had the misfortune of having to do some concreting with my husband over the years. It’s not a nice job. It’s pretty hard yakka, especially in the sun, because the concrete is going off faster than you can work. But basically the reo goes down and you have—as the concrete’s being poured, you have a hook that you have to lift the reo up to a certain depth within the concrete, and this fibre now that you don’t need to use that reo bar it is a great innovation and my hat goes off to the officers for all the work that they do in this field. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, Councillor HOWARD?


I will now put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Field Services Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Vicki Howard (Chair), Councillor Kim Marx (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Steven Huang, Charles Strunk and Andrew Wines.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – THE USE OF RESIN-BASED CONCRETE IN THE FIELD

831/2018-19

1.
Krysten Booth, Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide information on the use of resin-based concrete in the field. He provided the information below.

2.
The proof of concept of resin-based concrete products commenced in December 2018. To date, the findings have shown that benefits of resin-based concrete include cost, efficiency on small sites (particularly around service pits) and speed of construction. Compared to the material used in traditional concrete replacement works, resin-based concrete provides a cost saving of approximately 50%. The product also has a quicker setting time, resulting in less community impact. 

3.
Challenges have also been identified relating to the use of resin-based concrete in certain environments. For example, the product is not suitable for application around trees or on larger sites.

4.
Council has established construction crews that have been using and trialling resin-based concrete since 15 April 2019. Council is also in the process of conducting an audit to identify both new sites and retrospective opportunities to revisit previous sites that are suitable for resin-based concrete application.

5.
The Committee was shown photographs, together with a video recording, to demonstrate the pre and post-work conditions of an area of footpath around a utility service pit that had been treated with resin‑based concrete. 

6.
In addition to the introduction of resin-based concrete, Council has also been investigating alternatives to the articulated joint product that is currently used by Council. Articulated joints are installed under the dripline of trees to support the movement of panels and minimise potential trip hazards. There have been no known failures of articulated joints since its introduction by Council in 2011. A review of the marketplace has identified that alternative products are available at approximately half the cost of the current unit price. Council has ordered an alternative product, which is anticipated to have greater placement efficiency. This product will be trialled by Council’s Construction branch in Field Services. 

7.
Another product improvement strategy that has been undertaken by Council is the reinforcement of concrete with polymer fibre. The use of polymer fibre increases flexural strength which reduces the risk of damage and lengthens the longevity of the asset. Polymer fibre reinforcement also assists to control shrinkage, cracking and the subsequent breaking of panels between joins. Polymer fibre reinforcement provides various tangible benefits with a minimal cost increase of less than one per cent.

8.
Council continues to improve its workflow process with respect to footpath inspections. Currently, Council prioritises maintenance works on footpaths giving consideration to defects which require immediate repairs. Sites that do not require immediate maintenance attention are listed for continued monitoring and reinspection in 12 months’ time. 

9.
The Committee was shown examples of conditions and guidelines that are considered by Council to assess the appropriate works required for different sections of footpath.

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Booth for his informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

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 28 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair: 
Is there any debate? 

Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Just briefly, the Committee presentation was the Active and Healthy program. I’d like to thank the officers for the presentation, but also providing a really informative update on the program as a whole and looking at the highlights and particularly when you see the increase in the number of participants from this program on year, on year. You can see that we’re up to 130,000 in just last year’s program. These programs continue to be a core part of Council’s business and it’s such a popular array of services covering all ages and all groups; and particularly all interests as well.

Just goes to show that as a division, this is an important part of more to see and do across our city and making sure that we continue that strong connection with community and providing those services that keep them active and engaged with not only community, but with themselves as well. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


There being none, I now put the report. 

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, Kate Richards, and Norm Wyndham.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – ACTIVE AND HEALTHY PROGRAM

832/2018-19

1.
Miriam Kent, Manager, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s Active and Healthy program. She provided the information below.

2.
Council is proud to deliver the Active and Healthy program, providing thousands of diverse, free or low-cost recreational activities to local residents. The program supports the Brisbane Vision 2031 themes of ‘Our active, healthy city’ and ‘Our friendly, safe city,’ by enhancing people’s health and wellbeing, and strengthening their sense of belonging to their local community.

3.
This financial year, the Active and Healthy program will offer approximately 14,000 activity sessions, reaching more than 130,000 participants. The number of participants in the program is increasing each year, up from 90,000 in 2014-2015. Activities are free or low-cost and are typically held in local parks, community halls and community centres, activating these important community facilities.

4.
The program offers something for everyone with activities including fitness, dancing, cycling, arts and crafts, cooking, and mind and body wellness. The Active and Healthy program includes the following categories: 


-
Active Parks, for all ages and abilities 


-
Growing Old and Living Dangerously (GOLD), for senior residents 


-
GOLD ‘n’Kids, for grandparents and their grandchildren 


-
Chillout, school holiday program for young people aged 17 and younger 

-
Heart Foundation Walking, which is delivered in partnership with the Heart Foundation.

5.
Our city is ageing, with the proportion of residents aged over 60 growing from 16% in 2006 to 18% in 2016. This figure is expected to reach more than 20% by 2029. Council’s Active and Healthy program GOLD has activities that are designed to help seniors to be healthier, learn new skills, discover new interests and connect with others in their local community, thereby also reducing social isolation. GOLD schedules are released every six months and feature a huge range of activities.

6.
The largest category of GOLD activities is fitness and adventure. These core activities include outdoor gym classes, Pilates and Zumba. For people wanting to challenge themselves, GOLD also offers adventure activities such as Segway tours, dragon boating, kayaking, mountain biking and urban bicycle tours. For more gentle fitness activities, GOLD offers chair yoga (modified yoga using a chair for extra stability), ‘stay moving’ classes (to reduce the risk of falls), electric bike tours and ‘Back on your bike’ workshops (to build people’s cycling confidence). In addition GOLD offers a range of arts and creative activities such as music, photography, crafts, painting, pottery, film making, animation and up-cycling recycled items.

7.
Older residents also like to dance, so GOLD features tap dancing, Nia dancing and ballroom dancing. In 2018-19, ballroom dancing is the most well-attended GOLD activity, consistently attracting more than 35 people per class. From July to December 2019, Council will be introducing a new dance activity, with line dancing scheduled to occur on Wednesday at the new Inala Hall. 

8.
One of the great lifestyle and leisure benefits of living in Brisbane, is the wonderful weather and connection to water whether that’s a pool, beach or river. As such, GOLD offers a diverse mix of water-based activities, including swimming, aqua aerobics, aqua Zumba and yoga. The current January-June 2019 GOLD timetable features approximately 30 different aqua activities for residents to enjoy.

9.
Mental health and wellbeing is an important part of being active and healthy. Being involved in yoga, Tai Chi Qigong, meditation, brain fitness and games such as Mahjong, helps older residents to keep both their bodies and minds active, reducing the risk of diseases such as dementia.

10.
The program also recognises that food and nutrition are the foundation to good physical and mental health. One of Council’s key providers is Nutrition Australia, which runs cooking classes such as ‘cooking with herbs and spices’ and ‘Summer salads and side dishes’ at the Brisbane Botanic Gardens, Mt Coot-tha. Participants learn to create delicious and healthy dishes and join together to share the meal at the end of the class.

11.
Council recognises the important role that grandparents play in most children's lives. Since 2000, Council has provided GOLD ‘n’ Kids activities for children aged four years and over and their grandparents to enjoy together. In recent years, activities have been scheduled during school holidays in recognition of the increasing number of seniors who look after school-age children while parents are at work. During the recent Easter School holiday period, different GOLD ‘n’ Kids activities were held across different locations. 

12.
More than 100 providers are registered to deliver the Active and Healthy program. Interested providers apply to join a pre-qualified register, which means that Council can engage them quickly and easily in response to changing community needs and interests. In recent years, Council has focussed on building the capacity and sustainability of not‑for‑profit organisations by registering them as providers. Now 25% of the program’s providers are not-for-profit organisations. Not only does the program attract new potential members to these organisations, the income they receive from hosting activities goes back into their community services.

13.
It is simple for residents to get involved in the Active and Healthy program. Information on activities is available on Council’s What’s On calendar, Council’s social media platforms and in the Active and Healthy brochure. One of the easiest ways for people to find out about activities of interest to them is to subscribe to receive information via a weekly email, Facebook events, i‑calendar download or RSS feed.

14.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Kent for her informative presentation.

15.
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 David McLACHLAN, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 28 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Mr Chair, at the Committee meeting last week, we had a presentation on the rates channel and a bit of an update on how the various options are performing. Particularly with respect to e-rates, our paperless billing solution, we continue to see good growth in residents seeking that option. This was implemented in July 2016 and certainly as of the presentation, 83,000 ratepayers are currently registered for this particular solution. We continue to provide residents with a paper solution, if that’s their preference, but certainly to the extent possible, we are encouraging residents to take up the e-rates solution.


We are providing education through our website and posters and inserts in their paper bills to encourage them to go down this path. As I mentioned, we’ve got 83,000 people currently registered and we are seeing consistent growth quarter on quarter, so that’s very, very pleasing. Some of the benefits of having residents convert to e-rates is that it reduces our landfill by one tonne per annum. We save more than 10 tonnes of paper per year. There’s 269,000 litres of water avoided through paper production and 15 tonnes of greenhouse gas emissions are avoided each year.


So certainly a very positive environmental benefit there. On the other side of the rates channel discussion is obviously our payment options and one of the things that we are looking to provide residents with is a wide range of rates payment solutions. There are people who still like to wander down to a post office or mail in a cheque, so that’s fine. We allow them to do that, but increasingly people are turning to electronic means and we offer a wide range of solutions for payments as well. 


The second item in the Committee was a regular Committee report, which is our—a quarterly report on our receivables, our financial position, our payables and our provisions and I will leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, I will 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, Kim Marx, and Charles Strunk.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillor Ryan Murphy. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – RATES CHANNEL UPDATE

833/2018-19

1.
Sue Rickerby, Manager, Support Services Centre, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on the E-rates paperless billing system. She provided the information below.

2.
The main drivers behind the implementation of the E-rates system include: 


-
digital disruptions globally across all industries 


-
wanting to change customer expectations


-
providing new digital channels which focus on customer experience

-
the need to balance desired customer experience with requirements for digital security. 

3.
Council implemented the E-rates system in July 2016. Ratepayers can receive their rates notice via email instead of post, with the option to receive a SMS payment reminder. Council’s E-rates is promoted via Council’s website, posters, envelope inserts, envelope print overlays and staff email signatures. 

4.
Residents can register for E-rates by completing an online form. In the first 12 months of the release of E-rates, more than 20,000 residents registered with Council. Currently there are more than 83,000 ratepayers registered, with a consistent quarterly growth. 

5.
Council’s E-rates reduces approximately one tonne of waste to landfill per year. This waste includes the saving of more than 10 tonnes of paper per year, 269,000 litres of water from avoided paper production and 15 tonnes of greenhouse gas emissions per year. 

6.
Rate payments can be made to Council by the following methods: 


-
pay automatically via direct debit using a savings or cheque account


-
pay online via Council’s online payment service BPAY


-
pay by phone via BPAY, credit card or mobile app Sniip


-
pay in person at Australia Post or a Council regional business centre


-
pay by mail with a cheque or money order


-
recurring schedule payments via credit card. 

7.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Rickerby for her informative presentation. 

8.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE REPORT – FINANCIAL REPORTS (RECEIVABLES, RATES, INVENTORY, PAYABLE, PROVISIONS AND MALLS) FOR THE PERIOD ENDED MARCH 2019



134/695/317/929

834/2018-19

9.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided a detailed report, submitted on file, on Council’s position relating to accounts receivable, rates, inventory, accounts payable, provisions and malls for the period ended March 2019.

10.
The Chair and the Committee noted the report. The financial report on Council’s position relating to accounts receivable, rates, inventory, accounts payable, provisions and malls for the period ended March 2019 is now presented for noting by Council.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE REPORT, as submitted on file, BE NOTED. 

ADOPTED

CONSIDERATION OF NOTIFIED MOTION – Conservation of Bushland – Toohey Forest Land:
(Notified motions are printed as supplied and are not edited)

835/2018-19
The Chair of Council (Councillor Andrew WINES) then drew the Councillors’ attention to the notified motion listed on the agenda, and called on the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, to move the motion. Accordingly, the DEPUTY MAYOR moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND—

That this Council:

Calls on the State Government to commit to conserving the bushland at 18, 19, 41 & 51 Don Young Road & 30 Forest Circuit & 10, 19, 20, 29 & 30 Innovation Circuit & 266 Mt Gravatt Road, Nathan
Chair: 
Is there any debate? 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have raised this motion today, because I am concerned about this land, that these many lots—as you can see, there is many lots—which are adjacent to the Toohey Forest in Moorooka down near Griffith University and that the issue that they may be sold by the government arm, as Minister Bailey calls it, the Economic Development Queensland (EDQ) government arm that currently manages these sites. They are looking to sell for a commercial dollar. What we saw within the last week was some very large clearing along the boundary at the back of these lots where they back on to Toohey Forest. 


We have heard from the local State Member that this is nothing but ensuring that there is firebreaks under the Brisbane City Council fire maintenance plan. But when you speak to Council officers, it is very clear there is only one reason you need a fire maintenance break between a forest and another bit of forest and that’s if you are establishing those lots to be sold to the market.

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
So you wouldn’t need the fire maintenance break if it continued to be forest, because it could be accessed from all of those many cul-de-sacs as you see in the addresses that I just called out there. The fire break has been done under the maintenance plan because I believe that EDQ is preparing for sale. Now, since this has actually occurred in the last week, there was quite an uproar by the Toohey Forest Wildlife Facebook page, as well as the Tarragindi Community Facebook page. Minister Bailey has assured residents and myself last night at a Neighbourhood Watch as well, that EDQ are not selling these properties. 


Now, I am having total respect to Minister Bailey on this. I am sure he is being told that these lots are not being sold, but they are being managed by Economic Development Queensland and there is only one KPI for Economic Development Queensland and that is to make money for the State Government. I do know a letter was sent to Minister Bailey within the last 12 months asking Minister Dick to please sell the land to Council at a concessional rate, so that it could be preserved as part of the Toohey Forest. His response was no. If the Council want it, they can pay full commercial value.

Councillor interjecting.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
So if Minister Dick, the infrastructure Minister, is making it clear that only full commercial value is the only option for this land, my guess is that they are not looking at Council as being the only buying opportunity for these land blocks that we see here at Moorooka. I am sure Councillor GRIFFITHS is going to stand up today and have chat as well. It is actually within his ward and I recognise that. 


It is just on my boundary, but obviously Toohey Forest within the Holland Park Ward as well and Councillor GRIFFITHS, to his credit, has finally gotten a petition up to ask the State—asking Brisbane City Council to purchase State Government owned land at all of those addresses and making sure it is urgent to negotiate this purchase of land. It sounds to me like Councillor GRIFFITHS also doesn’t believe Minister Bailey that this land is not going to be sold off. In his own words, it is urgent to protect the existing koala habitat and significant flora and fauna located in this environment in the significant area. I totally agree with him.


Because what this shows is Minister Bailey may truly believe that EDQ is not going to sell this land off, but I don’t think Councillor GRIFFITHS believes it and I definitely don’t believe it as well. The problem I have with the petition being put forward by Councillor GRIFFITHS and the suggestion being put forward by Minister Dick is this is the State Government asking ratepayers to pay for taxpayer’s land. This is not the same situation that we saw in Mount Gravatt East where as private property—

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence. 

Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Private property that was cleared legally unfortunately that lost a large part of habitat; that the only way we could protect that as well was to buy it, to subdivide, to sell off the property and the amount of money—we’ll get money back from the property that we’re selling up and revegetate it as koala bushland. This—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence, please. 

Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
This is State Government land. This is not the State Government’s private little property portfolio. This is the land that belongs to the people of Queensland and the residents of Brisbane in this area.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, if someone interjecting on you like this, you would be very upset, and I did ask many times while you were speaking for Councillors to be quiet. Could you please offer the same courtesy to others? 

Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Unfortunately, we do see a letter finally again from Councillor GRIFFITHS today—and I’ll leave the finally part to Councillor McLACHLAN to explain—asking Council to commence negotiations to reach a commercial and environmental outcome that meets the needs of EDQ. Here we have a local Councillor who is saying we need to supply money to EDQ. So we have Councillor GRIFFITHS standing up, please, please, prop up the floundering State Government’s budget. You know what this comes down to? Asset sales.

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
This is asset sales, pure and simple. Commercial value for the people of Brisbane and Queenslanders, koala habitat. Koala habitat. That is not theirs. It is in trust for the people of Queensland, but they will not even—Minister Dick has said it back to Minister Bailey, only on a commercial value. That is a very, very disappointing outcome from this Government, but I’m not surprised. Because I’m sure we’ll see, as the LORD MAYOR mentioned earlier, a budget that comes out just before Origin, during the middle of it all going on, that there will be a lot to make sure is not seen—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors, please. Councillor GRIFFITHS, Councillor COOK, I’ve already named you a few times. I—please don’t make me use the formal processes. 

Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Because unfortunately in the past we did see Labor governments hand back significant bushland to Brisbane City Council. Witt Street at Carindale, Mount Gravatt-Capalaba Road at Upper Mount Gravatt, both Education Queensland sites, both cited for significant infrastructure to go to that, but we’re handed back both, handed back, in full ownership and a peppercorn agreement to Brisbane City Council to maintain as significant bushland sites. The State Government needs to step up here. They need to step up and they need to stand beside this clean, green and sustainable city Council. 


This is where Jackie Trad’s green credentials hit the road. Forget about Adani, Jackie. Yes, that didn’t work for you. How about you turn around and save some serious bushland and koala habitat right here in Brisbane? Particularly when you run in Toohey and you’re going to butt up to it in the next election; something she could probably think about. We are happy to discuss the arrangement of this bushland with the State Government. 


We are happy to negotiate, but we will not be paying full commercial price to the State Government for land that they could very easily hand back to us to add to the Toohey Forest bushland and do exactly what Councillor GRIFFITHS is saying; make sure that we maintain an important preservation area for our ecological management of our areas. It is important to remember this is not their purse of asset sales to help their floundering budget. Talk with Council. Hand it back to us. We will maintain it as we are maintaining all our corridors, but not at a commercial price. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being—Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you. I thought that Labor Party might want to get up and speak on this bit, but apparently not. Mr Chair, I’m very happy to rise to speak to this motion today. As you may be aware and others in the Chamber will be aware that I first raised this issue in this place on 19 February, one of the first meetings back for the year, after officers in the NEWS (Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability) branch brought the matter to my attention when I was in the Chair’s role. 


They pointed out to me the high ecological values of this land but were also most concerned about the outrageous demand of the State Government to pay full market value for it. The number that was being quoted, $6 million. Just shy of six hectares, $6 million—a million dollars a hectare that EDQ wants to receive for this land and that’s what they want from Council in order to protect it. That’s just outrageous; they have no shame. 


You’ll recall that I did table a letter here in this place written by the Member for Miller, Mark Bailey, to the Minister for State Development, Cameron Dick. Mark Bailey, doing his job representing a constituent, who was concerned about the intention of the State to bulldoze six hectares of prime habitat—prime koala habitat. The Member for Miller ended his letter to Minister Dick, and I quote it, saying, thanking him for his assistance and consideration of this important environmental matter. 


Of course, we heard nothing but deafening silence from the Councillor for Moorooka. He lacks the courage to stand up and be counted on any issue if it involves taking on the State Labor Government, even when shown the way by his factional ally, Mark Bailey. I also wrote to Minister Dick in February on the same matter. I did get a response in April; I’ll return to that in a moment. 


Mr Chair, in this place on 12 March, I again raised the issue of the State’s intention to extract profit ahead of protecting koala habitat from its land bank at Nathan. Of course, in the meantime, silence still from the Councillor for Moorooka. I pleaded with him in that meeting to join with his State counterpart, Mark Bailey, to join with us here to demand that the State land under the control of its commercialised business unit, Economic Development Queensland, or EDQ, be preserved for koala habitat by providing it to Council for a nominal price, not selling it for development. Again, no response for the Councillor for Moorooka. 


He was awakened it appears, finally, by an article in the Southern Cross—Southern Star five weeks ago on 29 May and surprise, surprise, the article reads: ‘community fears for koalas over planned bushland clearing’, the story was headlined, picking up on Toohey Forest Wildlife Facebook post, hashtag protect our koalas, hashtag, Toohey Forest slowly disappearing, following issues raised by Councillor ADAMS. Surprise, surprise, the next day, the LORD MAYOR receives a memo from Councillor GRIFFITHS, a memo dated 30 May, saying that he had ‘recently been approached by a number of concerned residents about the Nathan land and the implications of its clearing for future development’. 


‘Recently!’ We’ve been talking on this issue in here since 12 February and nearly four months later, the Member for Moorooka is finally stirred into action. The Shadow Chair for Environment suddenly realises he might have an issue right on his doorstep and he should get involved in the issue. We do thank him for his late in the day conversion to the cause. In his memo, the Councillor for Moorooka says ‘he understands that Council has endeavoured to negotiate with EDQ to acquire this land through the Bushland Acquisition Levy’. 


Yes, well, exactly what we said here, starting in February. We believe that the State Government should follow the lead of the Federal Government when it transferred land to Council, Pooh Corner land, you’ll recall, for bushland preservation purposes. The Feds charged a dollar, the State got a $90,000 windfall on the stamp duty so there was still revenue in the deal for the State but the Feds transferred it to Council for a dollar and good on them. 


Let’s be clear, Mr Chair, the Nathan estate, the six hectares, is land owned by the people of Queensland, as Councillor ADAMS said but according to Minister Dick, and I mentioned earlier in my piece, his letter—I did receive a response from Minister Dick. He says the land is, I quote, ‘owned by the Minister for Economic Development Queensland’. That’s him. The land is owned, he says, by the Minister for Economic Development Queensland. He owns it, he says, and he will decide what to do with it. That’s what he says in his letter and here it is. 


It’s interesting though, that there’s a little political barb in here. He says, his hands are tied because of legislation introduced by the former Liberal National Party Government, EDQ is, I quote his letter, ‘required to operate commercially and would be happy to consider an offer from Council on that basis’—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor McLACHLAN:
—end quote. So, please, please forgive me, Councillor, but Campbell Newman and Jeff Seeney made me do it. Legislation that was introduced in 2012. So, what—in a—they could turn on a dime to suddenly approve the Adani mine, after years of obstruction but here saying, they have no option other than to sell publicly owned land at commercial rates, they’re obligated by legislation introduced in 2012, seven years ago. This is land, as Councillor ADAMS said, owned by—he’s saying that the ratepayers of Brisbane should pay commercial rates for land they already own as taxpayers.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor McLACHLAN:
Here’s the legislation—I went and got a copy of it. Here it is, that’s the legislation, the Economic Development Act 2012 and it does say that the Minister for Economic Development Queensland must, to the extent practicable, carry out its functions on a commercial basis. It does say that. It also provides, and it’s in the legislation, discretionary powers. Under a section called, conditional disposal of land or other property, it says, the Minister may impose a conditional restriction on the disposal of land or other property to an entity. In other words, he, the Minister—he owns the land, he told me—can negotiate. He didn’t quote that in his letter to me. He didn’t quote that paragraph. 


Mr Chair, again, I call on the State Government and I call on Labor Councillors in this place, to abandon their outrageous asset sale of the Nathan land bank and provide it to Council for a peppercorn rate. The Minister should stop hiding behind legislation introduced seven years ago and which he now finds convenient to use for his asset sales program to sell their land bank, to flog off land that’s already owned by the public. Why do we have to urgently negotiate to purchase land that is already in public hands? This land, Mr Chair, should be preserved for all time as koala habitat and would be if it were transferred at a peppercorn rate to Council. 

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Madam Chairman, I rise to speak on the motion before us today. Certainly, I have no problem in supporting the motion but in listening to the debate and understanding the intention of the LNP, there’s a few things that I’d like to put on the record.


Firstly, our whole purpose, as I understand it, is to ensure that as a city, we are protecting koala habitat. I would have thought that that is the priority of both—well all levels of government, Federal, State and Council. I would have thought that a LORD MAYOR who had a, what was a page 3 story in The Sunday Mail, hugging a koala, would be making an effort to ensure that the image that he wants to project for our city is reflected in our actions as a city Council. I would just say that again, it’s still pretty new in the job, it’s only been a couple of months but if all your Administration is going to be about is party politics, that is not the way to run the city. It is absolutely not the way to run the city. The political point-scoring that’s going on here tonight is, I think—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It doesn’t reflect well on anybody. If this image is to mean anything whatsoever of the LORD MAYOR cuddling a koala, it must mean that our priority and the issues at stake here are about protecting koala habitat. In my view, the first way to go about this is to put pressure on the State Government to do the right thing. Clearly, they own the land and the best outcome here is to ensure that it is protected and continues to be protected State Forest. 


I find Councillor McLACHLAN’s comments extremely interesting. He points out that he’s checked and Councillor Dick does have the ability to negotiate an outcome, so I’m just wondering—
Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chairman. 

Chair:
A point of order to you, Councillor OWEN. 

Councillor OWEN:
I just want to clarify, I think Councillor JOHNSTON’s referring to Minister Dick, rather than Councillor Dick.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Please be mindful of using the correct titles, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Cameron Dick, the Minister, yes, that’s who I’m referring to—apologies. I think what’s really interesting is Councillor McLACHLAN is fully aware of these provisions within the EDQ legislation that there can be a conditional disposal of land. I’m wondering, when he got the letter back from the Minister saying, pay us $6 million, did he write back, saying, well we’ll give you $5? Did he write back saying, we’ll give you a hundred thousand dollars? Did he write back saying, we’ll give you $10,000? Did he write back saying, no, no, no, we would like you to exercise this provision under your legislation to give it to us on a conditional basis and use your discretion? 


Did our Chairman of Parks, Environment and Sustainability, at that point, take any action to undertake negotiations in good faith with the State Government, who clearly are trying to use some sort of commercial bargaining power here but did our Council and the leader of our environmental department at that time write back saying, no, Minister, you’ve got it wrong. Your legislation allows you to give this land to us or it allows you to negotiate. We’re prepared to offer—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—a hundred thousand dollars.

Councillors interjecting. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yeah. Table the letter for us. Let’s have a look. Table the letter you wrote back to the Minister, saying that you wanted to ensure this land was protected and you wanted to negotiate an outcome. Because I don’t think one got written, number one. 


What’s the next thing that happens? You identified a problem, which is a good thing. You identified a problem but you made no effort to resolve it in a positive, transparent and proactive way, on behalf of the residents of our city. What’s the next thing that happens? Councillor ADAMS comes in here to play politics.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Now what is galling about Councillor ADAMS leading the charge on this is—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—that it’s only a few weeks ago that she got a rolled gold solution with three residential house blocks that are cleared or have palm trees on them, this Council raced out and within about a week, spent $5.2 million buying land with no trees and no koala habitat on them. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Let’s be clear, what’s the difference between the rolled gold solution for Councillor ADAMS and what is the difference between the current situation in Nathan?

Councillor interjecting.


Councillor JOHNSTON:
Could it be that it’s an LNP ward—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and the $5.2 million that this Council spent on Councillor ADAMS to bail out one of the most marginal Council wards in this city—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—this Council thought was a good idea, yet when it comes to looking at a solution for Nathan and what is arguably much more significant koala habitat, this Administration won’t even consider it. Not only will they not consider it but Councillor ADAMS and Councillor McLACHLAN have criticised the local—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair? 

Chair:
Yes, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
She was not supportive of this Council buying back that land, I can tell you—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and she’s on the record now. She’s happy to have land bought back in her ward for her benefit—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—$5.2 million for three house blocks—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—in a residential area with a few palm trees on them. Not a koala in site.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, can I just—Councillor JOHNSTON, can I just bring you back to the substantive motion, please. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thanks. Yes. This is the issue, that this Administration is prepared to fight in its own LNP wards and not for the rest of Brisbane. The LORD MAYOR and all of the Chairmen here were elected to govern on behalf of all residents of Brisbane and they are not doing so. I find it absolutely astonishing that they’re trying to say the State are treating their land terribly when this Administration spent the last year trashing Mt Coot-tha with its zipline proposal.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
The form that you have on these issues is undermining your argument at every step. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Let me be clear again. I believe the State should do the right thing here and protect this land. If they’re not prepared to protect it then we should as a Council do everything in our power, not just we’ll write a letter and then we’ll stop trying, we should do everything in our power to ensure we get this land. Because this Administration has terrible form. The State Government was prepared to give the RSPCA site at Yeronga to Council for free and this Administration knocked it back. 

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That was appalling. There’s now five storey units on parklands. We’ve got the same issue at Oxley at the moment—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and if this Administration lets that land go and does not preserve the bushland and the sport and recreation land there, which I’m told we are getting for nothing, that will be an appalling reflection on you. So, stop playing politics. Let’s find a good solution here.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
I think Councillor GRIFFITHS has been courageous in stepping up for his community and he has done the right thing here—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and yet, they are laughing. They are laughing at the people of Acacia Ridge—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—they are laughing at the people of Tarragindi, of Moorooka. They are laughing at the people of Coopers Plains, who have elected Councillor GRIFFITHS to speak for them.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
To speak for them, and he is doing that.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
He is doing that.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
He has. I would just say to this Administration that you need to look to your own conduct. Councillor HAMMOND needs to step in, Councillor McLACHLAN clearly dropped the ball as the Park’s Chairman. We obviously—we have knowledge which he shared with us very helpfully that we can negotiate. We should be negotiating. Why would you stop at the first offer? They say $6 million, go back with a lowball offer. You’ve all bought houses, you all know how it works. Go back and try again. Try and do everything in your power as leaders of this city to ensure this land is protected. 


I’ll go back to where I started. It’s on Sunday this LORD MAYOR got himself in The Courier-Mail hugging a koala—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—hugging a koala.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
If that is going to mean anything, it must mean that where the land is most vulnerable, it is protected. If the State Government won’t do the right thing then it is incumbent upon us as a Council to try every means possible to ensure this valuable koala habitat, where there are actual koalas, is protected.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS. 

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Yes, that’s correct. DEPUTY MAYOR, your claim for misrepresentation. 

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you. Councillor JOHNSTON said that we weren’t even interested in speaking to the State. I very clearly said we are happy to discuss the concessional value of buying this land, just not full commercial value.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, very, very interesting. Can I just say from the outset, this is nothing more than game playing. The LNP are here to play a political game and the people that they don’t like are the State. They’ve had 15 years in power and what have they done about this land? How many offers have they put in for this land? 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Zero. How many times have they raised the issue of this land? This is appalling. There’s no genuineness here about the—saving the koala population. This is just a big political stunt. I believe tonight we should get a motion up that actually results in some action. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Let me just be very clear. I support conserving of the bushland and the habitat at Nathan and despite the comments made to the contrary—on the contrary by several people on that side of the Chamber, they don’t know the representations I’ve been making behind the scenes, in relation to this issue. I am surprised that Councillor ADAMS still thinks that Toohey Forest is in Moorooka. It’s actually in Nathan. This is a significant piece of land in Nathan. The site has been zoned special purpose for education and it was originally set up and has been under our City Plan zoned for special purposes that back up the work of the university—Griffith University. 


I have to reinforce that yes, the fire breaks are there and the fire breaks were approved by Brisbane City Council. We actually gave the tick-off to the fire breaks on that land and the advice I have is that we are actually working with the State to set up a program of regular burning so that we don’t actually need such significant fire breaks into the future. That’s the advice I’ve been able to get from the officers. 


This site has a significant and very healthy koala population and yes, I have helped fund the group that’s been doing some of the work there. These are actually photos of those koalas on that land. They’re very healthy. It’s a site where the female koalas seem to go and the male koalas follow them down. It’s a bit more moist and they seem to breed. That’s their breeding spot and that’s where they go to have their joeys so it’s a significant site. It’s seven kilometres from where we are now and it’s a site we should be preserving.


I find it incredible every time I drive along the Southeast Freeway to think these little fellas are just sitting there, not far from where we are. I really congratulate the gentleman who’s been doing a lot of work with this group, that’s Brad Lambert and his group of helpers there. He’s really sought to raise this issue and I know that he’s very keen to continue that work around the place. These are what people come to the city for. They come here not for ziplines, they come here to see our magnificent wildlife and our magnificent bushland. That’s why people come to Brisbane. That’s—when I travel, that’s why I go to another city, is to see what special things it has to offer. I don’t go to somewhere because it’s got a zipline. 


Let’s have a look at some of the issues today. We know this koala population is healthy. I have been working with key people in the community and also with my colleagues at the other—at other levels of government. I’ve seen here and I’m happy for these photos to be passed around some of the examples of the koalas that are in the forest. Yes, I have written to the LORD MAYOR—
Chair:
Would you like them tabled formally? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
—sent a memo to the LORD MAYOR. I have started a petition and you’re all welcome to sign that petition. It’s online. All welcome to sign it. I took it to the Chrome Street festival on the weekend. We had hundreds of people sign it in one evening. 


Once again, and I get confused about this, I know Councillor JOHNSTON and myself have been raising koala issues in our ward and it’s been met with deafening silence and inaction, that’s out at Oxley. 

Councillor interjecting.


Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Very similarly, this issue has been met with inaction. I went out today and I thought, I’m going to go and have a look at this Carrara Street site. I had a walk around and got some pictures of it. It’s a nice tennis court there. There’s—
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Sorry, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
There’s some clear bushland there.

Chair:
Carrara Street—Councillor GRIFFITHS, please stop. Carrara Street’s not listed in this resolution in front of me.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Of course, it isn’t.

Chair:
Where are you—where is this place you’re talking about? 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
It’s not the subject of this resolution, right? 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
It has been. I’m sorry—
Chair:
Sorry, point of order for you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, point of order, Mr Chairman. Councillor ADAMS discussed numerous sites across the city—
Chair:
Well, I think—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—including this site, she mentioned particularly and I’d certainly say, if you’ve allowed one Councillor including Councillor ADAMS and myself—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—to discuss it, to be fair, I’d ask that you consider—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—it relevant for all Councillors.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Continue, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you. There’s some lovely Cocos palms and also—I’ve got this for that side of the Chamber because interestingly, you always wonder with the LNP, when they don’t show pictures about something, it obviously means something’s up. For that side of the Chamber, just so they can see what they spent $5.2 million on, of ratepayers’ money, bushland money. I find it amazing that this Administration, this Councillor, Councillor ADAMS can go, that’s all right, spend $5.2 million on a cleared block of land that was cleared under our DA but do not—and we’ll buy it back, but—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
—hell no, we’re not paying—and then I hear tonight, it’s $6 million. We’re not paying $6 million for that treed land which has a heap of koalas on it because—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
—oh my goodness, that is so wrong. What is going on here? The sheer hypocrisy. When I said that to the people on this site today, at Carrara Street, they couldn’t believe it. This is appalling. You have black and white. You have a cleared site that’s been bought off a developer for maximum profit—maximum profit. It has no bushland on it, it has no koalas on it. Then you have another site, full of koalas, full of bushland that we want to add to a native area and they don’t want to pay for it. This is what’s appalling, the hypocrisy in here. The sheer hypocrisy. How dare you have a go at me—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
—when you are so hypocritical about what you do.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
It’s interesting—here, too, here’s the figures. Here’s the figures on the koala spotting on this site that’s been done by a team of scientists over the last—since September last year. Two hundred and sixty-one sightings of koalas on that site. How many at Mount Gravatt? 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Zero. Zero, at Mount Gravatt. The hypocrisy of this Administration. The sheer hypocrisy. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Anyway, I move—I’m going to move a motion—amendment to this motion. I’ll pass it around. 

Chair:
Do you have a copy of the amendment? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, I—yes. There you go. 

Chair:
And a seconder?

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
The amendment to this motion will be to clarify and I still—after hearing them speak, I’m still not sure whether they want the land given to them or they want to pay a token price. Whether they want to pay—they don’t want to pay full price. Heaven forbid.

Councillors interjecting.
MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE NOTIFIED MOTION – CONSERVATION OF BUSHLAND – TOOHEY FOREST LAND:
	836/2018-19

It was moved by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK that the notified motion be amended to read as follows:
That this Council negotiates with the State Government to use Brisbane City Council Ratepayer Bushland Acquisition Fund to purchase and conserve the bushland at 18, 19, 41 and 51 Don Young Road and 30 Forest Circuit and 10, 19, 20, 29 and 30 Innovation Circuit and 266 Mount Gravatt Road, Nathan.



Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Here we have a motion that reinforces what the LNP are saying but it just clarifies that they have to go and negotiate. It’s interesting, in the past, they’ve never told us the price of a property. In fact, they won’t even tell us the property they’re looking at because it’s commercial in confidence. Yet today, Councillor McLACHLAN blurts out—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
—that it—that they’re going to pay $6 million for it.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Blurts it out. No wonder you’re not the Environment Chair anymore, Councillor McLACHLAN. Honestly. The amazing ineptitude of this Administration in dealing with the negotiation on getting these koalas protected under our bushland acquisition is astounding. This motion states very clearly that you will use residents’ funds—residents’ funds, not your funds. It’s not the LNP’s funds, it’s residents’ funds, to protect this koala habitat for the city into the future and you will negotiate with the State Government to do that, like you have done with every other piece of bushland habitat in our city. I’m sorry if you think that’s unreal, because residents don’t think that’s unreal and they’re signing my petition by the hundreds. I’ll leave that with you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further debate to the amendment. There being none—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
—Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thanks. I just thought somebody on the LNP side might like to speak to this, given it’s important. I’ve been listening to what’s been said and certainly, I heard Councillor ADAMS walk back some of her statements a little bit by saying that they were prepared to negotiate with the State Government over the—
Councillor ADAMS:
Point of order, Mr Chair?

Chair:
Yes, point of order—
Councillor ADAMS:
Claim to be misrepresented, again.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
She did, she did. I mean, I got up and said they weren’t going to and she did a point of misrepresentation—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Are you right? Are you right?

Chair:
Hey Councillors, please stick to the substance of the point of the resolution in front of you.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
You’re the speaker.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes—
Chair:
You’re the speaker.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, well I’m making a point of order about the disorderly and rude conduct of Councillor MACKAY and I’m not going to put up with rude hand gestures, again, from another male LNP Councillor on that side of the Chamber. It’s just not on, Mr Chairman, and I would ask that you direct him to stop it.

Chair:
I didn’t see anything, I was listening to—I was facing this direction, listening to the two Councillors—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Really?

Chair:
—argue but fortunately—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Really?

Chair:
—Councillor JOHNSTON, we have videotape—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
We do.

Chair:
—and I’ll review it later, okay?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
We do, and, Mr Chairman, he’s a real grown-up over there, he’s contributing a lot.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please, we’ve been on this for a little while. Can you just talk about the resolution? 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I will, Mr Chairman, but what I would just say to you is, I expect—
Chair:
Are you not accepting my direction to return to the substance?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I would like to—
Chair:
Please do. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—but I am asking that you ensure that male LNP Councillors—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—do not engage in rude gestures towards anyone in this Chamber. 

Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Mr Chairman, in light of that last request, could I request that all Councillors in this Chamber are treated fairly and that no Councillor in this place displays any rudeness or offensive behaviour to others. Thank you.

Chair:
I agree, Councillor OWEN. I think that courtesy is expected in this place, expected of all Councillors to be directed to all of us, equally. Councillor JOHNSTON, are you going to talk about the substance of the motion, or not?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, that was my plan and—
Chair:
Well, please begin.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you and I appreciate that. Let me be clear. I certainly believe that the State Labor Government should be protecting this land and I don’t believe it should cost ratepayers money. The worst possible outcome here is that this land is disposed of, sold, given away, I don’t know what they’re going to do and we lose the koala habitat. I appreciate Councillor GRIFFITHS clarifying that it is zoned for educational purposes and it is zoned for the university to use. I would hope that Griffith University are a strong voice in advocacy for protecting this land. It is critically important that all stakeholders here speak up to ensure that valuable koala habitat is protected.


Again, I come back to my original debate, which is that we need to keep in mind the purpose of this, which is that we need to protect koala habitat. I don’t believe we should be doing that at any cost but the LORD MAYOR has been very clear over the last two months that he’s made this his number one priority across the city. To allow party politics to undermine what is ostensibly a good decision of his would be very disappointing. I urge the LORD MAYOR to engage in positive and proactive negotiations—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—with the State Government on behalf of our city to ensure this land is protected. Councillor ADAMS did say that she wasn’t completely opposed to some negotiations with the State. She got up to specifically correct me when I said that they weren’t prepared to do that. If that is the case, it is critical that you agree to this amendment before us today and you proactively go about trying to get a good outcome for our city. That is what we need to do here and I would just say that we cannot—we cannot just allow party politics to dictate the outcome here. We have to keep in mind the bigger purpose, which is the protection of koalas, who are endangered in our city and the protection of their critically valuable habitat, which Councillor GRIFFITHS has outlined so well this evening. 

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, you had a misrepresentation.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and again, I clearly stated and it will be in Hansard that we are happy to negotiate with the State but not for a commercial value—full commercial value. 

Chair:
Thank you.

Further contributions?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak briefly on the amended motion. Obviously, I’m a big supporter of preserving and conserving as much bushland as possible. I will be supporting the amendment but I do have concerns about the idea that we should be paying the State Government for land that I think the State Government should just be handing over for free. I understand the politics of this and I understand that the relevant landowner is trying to get a return on their investment, but I don’t necessarily think it is good practice that we accept that the State Government should be charging us anything at all for land that the State Government should just be preserving as a matter of course. 


I think all Councillors in this place should reflect carefully on what the implications are of going down that road. There have been, even in my area, sites that are owned by the State Government that we wanted as parkland and, which after some negotiation between myself and the relevant State MP, Jackie Trad, land was handed over without Council having to pay for it. I think that would be a better approach, ideally. I understand it might be difficult in terms of how this land is currently owned and the structures surrounding it, but it is a bit weird to me that we would use money to buy land off the State Government, rather than using that money to buy privately owned land when—and just simply ask the State Government to hand over that land for free.


I’m happy to support a motion that calls on this Council to negotiate further with the State Government but I really don’t think we should be expecting or proposing to pay anything even close to commercial value for the land. Though of course, I think ultimately we just—I just want to see that bushland preserved and I’d happily see any outcome that achieves that goal, but I just really want to caution against this cannibalising existing pots of money when we could be spreading that around a bit further. 


I have a lot of more detailed thoughts on—in general in the way that the State Government continues to sell off assets and sell off bushland around South East Queensland and I won’t bore the Chamber with that now. I also think this Council could be doing a lot more in order to protect and preserve bushland within the limits of Brisbane City so I don’t think either level of government is particularly—has its hand clean in all this. I just urge all Councillors in this Chamber to try and avoid the party politics and work constructively on solutions, rather than using this as an opportunity to pass the buck or sling mud across the Chamber. 

Chair:
Thank you. 
Further speakers? 

There being none, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you Mr Chairman. Interesting that no-one from the LNP spoke about the amended motion although it did sound like they’re in agreement with it. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
It did sound like they were in agreement with it. Mr Chairman, it is interesting—I believe that the answer to this if people want a genuine answer, if the LORD MAYOR, if Councillor ADAMS wants a genuine answer, then you negotiate. We have to work with other levels of government; we have to negotiate. That’s the skill of politics. We can each go to our barriers and go, they’re bad and they’re bad, but that’s not what residents want.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Residents just want a solution to this. They want to know these animals are protected and they don’t want party games. All the people who spoke to me on Saturday night, they’re not interested in party games. They’re just interested in protecting these animals for the future of our city and they say, ‘What do we pay our bushland preservation fees for?’ Well, it’s for this sort of thing. 


I will remind people that the Administration did pay $5.2 million for a cleared block of land that had no koalas on it. $5.2 million of ratepayer money for a cleared block of land that had nothing on it. Now, we have to go and remediate it. I really think there is a case here to be made about paying a reasonable amount for this block of land. Once again, I would say, go in with a genuine approach to negotiation, do it behind closed doors and get an outcome that benefits us and benefits the State and benefits the koalas of this city. That’s what this amendment is about; it’s about finding a solution and getting out of the muck—the muck that is being played here tonight. I encourage everyone to vote for this motion.

Chair:
I now put the resolution
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for amendment to the notified motion was declared lost on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY 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 Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

Chair:
Further speakers to the original substantive motion? Anyone at all? 
There being none, Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I look forward to standing for this 10 minutes to be heard in unadulterated silence and no interjection from those on the opposite side because that would be rude and obnoxious. Let’s see if we can get through my speech, like we haven’t been able to tonight.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor ADAMS:
And it’s started already. Not 30 seconds, wow. We heard a lot of verbalising from the Councillor for Tennyson, she runs an amazing protection racket for Minister Bailey and Councillor GRIFFITHS. Make sure she lays the land easy for Councillor GRIFFITHS to come in.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
We’ve just had a conversation about rudeness in this Chamber. I think accusing another Councillor of running a protection racket is probably a little bit inflammatory and unnecessary.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
I think that’s probably within the channel of acceptable. 
Councillor ADAMS.
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman. 
Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you for your—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Not only is it untrue, it is defamatory and, two, it is an adverse reflection upon my character, and under the Meetings Local Law, it is appropriate that that kind of comment is not made and I would ask that it be withdrawn. 

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, will you withdraw that comment?

Councillor ADAMS:
Absolutely not. I have sat here and listened to Councillor GRIFFITHS speak for 20 minutes tonight—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Councillor ADAMS:
—and do nothing but defame me and slander me.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman. I’ve drawn to your attention a point of order under the Meetings Local Law that an adverse reflection has been made about my character—
Chair:
Yes.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and I am seeking your ruling about this matter—
Chair:
Uh-huh.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—under the Meetings Local Law, it is your determination and it is up to you to ask Councillor ADAMS to withdraw. 

Chair:
Okay.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I am seeking your advice on the ruling, please.

Chair:
I have asked her to withdraw and she declined. 

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So, point of order—
Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, then I’m just seeking your advice as to whether you’re planning to take any further action against Councillor ADAMS’ refusal to comply with your ruling.

Chair:
All Councillors in here are adults who have all signed forms indemnifying Council for things they’ve said. 

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair, I—as I was saying, I have been defamed for 20 minutes from Councillor GRIFFITHS. I was misrepresented at least two times by Councillor JOHNSTON but—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I find it offensive that Councillor ADAMS says she’s been defamed by what I’ve said. 

Chair:
Okay. 

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
It’s not true.

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. As I was saying, we had a lot of talk about how this had only ever happened in the LNP ward, there’s no money because it’s ALP. There are continual comments about corruption around pork barrelling, things that reflect adversely on us. If Councillor JOHNSTON is upset that she’s associated with Councillor GRIFFITHS and that adversely reflects on her, I’d probably agree. However, what we’re talking about here is koala bushlands—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor ADAMS:
—acquisition.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence. 

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I note that the Councillor for Tennyson is doing the exact same thing that she stood here and accused me of doing while she was speaking. 

Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Could you bring Councillor ADAMS back to the motion, please, and still instead of making remarks about—
Chair:
Councillor STRUNK, thank you—
Councillor STRUNK:
—nothing to do with this motion.

Chair:
—you’ve made your point. There’s been a very generous interpretation of relevance in this debate. 

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS: 
Thank you. I would love, as I said, to have my speech heard in unadulterated silence but we couldn’t last 30 seconds on that. What I want to reiterate is, what is going on here? This is a State Labor asset sale. This used to belong to Griffith University, it is zoned community special purpose but it has been given to EDQ, the economic development of the government, clearly stated by Minister Bailey last night at the neighbourhood watch. As we’ve heard from Councillor McLACHLAN, there is one and one KPI only, key performance indicator, for Economic Development Queensland and that is to make a profit. That, in anyone’s absolute layman terms, is an asset sale of this koala bushland. All we are asking here tonight is very, very simple—conserve it or give it back to us. 

Councillor interjecting. 
Councillor ADAMS:
Very, very simple—conserve it yourself or give it back to us. I would think, at the very least, an indication that they were happy to conserve this bushland would, at least, start with it being taken out of the control of EDQ and given to Natural Resources or another department who doesn’t have a key performance indicator of selling it off at the highest price.


I have to actually rebut the continual comments we’ve heard about the comparison to Carrara Street. I’m glad that Councillor GRIFFITHS went out and got some photos of the house on site, maybe we can use them in the real estate sales when we sell that property in a month’s time for a profit to put back into the bushland acquisition money, which I have spoken about many times in this place. I laugh that he says there was no koalas on that site. I dare him to go and stand out in front of my residents in Carrara and Nurran Street and tell them that they are liars.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor ADAMS:
Tell them—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor ADAMS:
Tell them that you do not believe that there was any koalas on that site.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Councillor ADAMS:
Tell them that Carter wasn’t mauled.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I just claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
It’s noted. 

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
You clearly said there was no koalas on that site. We are happy to take action, but I would love to know what that action is. If Minster Bailey can’t get Minister Dick to change his mind—if we hear Councillor GRIFFITHS at his face value that he’s been working hard behind the scenes, that hasn’t made any difference either. We got a letter from Mark Bailey; we know that Mark Bailey spoke to the State Developer Minster in November last year, and he said no. The Chair for Environment, Parks and Sustainability wrote a letter on 19 February, and he said no. We brought that to this Chamber. Councillor McLACHLAN stood on that Tuesday meeting and asked the whole of the Labor Opposition Councillors to advocate for the koalas and join us in the fight to get this land back. What did we hear from Councillor GRIFFITHS at that time?

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor ADAMS:
Crickets, absolute crickets. Again, 26 February, Councillor McLACHLAN wrote to Minister Dick asking him to reconsider the asset sale. Please don’t sell it to the highest bidder, have some consideration for the high-value bushland and speak to us about it, exactly what Councillor JOHNSTON was urging us to do. We have done that. Guess what the answer was? No. With the comments too, about the Campbell Newman Government brought in the legislation and this is what we have to do. All they have to do is hand it away from EDQ. Conserve it or give it to us.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor ADAMS:
I call on Councillor GRIFFITHS to get up and speak to his community and make sure he doesn’t also run the protection for Minster Bailey, who doesn’t seem to be able to get it done, and let’s start talking to Minister Dick about getting this bushland conserved. Conserve it or give it to us.

Councillors Interjecting
Councillor ADAMS:
This is nothing more than a money grab from State ALP Government who promised not to sell assets. I hope that Minister Bailey is right and this is not up for sale but I do not—I do not—believe that that is what is EDQ has in mind. I totally believe that it won’t be sold before 28 October next year, absolutely won’t be sold before a State Election next year, but I do not think that is the long-term plan for this land. The Australian Labor Party should hang their heads in shame. Conserve it or hand it back to us. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Thanks, Councillor ADAMS. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS, your misrepresentation.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes—
Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, please speak to the substance of your misrepresentation and don’t use this as an opportunity to relitigate the argument. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oh, I just find it appalling that Councillor ADAMS was just so blatant in her incorrect repeating of what I’d said here in the Chamber.

Chair:
Thank you. Alright, I’ll now put the resolution. 
The Chair submitted the notified motion to the Chamber and it was declared carried on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Krista ADAMS and Matthew BOURKE immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the notified motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 24 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

CONSIDERATION OF NOTIFIED MOTION – Uluru Statement from the Heart:

(Notified motions are printed as supplied and are not edited)

837/2018-19

The Chair of Council (Councillor Andrew WINES) then drew the Councillors’ attention to the notified motion listed on the agenda, and called on Councillor Jared CASSIDY to move the motion. Accordingly, Councillor Jared CASSIDY moved, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK—

That This Council:

Following the second anniversary of the Uluru Statement from the Heart and in the spirit of reconciliation commits to walking with Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in a movement for a better future.

Supports the call for a constitutionally enshrined First Nations Voice and a Makarrata Commission to supervise a process of agreement-making and truth‑telling.

Hears the continued call for a better future built on the foundations of respect and fairness.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor CASSIDY, to the motion please.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. This Council has a history of leading on big social issues. In 1997, the Brisbane City Council, led by then Lord Mayor Jim Soorley, churches and local Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities began a series of events entitled Kul-gun Da ‘Lo-bol’ pa – The Journey Home to recognise the Stolen Generation. Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Elders led a procession to City Hall where they were formally welcomed by the Lord Mayor. Cultural and historical ceremonies were conducted to mark the start of a healing process. A commemorative plaque was placed near City Hall, and now of course, we have plaques right across the city. A very proud history, Mr Chair.


Recent events have offered pause for reflection on the place and understanding of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples in our communities. Last weekend, we commemorated Sorry Day and then reflected together throughout National Reconciliation Week. I had the opportunity to attend the Sorry Day event at Kalinga Park, once again this year. This annual event, hosted by the Noonga Reconciliation Group, growing each year, is an important time for us to reflect on the realities of our past. This year, we heard from Steven and Jennifer Hart who travelled from Cherbourg for the event.


Jennifer spoke of her pain at her child being taken from her at birth. This didn’t happen 100 years ago, this didn’t happen 50 years ago, this happened in 1979. Steven and Jennifer have been searching in vain for the last seven years for their daughter, a daughter they never met but lives on in their hearts. I appreciated the words of the LORD MAYOR at the Sorry Day Ceremony in King George Square last week and saw the emotion that he showed. 

Yesterday, we also commemorated Mabo Day, celebrating the tremendous struggle of Eddie Mabo’s cause for justice and the coming together of the Australian community in difficult circumstances following Mabo’s success. Mabo is now part of the Australian cultural fabric that makes us who we are. If anyone like me remembers the iconic Australian film The Castle, it’s the vibe of it, it’s the Constitution, it’s Mabo, it’s justice. The sense of fairness, justice and togetherness is key to who we are. Despite the tough times, it holds us together and enables us to be able to think of and realise better futures. It’s also a key to the foundation of the Uluru Statement from the Heart, another momentous event in this nation’s history which Australians from across the country celebrated its second anniversary last weekend.


Never before in Australian history have we seen something like the Uluru Statement. Thirteen regional dialogues from across the country culminated in the 2017 Indigenous National Constitution Convention at Uluru. At this event, Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Australians spoke to the rest of us in a way we have not experienced before. Despite the difficulties, despite the history and all of the challenges that remain, all Australians were invited on a journey to fulfil a promise of Australian nationhood and provide a better future for us all.


As Stan Grant reminded us during National Reconciliation Week, what an amazing show of faith the Uluru Statement is in the Australian community and I quote, ‘A people historically locked out of this democracy are saying they want in.’ What a profound statement of faith in our community that a people for whom the Constitution was written to exclude was saying that same Constitution can hold their dreams. The Uluru Statement blends the ancient sovereignty of First Peoples with the lived reality of the political sovereignty of the Commonwealth.


The Uluru Statement from the Heart now has bipartisan political support from our Federal colleagues. The momentous appointment of the Commonwealth’s first Indigenous Member of Cabinet, the Honourable Ken Wyatt MP as Minister for Indigenous Australians, is another indication of the importance of this document. The Uluru Statement from the Heart asked all Australians to walk with Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in a movement for a better future. This was and remains an invitation in the spirit of reconciliation which has animated the best of us in our communities. The Uluru Statement from the Heart speaks to the sense of fairness, justice and togetherness that makes us who we are as a community, the glue that holds us together.


In calling for a constitutionally enshrined First Nations Voice and a Makarrata Commission to supervise the process of agreement-making and truth-telling, the Uluru Statement from the Heart has offered an olive branch to all Australians. The facts and truth of our history should not be controversial and, indeed, need not be. Let us walk together as a Council with the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander community in that spirit of reconciliation to enhance our community in a commitment to a fair and truthful relationship and a better future for all Australians. We have a proud history as a Council leading on these issues. Let’s take that lead again.


Mr Chair, I’ll finish by reading into the record the momentous Uluru Statement from the Heart in its entirety.

‘We, gathered at the 2017 National Constitutional Convention, coming from all points of the southern sky, make this statement from the heart: 
Our Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander tribes were the first sovereign Nations of the Australian continent and its adjacent islands, and possessed it under our own laws and customs. This our ancestors did, according to the reckoning of our culture from the Creation, according to the common law from ‘time immemorial’, and according to science more than 60,000 years ago. 
This sovereignty is a spiritual notion: the ancestral tie between the land, or ‘mother nature’, and the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples who were born therefrom, remain attached thereto, and must one day return thither to be united with our ancestors. This link is the basis of the ownership of the soil, or better, of sovereignty. It has never been ceded or extinguished, and co-exists with the sovereignty of the Crown. 
How could it be otherwise? The peoples possessed a land for 60 millennia and this sacred link disappears from world history in merely less than 200 years?

With substantive constitutional change in structural reform, we believe this ancient sovereignty can shine through as a fuller expression of Australia’s nationhood. 
Proportionally, we are the most incarcerated people on the planet. We are not an innately criminal people. Our children are alienated from their families at unprecedented rates. This cannot be because we have no love for them. And our youth languish in detention in obscene numbers. They should be our hope for the future. 
These dimensions for our crisis tell plainly the structural nature of our problems. This is the torment of our powerlessness.

We seek constitutional reforms to empower our people and take a rightful place in our own country. When we have power over our destiny our children will flourish. They will walk in two worlds and their culture will be a gift to their country. 
We call for the establishment of a First Nations Voice enshrined in the Constitution. 
Makarrata is the culmination of our agenda: the coming together after a struggle. It captures our aspirations for a fair and truthful relationship with the people of Australia and a better future for our children based on justice and self‑determination. 
We seek a Makarrata Commission to supervise a process of agreement-making between governments and First Nations and truth-telling about our history. 
In 1967 we were counted, in 2017 we seek to be heard. We leave base camp and start our trek across this vast country. We invite you to walk with us in a movement of the Australian people for a better future.’

Mr Chair, we can lead as a Council, and I commend the motion to the Chamber. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. I rise briefly just to speak on this motion. It’s quite a timely motion. Last week many of us would have read the article by Greg Brown in The Australian titled ‘The first Indigenous Cabinet Minister calls for patience’. Greg Brown quite accurately highlighted the joy, the emotion and the gravity of Ken Wyatt’s appointment to Cabinet.


From Greg’s article, I actually drew a parallel to a traditional message stick that the Aboriginal culture use. As we all know in this Chamber, our First Nations people would send messages between different Indigenous groups and nations across Australia, a practice that’s still in use today. As the message stick would pass from Elder to Elder and nation to nation, each Aboriginal group would make their mark. Each mark on the message stick would give greater authority to the message and the messenger.


Minister Wyatt’s strategic and considered approach highlighted in Greg Brown’s article mirrors the traditional use of a message stick. He reports in The Australian he wishes to extensively consult with Aboriginal groups about the definitional understanding of the voice before a referendum.

Chair:
Sorry, Councillor TOOMEY. 

Councillors, there’s just a bit of chit chat in the Chamber please. Can we allow Councillor TOOMEY to be heard in silence please?


Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair, I’ll continue. Before a referendum is considered, as each group and each nation is consulted, the discussion grows. The authority of the message stick to Canberra increases, much as the same as a message stick passing from nation to nation. Minister Wyatt said the Government will not rush to install a voice and a strategic and considered approach will result in a constitutionally enshrined First Nations Voice. We have an Indigenous leader in Canberra. We have an Indigenous leader in Cabinet leading the way forward, and, with those thoughts, I would like to move an amendment, Chair.

MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE NOTIFIED MOTION – ULURU STATEMENT FROM THE HEART:
	838/2018-19

It was moved by Councillor Steven TOOMEY, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND that the notified motion be amended as follows:
(i)
at the second paragraph, the words ‘call for’ is replaced with the words ‘consideration of’,
(ii)
after paragraph two, insert the following paragraph: ‘Acknowledges the recent appointment of Australia’s first Indigenous Minster for Indigenous Affairs, Ken Wyatt, and agrees with the Minister’s approach to the proposal recommended in the Uluru Statement from the Heart’.
The amendment motion would read as follows:

That this Council:

Following the second anniversary of the Uluru Statement from the Heart and in the spirit of reconciliation commits to walking with Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in a movement for a better future.

Supports the consideration of a constitutionally enshrined First Nations Voice and a Makarrata Commission to supervise a process of agreement-making and truth‑telling.
Acknowledges the recent appointment of Australia’s first Indigenous Minster for Indigenous Affairs, Ken Wyatt, and agrees with the Minister’s approach to the proposal recommended in the Uluru Statement from the Heart
Hears the continued call for a better future built on the foundations of respect and fairness.




Chair:
As that’s being distributed, Councillor TOOMEY, could you speak to your amendment please?

Councillor TOOMEY:
Chair, as I said in my lead in, we have an Indigenous leader in Canberra and we have an Indigenous leader in Cabinet. Using traditional methods, as highlighted in the article, the Minster seeks to engage the community, Indigenous and non‑Indigenous, about the way forward and this motion that I have—the amendments that I have made to the motion highlight the Minister’s intent on the direction he wishes to take.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, look, I rise to speak on the amendment.
Seriatim 

	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that the two elements of the amendment be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor BOURKE:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yes.

Councillor BOURKE:
In my 11 years in this place, I’ve never seen an amendment moved seriatim. It is one amendment, it is not separate amendments that are being put forward, and I would just ask—it’s—
Chair:
I appreciate what you’re saying—
Councillor BOURKE:
I’ve never seen someone seriatim an amendment before.

Chair:
I appreciate what you’re saying Councillor BOURKE, however, under normal circumstances, the original motion would be able to be taken itemised if we chose to, and therefore, I’ll accept that we’ll take the amendment itemised under these circumstances. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. To the amendments, firstly, I just—I feel that the LNP have tried to do a good thing here but they’ve wrecked it with their first amendment. They’re playing semantics and I do not support that. I absolutely do not support that and I will not vote for something that wants to change ‘called for’ to ‘consideration of’. I just feel that is—
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yeah, it’s extremely ordinary in the context in the importance of this debate, and I don’t believe it reflects well on the LNP Administration. However, I do support the paragraph that has been added with respect to recognition of Ken Wyatt. I’m not fully au fait with his approach to this but, obviously, he’s in a very unique and special position to guide the Federal Government’s response to the Uluru Statement. So, I’d just like to say that I urge the LNP to withdraw their first amendment which is semantics only and adds nothing to this debate, and ensure that we can all proceed in an agreeable way.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I think it’s a bit disappointing to be honest that the amendment is watering down the original intent of the notified motion that came to the Chamber. I think it’s pretty obvious by now that there’s strong support across Aboriginal communities throughout this continent for the process advocated through the Uluru Statement from the Heart. I think what we see here again is that the political establishment is delaying reforms—delaying necessary and widely supported changes—using the excuse that they will consult further while delegitimising and ignoring the substantial consultation and consensus building processes that have already happened.


It’s very difficult to imagine that the Federal Government and the Liberal party is going to do a better job of coming up with a solution than the Aboriginal groups that were involved in that process at Uluru. It seems a little bit patronising to suggest, that rather than doing what the Aboriginal community is asking, that we’re going to set up some parallel watered down process. I think perhaps the Councillors in this space who are advocating this amendment don’t really understand the ramifications of what they’re’ doing. It seemed to me a sensible thing to—that the original motion seemed to me a much more sensible approach and would have expressed strong solidarity with the many varied and diverse Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander community groups and clan nations that have come together in a rare show of consensus to arrive at something that was palatable to the political establishment. By watering down the motion with Councillor TOOMEY’s amendment I think we’re doing a disservice to all of them.


I just wanted to also maybe comment briefly that I don’t actually agree with the strategic path that has been set out by the new Minster, Ken Wyatt. Obviously, I’m very excited and supportive of the fact that finally we have a person who identifies as First Nations in that role, but his particular strategic approach doesn’t actually align with the desires and values of a broad range of Aboriginal stakeholders and grassroots community organisations. So, I think the substance of the amendment that would suggest that this Council agrees with the Minster’s approach is not something that I feel comfortable supporting. I think, actually, the Minister’s approach is going to be one which waters down and neuters any meaningful attempt at giving First Nations people of this continent a voice, and we end up with some pseudo-legitimate chamber or advisory body that doesn’t actually go the heart of what Aboriginal people are asking for.


Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples are calling for meaningful and practical acknowledgement of their sovereignty. They are calling for treaties. That’s very different to the kind of body or the kind of voice that the Minster and the Federal Liberal Party seem to be envisioning. I think in the absence of any further detail in this amended motion as to exactly what Councillor TOOMEY understands to be the Minster’s approach, I think this motion is actually now becoming a lot more confusing that it needed to be. Councillor CASSIDY’s original motion was straightforward and was much easier to support, even though maybe it had a few, perhaps, ideological or philosophical flaws that I won’t go into right now, but I think this amendment really is a bit of a disappointment. I think it would have been a lot better if Councillor TOOMEY had just left things in their original form.


I might also just end by reading into the record the words of Doctor Chelsea Bond, an Aboriginal academic based at UQ (University of Queensland) because I think the use of the term reconciliation in a motion, I think, requires some scrutiny and critical examination. So, I’ll just read from a recent article that’s titled The uncomfortable truth about Reconciliation.


Dr Chelsea Bond writes that, ‘Reconciliation that emphasises equal rights at the expense of our unique rights is not reconciliation. 
It is just a more pleasant articulation of colonisation. 
True reconciliation foregrounds Indigenous sovereignty and attends to our needs and aspirations, as well as the ongoing practices and processes that impede our ability to achieve them. These must be defined by Indigenous people—so bloodline connections to the lands on which you are operating on. 
Our identity as Indigenous peoples is after all defined by where we are from, and is not well-served by statistical measures within HR departments that see us as diversity projects disconnected from a place. Becoming numerically just like them is not reconciliation, it is assimilation.


This is not to say Indigenous employment is not an important part of demonstrating a shift in relationships between Indigenous peoples and non‑Indigenous organisations or institutions, it is just that it only tells part of the story. And look the absence, and/or particular location of Indigenous peoples within your organisation does tell the truth about the relationship it has with Indigenous peoples. But it is not a truth about Indigenous incapability or lack. 
Reconciliation without critical conversations about race is not reconciliation. 

It is window dressing. 
It is murals on toilet blocks at schools that refuse to embed Indigenous knowledge in curriculum, it’s artwork on uniforms of a predominantly non‑Indigenous workforce, it is those nice morning teas that I just don’t attend. Accessorising one’s institution with Aboriginal art and culture at the expense of uncomfortable conversations about how power operates in and through our relationships within and outside of our institutions operates to mask the very structure that continues to bear down heavy on our bodies. And I just can’t stomach it.


Talking about race, requires a shift away from centring feelings and intentions whether that be about Aboriginal peoples or culture or about whether one feels racism exists. Instead it demands a preparedness to face head on, the reality and brutality of race as part of the air that we breathe, and then, do something about it. It is disruptive and people won’t like it – but if social change was easy, we would have solved so many of society’s ills. Not talking about a social problem, does not eradicate it. Talking about our culture too, does not eradicate the realness of race and racism.’

That ends the quote from Dr Chelsea Bond’s article. 

I just want to, again, state and remind all Councillors in this Chamber that when we’re meeting on stolen land and we’re talking about the legacy of invasion and ongoing colonisation, mere words are not enough. We need practical and tangible actions.

Chair:
Thank you. 
Further speakers to the amendment?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I think the original amendment was good. I think it’s something that we could all have supported and did have broad support across the political spectrum at a national level and I thought here in Council, but in the interests of reconciliation and moving forward and having a motion that this Council will move and will be supported going forward—and the content of that original motion—and the intent of the original motion I should say is still there I believe. I do note that both the Prime Minster and Minster Wyatt have both said that there will be a constitutional voice, the consideration of the model is I suppose up for discussion. So given that has been a commitment that both the Liberal and National Parties and Labor have made at a national level, we will support this amendment.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment? 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, just briefly, Mr Chair. First of all, thank you to Councillor CASSIDY for his approach on this. I do agree with Councillor CASSIDY that the intent of the motion is there. We wanted to make sure that going forward our approach was something that we could all support, and we appreciate that Councillor CASSIDY is taking that approach—and his colleagues.


I think the thing that struck me most importantly was the quote from the new Minster Ken Wyatt when he said this is too important to fail. I’m very sympathetic to that view because sometimes issues become political footballs. Sometimes, issues are rushed and once you go to a referendum, you’re not coming back from that for another 15, 20, 30 years. We’ve seen lots of examples of that where something goes to referendum—if it doesn’t get up, it then disappears from the political agenda for a long period of time. We can’t afford that to happen here. So the approach taken by the new Minister is to build a consensus before that happens, before we have a referendum, so that we can get it up. I think that is a commendable and correct approach to this because we can’t afford to get this wrong, and we can’t afford for this to be seen as something that is happening too quickly so that it fails.


Now, I know there will be plenty of people who say well it’s taken too long and I’m also sympathetic to that view but when we’re talking about changing the Constitution, there is very long history of people voting no to constitutional changes so I’m very conscious of that fact. Given that history, I think the Minister’s approach is the appropriate one. So, getting a consensus is what we’d like to see so that this is something that actually happens—this is something that gets the support of the people of Australia. So us, as elected representatives, we can talk about it a lot, Federal parliamentarians can talk about it a lot, Ministers can talk about it a lot; but in the end, it will be the people of Australia that make up their mind on this issue because they will be the ones that will vote in the referendum and decide yes or no on what is put forward. So, we simply wanted to acknowledge the Minster’s approach.


I think, personally, and I know the team thinks that is the right approach in this case so that we can get the outcome, because as the Minster says this is too important to fail.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Alright, Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. Just to Councillor JOHNSTON’s point on semantics. I believe the words—or the changes to the words—of the amendment accurately reflect Ken Wyatt’s quotes in the article, so I’m happy to dismiss Councillor JOHNSTON’s criticism on that front. In terms of Councillor SRI’s comments regarding that he doesn’t agree with the Minster’s approach, here we have an Indigenous leader entering Parliament—
Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor TOOMEY take a question?

Chair:
Councillor TOOMEY, will you take a question? No, he won’t. 

Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. We have an Indigenous leader entering the Australian Parliament and entering Cabinet as the Minster for Indigenous Affairs. This is clearly a very important role for him to undertake and I’m quite sure that the Minister understands the gravity of the circumstances that he is entering, and that, through the consultation process that he wishes to enter to—not only his nation but other nations around the country will go through—will definitely come with the outcome that the LORD MAYOR mentioned, and the LORD MAYOR is correct. We have one crack at a referendum and if we get it wrong, it takes a hell of a long time to fix it.

Chair:
Alright, I’ll put each of the items of the amendment separately. The first one is the change of the words ‘call for’ to ‘consideration of’. 

Amendment put:

The Chair put the motion for amendment to the notified motion to the Chamber resulting in it being 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: 22 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK

NOES: 2 -
Councillors Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
Now to the second item; the inclusion of the paragraph identifying Mr Wyatt. 
Amendment put:

The Chair put the motion for amendment to the notified motion to the Chamber resulting in it being 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, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.
NOES: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
Chair:
Alright. Now, can I draw the Council’s attention to the amended motion please. No?

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. Very briefly, I just rise to speak on the motion before us today, the amended motion that’s come forward. I just want to place on the record my thanks to Councillor CASSIDY and the Labor Party for bringing this important motion before Council today. Publicly today, Councillor MURPHY has been critical of the ALP—he put out a terrible Tweet basically saying they have no agenda. Yet again though, they are bringing forward a motion with significant cultural significance for our community and I want to thank them for doing that.


I also just want to put on the record that the Australian Constitution is an absolutely marvellous document in the sense that it provides the foundation for our system of government in Australia. The good news is we haven’t tinkered with it too much over time, however, it was written in a different era and one where Indigenous peoples were not recognised as Australians and that is a terrible problem that needs to be corrected. It is a shame it’s taken 120 years to do so.


Sir Samuel Griffiths who wrote the Constitution was a very progressive man in his views about the law and governance, and I think though he was a man of his time. If he was doing it again, I feel certain that Indigenous people would be recognised in our Constitution. I certainly support the Uluru Statement. I believe that ensuring and enshrining constitutional recognition of the Indigenous people, the Aboriginal people of Australia, in our Constitution is critically important. I certainly hope that the Federal Government gets on with it. I hope that our new Minister Ken Wyatt is able to bring consensus and leadership to achieving the aim.


I’d just like to say that—and I hope I’m pronouncing this correctly—Makarrata is a Yolngu word describing the process of conflict resolution, peacemaking and justice—that seems to be a very positive approach and I’m very pleased our Council is able to support this motion today.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor DAVIS is about to be sworn in and I’d like to—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order—
ADJOURNMENT:

	839/2018-19
At that point, it was resolved on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR Councillor Krista ADAMS, seconded by Councillor Kate RICHARDS, 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.


Thereupon, Councillors Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON 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, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Council stood adjourned at 7.10pm.

UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Thank you, clerks.


Can I make note that through the dinner break, Councillor DAVIS was sworn in as the Councillor for McDowall. 
Welcome to Council, Councillor DAVIS.


Councillor SRI, you were speaking and can I invite you to return to the microphone. 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chairman.


Yes, I was literally just going to stand up for a minute to thank and congratulate the Labor Councillors for bringing the motion to the Chamber. As I mentioned before, I do have some concerns about the specific wording and I have some philosophical and ideological questions about the underlying values and motives that this is pushing but I can see that the general intent of the motion is positive and well intentioned. I think—yes, while I do have those concerns, I understand that the Councillors are coming from a good place, so to speak.


But yes, I do reiterate that I don’t have a lot of faith unless there’s a genuine commitment to—
Chair:
Councillors, I know we’ve all come back from dinner but can we just all please just pay the speaker due respect. 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I just do reiterate that unless there’s a genuine and meaningful commitment to sovereignty and treaties and coming to terms with ongoing colonisation and the legacy of invasion that I think some of this stuff might be a little bit tokenistic.

Chair:
Are there further speakers? 

Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. 


Look, I just want to put on record, you know, this is a very important topic. You know, the first Australians here have practised in so many things in their traditions for tens of thousands of years, through using the stars to navigate through to Mother Earth to keep them with nutrients. But the reason I say this is that to move forward with this kind of task, it’s not one that can be taken lightly, it’s not one that can be politicised. It’s one that actually will need to take time and in saying that, you know, we’ve got to recognise what they’ve gone through to where we are today but still take all those traditions moving forward into the next generations as well for all Australians.


I say this because, you know, in this spirit really of a bipartisan kind of approach to this, we could’ve all worked together to come to a greater place of a unified message for this today. So I’m grateful it is being put forward and I want to acknowledge the work that’s been done by all Australians to get to this point, but in particular, we’ve got the new Minister, Ken Wyatt, who fortunate for us he is of an Indigenous background and that is a significant thing for all Australians. But for his own journey, being from an Indigenous background can sometimes polarise yourself as well with all of those of your same background.


So, he has taken this not lightly. He knows to ensure to move this forward so it doesn’t fail, it’s to go slowly because his concern, which he mentioned in The Sydney Morning Herald, was it’s too important in the scheme of Australian society, particularly for indigenous Australians, to lose a referendum because we don’t—because we hadn’t done our work properly would be a major step back for at least 10 or 20 years.


So I make that statement because tonight we’re here moving a motion, but this is a motion that’s for all Australians. It’s the nation that needs to come together on this. This man is the right person to actually start that discussion both with our Federal members and colleagues but also our traditional owners of the lands. It’s not for us to pass judgment, it’s not for us to push forward that Brisbane becomes the first of something to be involved with all this. It’s actually to be cohesive, cohesive in a message that we acknowledge the tens of thousands of years of people before us and what they’ve done here.


But at the same time, to acknowledge the people that are here now as well because we need to move forward together as a united group of peoples working for our next generation to appreciate what we’ve gone through with change. So this is an evolving process and it certainly will take time to get it right, but I know that it will be done in the way that respects all Australians.


Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY, just before I move the next point, if you wanted to speak again on this motion, I’d encourage you to speak now because it’s an amended motion, you won’t have a right of reply. So if you want to speak again, now is the best time. 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


I appreciate that the motion has been amended and we have supported that and I think, as I said before, the intent of the original motion is still there, that at some point, hopefully quite soon, we will amend our constitution—ATSIC constitution—and put at the centre of that document which is the birth of our nation under law, the rightful place of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people. So going forward, I do thank the Administration for supporting the intent of this motion here tonight. 


We certainly aren’t moving—we’re certainly not the first organisation to be moving in this direction. Some of the nation’s largest law firms and private enterprises have got in behind—supporting the Uluru Statement from the Heart—both constitutional recognition and also truth-telling commission to ensure that when treaties are made, they are made properly. Some of those institutions, of course, are BHP, Curtin University, Herbert Smith Freehills Lawyers, KPMG, Lendlease, the National Rugby League, PwC Australia, Qantas, Richmond Football Club, Rio Tinto and the list goes on.


So that shows, I think, that there is a really broad support right across Australia from all levels of government and here we are showing that support in the largest local government in Australia, through private enterprise and also, I think the community is on board. Research by The Australia Institute showed that a clear majority of people actually support the central tenets of the Uluru Statement from the Heart: treaty-making, the commission of truth-telling and, of course, finally and importantly, the First Nations Voice in the Constitution.


So I appreciate the Chamber’s support for this motion in adding our voice as a local government, as the largest local government in Australia, to ensure that our nation, we can heal one of the wounds that we have had since our birth as a modern democracy in that Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people will be put at the centre of what we do. I do just want to wrap up by acknowledging—and he’s in the public gallery tonight—Mr Eddie Synot, a strong advocate and campaigner for this and commend him. He’s a local resident in my ward and commend him for the work that he has done on this and will continue to do and the contribution that he, alongside a whole lot of other people, will continue to make in this space and to make Australia a better country.

Chair:
Any further speakers?


I’ll now put the amended motion.

The Chair submitted the amended motion to the Chamber and it was declared carried on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Jonathan SRI immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 25 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, 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 Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.
Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chairman. Should that last count have been 26 with the new Councillor for McDowall in the Chamber now?

Chair:
No, that was the correct numbers. We double-checked. Thank you.

PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any petitions? 


Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Yes, Mr Chair.


I have a petition requesting a review of the pedestrian crossing on Marshall Lane near the entrance to Glencarron and Wallawa Street in Kenmore.

Chair:
Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


I have a petition requesting that the informal car park at Darcy Road, Seven Hills requires urgent asphalting and sealing by 30 June.

Chair:
Any further petitions?


Can I please have a resolution?

840/2018-19
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kare RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, 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

	CA19/511965
	Kate Richards
	Requesting Council review and improve the safety of the pedestrian crossing on Marshall Lane, Kenmore, near the intersection of Glencarron and Wallawa Streets.

	CA19/512001
	Kara Cook
	Requesting the informal car park located at D’Arcy Road, Seven Hills, be sealed by 30 June 2019, with rear access to the properties on Marshall Avenue, Seven Hills, to be retained; and that the recent installation of the garden beds be reviewed and that the works be remedied including the pedestrian access reinstated, and that there be full compliance with Council’s Verge Garden Guidelines, by 30 June 2019.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of a Councillor Conduct Review Panel (CCRP) order?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman.


I rise to speak about a Code of Conduct matter that has been before this Council.


On Thursday last week, the Supreme Court of Queensland overturned—
Chair:
Councillor, I think this is—specifically have you been ordered by the CCRP to speak now?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
No. The Supreme Court has ordered the decision be overturned and I feel that should be put on the record.

Chair:
I think that’s a matter for General Business. 


Alright. Are there any matters of General Business? 

Councillor HUANG.

Councillor HUANG:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


I rise to speak on the award-winning Health and Wellbeing Expo for Seniors hosted by Lions Club of Brisbane MacGregor. Mr Chair, the Health and Wellbeing Expo hosted by Lions Club of Brisbane MacGregor, winner of LORD MAYOR’s Australia Day Award Community Event of the Year, is an annual community event held at Hillsong Church in Mt Gravatt and is focused on the seniors of Brisbane.


The Expo offers free information sessions and information stalls that encourage seniors to take proactive approach to their health and wellbeing. Over the years, with the support of the community, the event has grown from strength to strength. This year, there was more than 30 exhibitors and keynote speakers from various fields that provided valuable information and guidance to our seniors. 


Topics covered by speakers included how to avoid scams, understanding your pension, women’s health, misadventures in medication, sleep disorders and melanoma risks. Displays from organisations such as Diabetes Queensland, UnitingCare Queensland, Alzheimer’s Australia and Queensland Ambulance Service also featured. This year, four Councillors from the local area, Councillor ADAMS, Councillor CUNNINGHAM, Councillor MARX and myself had a joint stall to support the Expo and to discuss the support available to seniors from Brisbane City Council.


Attendance at the Health and Wellbeing Expo is increasing year after year and, despite it being an all-day event, the majority of attendees didn’t leave until the last speaker was done. The enthusiastic support for the Expo is a credit to the MacGregor Lions Club volunteers and to all the engaging speakers as stallholders. 


Mr Chair, I’d like to congratulate the MacGregor Lions Health and Wellbeing Expo for their achievements. This event is a perfect example of an event that works with multiple community groups and different levels of government to ensure the seniors of Brisbane are well informed and cared for.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman.


I rise to speak on the outcome of the Supreme Court hearing on Thursday and CCRP matters.


As there are a few new Councillors in this place, I’m going to put on the record what happened. Two years ago almost to this week, we were in the budget debate and I was speaking in the planning section of the budget debate about the Dutton Park—Fairfield neighbourhood plan which was a current neighbourhood plan funded under the budget and under development. I also mentioned the Sherwood—Graceville neighbourhood plan, a current neighbourhood plan, funded for Administration under the budget.


Councillor OWEN decided that I could not speak about these matters. When I questioned her in allowing every other Councillor, about a dozen other Councillors, to speak about neighbourhood planning matters, she screamed her head off at me and the now LORD MAYOR moved a motion—
Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
I find Councillor JOHNSTON’s comments untrue and offensive, and I ask they be withdrawn.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, will you withdraw your comments?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
No.

Chair:
Now, one thing I will ask you to do though, can you please stick as close to the facts as you can and resist the urge to add—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I’ll say shouted. I’ll say shouted.

Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
I have never screamed my head off at anyone in this place.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please—we spend a lot of time in here asking for people to be courteous and I remind you of that at this point.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Righto. And I was then ejected from the Chamber. Councillor OWEN called Pip Hold up here. She instructed Pip Hold that I’d been removed. Pip Hold, at Councillor OWEN’s direction, then called the police and the police threatened to arrest me.

Now, when this all happened, I wrote to the CEO of Council and said it had all been done improperly. Councillor SRI wrote to the CEO and said what Councillor OWEN was doing in this Chamber was improper and I’m just summarising. Councillor Sutton, at the time, rang the CEO’s office and said what had happened was improper. All of this was ignored. All of it.


The CEO then processed a complaint Councillor OWEN made about me to the CCRP. The CCRP held a hearing. Having seen now the confidential documents from the CCRP, they didn’t believe a word I said to them. Councillor OWEN told me that she had given me a direction under section 186A of the Meetings Local Law and she did not. Two years ago, I knew what they did was wrong. A year ago, when this decision was made by the CCRP, I said I was not going to put up with it. So I launched action in the Supreme Court to overturn the decision.


On Thursday, the Supreme Court of Queensland completely upheld my application to the court and the decision was overturned. I want to read some sections of the judgment into the record. Before I do, I will say the following for everybody listening down in Brisbane Square.


One. Angela Owen-Taylor or Owen did not properly expel me from this place. She could have avoided all of this but instead she made a complaint about me. She knew what she did was wrong; she read the minutes. The CEO could have stopped it by not progressing the complaint. He knew that it was not done properly. He did not. The CCRP could have stopped this because it was clear on the face of the evidence that there had been no valid expulsion. None of these people acted fairly. Instead, they pursued me and I’ve had to go to the Supreme Court of Queensland to seek justice for this issue.


I’m going to read you some things from the judgment of the Supreme Court from Thursday.


‘A Chairperson in a meeting cannot have unfettered powers to direct Councillors. The term ‘direction’ in sections 178(2) and (3) must have statutory source; otherwise the Chairman’s whim or gesture may amount to a direction which a failure to comply with may amount to misconduct or consequential disciplinary action. The term ‘direction’ in section 178 cannot be so wide. It needs scope and definition; such definition can only come from the rules of procedure and the powers given under the Meetings Local Law or City of Brisbane Act.


A Chairperson can only act in accordance with the rules of procedure and the powers given under the Meetings Local Law and City of Brisbane Act. Anything less than a duly made direction or valid direction could be capricious and inconsistent with democratic representation and not to be necessary or convenient for the good rule and local government of Brisbane or to provide for the orderly and proper conduct of the Council and committee proceedings.


A purported direction is not a direction. The Chairperson’s direction must be made pursuant to the procedure of the Meetings Local Law or the powers they have under the Meetings Local Law. The statutory duty imposed on the Chairman to ensure meetings or procedure are enforced must be observed or enforced.’

I’m aware of the arguments Council made on the day because I was sitting there and listened to it all and it just was appalling what Council argued. They said nasty things about me again in the court and I thank the judge for not repeating them and that was all done by Council’s advocate. So, this LNP Administration allowed their barrister to stand up and say truly offensive things about me in the court and the judge has completely dismissed it.


I’d like to go on and say from the judgment further: ‘The transcript of the meeting does not suggest that any order was made under any particular statutory provision at all. The Chairperson did not refer to any specific power that she was acting under when so directing the applicant.’ 
I’ll just move down to the next section: ‘It’s apparent that from the transcript of the meeting that two essential prerequisites to the suspension of the application and the making of a direction that she leave under section 21 procedure were not met. The Chairperson did not warn the applicant that a further act of disorder may lead to the applicant’s suspension for eight days. The Chairperson did not move, or call for another Councillor to move a motion, to suspend the applicant after the Chairperson had given such a warning and decided that the Councillor had committed a further act of disorder. 
The preconditions of section 21 of the Meetings Local Law were not complied with. Crucially, the applicant—that’s me—was not warned that a further act of disorder may lead to suspension of the applicant for up to eight days. The applicant was given a final warning but this was after the applicant had been suspended for a period of eight days and told to vacate the Chamber and then directed to leave. This was not given in accordance with section 21. 
The Chairperson stated that the applicant had been—in inverted commas—‘lawfully directed’ by herself as the Chairperson of Council to leave and that the applicant had failed to comply with direction. Section 21 of the Meetings Local Law was not properly invoked when suspending the applicant for eight days. All conditions antecedent to its valid exercise were not satisfied. Accordingly, no duly made or valid direction, pursuant to section 21 of the Meetings Local Law, was given to the applicant to leave the meeting,’ and it goes on.


It is fundamentally a complete repudiation of what happened in this Chamber two years ago. I thank my legal team for their support. I want to thank Councillor GRIFFITHS particularly for his support. I hope it brings an end to what has been one of the most appalling periods of time in this place that I’ve ever, ever seen. What went on here for years under Councillor OWEN’s Chairmanship was not appropriate. The person who was entrusted by this community to oversee the rules of procedure failed to do so.


She then sought to use her bad acts to make a complaint against me, to then make representations to the CCRP that I had been expelled under a section that I had not been, and I’ve had to go to the Supreme Court to overturn this decision. All of this could have been avoided, apart from the actions of Councillor OWEN and the CEO, Mr Colin Jensen. I call on the CEO to immediately remove the CCRP decision from the public record of this Council. The Supreme Court of Queensland has determined it was invalid and has overturned its decision.


It needs to be struck from the public record. That means the CCRP records of private and public, and it also means from the Council annual report. These things must be done or I will take further action. I’m also considering further action about the lies that have been told in the Council minutes which clearly state that I was given a direction under section 186A. The minutes of the Council meeting, the raw transcript, clearly shows that did not happen. Clearly shows. Who in Council wrote that in there? Did Councillor OWEN authorise it? It clearly wasn’t true.


So I feel this has been two years of the most awful period for me, and it’s the third time I’ve had to take this Council to court but I will not, I will not, under any circumstances, put up with the LNP Administration trying to silence me, trying to unlawfully remove me from my place of business.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired.


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair.


Mr Chair, I’d like to speak briefly about an organisation in my area called Make it Home Safely. This is their t-shirt, a nice colourful t-shirt. They’re an organisation that’s a community group and they were established in 2015 by a local woman, Nyree Mannion, to raise awareness of the long-term impact of traumatic head injury and to empower young people to create, communicate and implement safe driving practices.


Nyree developed the project after living most of her life with her sister, who survived a traffic crash when she was young but suffered brain damage and sadly never made a meaningful recovery, and has been in care for the past 26 years. It’s estimated each year, more than 11,000 Queenslanders are expected to acquire a brain injury. Of them, 4,000 suffer a serious disability. Motor vehicle accidents will be responsible for 70% of traumatic brain injury. Of this number, 70% will involve young people aged between 16 to 24 years. Two‑thirds of them will be male.


The Make It Home project was first launched in schools to educate young people of the importance of driving safely. The important area—sorry, the following year the Make it Home 100 program was launched to support young drivers without access to a supervisor or registered vehicle to complete their logbook hours so they could get their driver’s licence. Nyree’s group also observed Fatality Free Friday which, of course, was last Friday and they would like to promote safe driving for all and acknowledge the great work of the group.


Nyree is a terrific organiser and someone who is very good at getting sponsorship from local organisations. Some of the sponsors she’s managed to get around the Wynnum Manly area are the Port of Brisbane, Caltex, Bartons, which is a big car yard in Wynnum Manly, probably the biggest employer in the whole district, Bendigo Bank and the Wynnum Manly Leagues Club. She’s got vehicles now that the young drivers can use and volunteer supervisors so they get up their 100 hours.


Back to Fatality Free Friday, it aims to have not a single road death in Australia for just one day. The idea is if drivers consciously think about road safety and safe driving for just one Friday in the year, that day’s toll, which statistically is about 5.3 deaths, could be reduced to zero. Hopefully, they’ll drive safer for the next few days too and over time change their outlook completely, consciously thinking about safety each and every day they got behind the wheel. 


Sadly, of course, as we all know, the road toll has been shocking recently and obviously the more attention that is paid to messages like Make It Home Safely, the better it will be for all of us and the better it will be for the Wynnum Manly area and the great work done by Nyree and Making It Home Safely.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair.


I rise to speak about IDAHOBIT. Friday 17 May is the International Day Against Homophobia, Biphobia, Intersexism and Transphobia and was celebrated in over 130 countries around the world. This significant day in the LGBTIQ+ calendar has been celebrated since 2005 and aligns with the date that homosexuality was removed from the international classification of diseases of the World Health Organisation in 1990.


To celebrate the significant day in the LGBTIQ+ calendar, I was invited by Council’s LGBTIQ employee network, River City Pride, to proudly raise the rainbow flag on City Hall. It was humbling to receive waves from passers-by at such a very early hour of the morning as we made a clear statement in support of Brisbane’s LGBTIQ community. On the day, River City Pride also encouraged work areas to host informal events in their workplace to raise awareness and to raise money for Open Doors, a local LGBTIQ youth charity.


Approximately 28 events, morning teas and barbeques, were held across Brisbane Square, Green Square, South Regional Business Centre, North Regional Business Centre, Stafford bus depot, Darra depot and Sherwood depot. I was lucky enough to be able to drop in to the event held at Stafford and thank the River City Pride team for the great work that they do in Council. At all events, rainbow lanyards and pins were distributed to staff to enable them to show their support of IDAHOBIT. An outstanding $3,500 was raised for Open Doors.


This is a significant increase on the $2,650 raised last year and to put this into perspective, $10 will pay for a young person’s train fare to work or school return. Fifty dollars will buy food for three days, $120 will provide a roof over a young person’s head for a night. Two hundred dollars will pay for a young person to see a psychologist and $1,000 will pay for a psychologist to be on site for one whole day and see multiple youths.


The Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge were also lit up in rainbow colours. This act has not only celebrated our local LGBTIQ community but it’s been publicised via social media across the world, sending a clear message that Brisbane supports its LGBTIQ community. The week leading up to IDAHOBIT, the River City Pride team also partnered with Suncorp’s LGBTIQ employee network and PwC, to deliver an insightful forum titled ‘Where are all the women?’. The forum explored the engagement and visibility of same sex attracted women in the workplace and explored the term coined by PwC of the double-glazed ceiling. It was great to see these organisations come together to explore this important issue. 


It’s also worthy, and I know that the LORD MAYOR has already made this announcement, but just to finish I’d like to say how very proud we all are that Council was recognised with the Gold Employer status for a second year running at the National Australian Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Intersex Inclusion awards. These awards celebrate the results of the Australian Workplace Equality Index which sets the national benchmark and it’s also at this event Andrea Kenafake, our Divisional Manager for City Planning and Sustainability, and the Chair of the inclusion council, was awarded the executive leadership award in recognition of her significant contribution as the executive sponsor of River City Pride.


In conclusion, Chair, I’d just like to say how very proud I am of Brisbane City Council, the organisation. Since my time here as a Councillor, which is sort of now about seven years, it’s been absolute eye opener to me to see the number of opportunities that we provide to our employees to bring their whole self to work and how very important it is for people to feel safe, to feel that they can come to work and to know that they are supported. So, I really want to thank Andrea for her work. I’d like to thank Luke Nixon too, who does an amazing job and I’m absolutely thrilled that they include me regularly in the activities that they do and long may that continue.


I’d like to thank our LORD MAYOR for continuing the inclusivity of our wonderful city. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


Listen, I rise to speak tonight in regards to a festival that took place in my ward on Sunday, the Hakka Dragon Boat and Multicultural Festival. Now, this is a headline event for my ward and it has been for a number of years and as it was for the Parkinson Ward and Councillor OWEN. This event continues to quite amaze me, the amount of people that have been coming along for I think more than a decade now. They haven’t all been when—Forest Lake wasn’t always the venue, right, but they have seemed to make it their home now.


We had a number of dignitaries from the Taiwanese community which was always good to see, and even some of our locals now are sort of coming down to have a look at what these dragon boats are all about, which was really gratifying to see that as well. We had a number of elected members. I think we had four Councillors, one LORD MAYOR, a Federal member and three State members, including one Minister, Leanne Enoch. 


So it was just gratifying again to see that support that is given to this association to support a major event in their calendar, probably the major event in their calendar, and I’d just like to thank Brisbane City Council for supporting it through their program. I’d like to also thank my staff who were there manning a stall all day long. I mean, the weather held off, we got a little of rain but in the end, everyone hung around to see what the outcome was for the community and the more professional racers as well.


I believe there was 19 crews and there was a lot of camaraderie amongst the boating crews. As you walk over where they all set up—and you could just see that there was a lot of interaction between those boating crews, and they’re all having just a great time to be out there. Now, Councillor Dick has—not councillor, sorry, the Federal Member—has now put the challenge out there that the elected members that are coming along, that come along, that we should have our own boat and participate in a race or maybe just a demonstration of rowing, because I don’t think we’re probably all up to racing but anyway.


Also, Councillor MARX is committed to putting a kiwi boat together for next year as well. So it’s really just good to see that we, in a bipartisan way, can come together to support a great organisation and a great community.


Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being no other, I declare the meeting closed.
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