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PRESENT:

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER) – LNP
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	Krista ADAMS (Holland Park) (Deputy Mayor)
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Lisa ATWOOD (Doboy)
Matthew BOURKE (Jamboree)
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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 I remind all Councillors of your obligations to declare material personal interests and conflicts of interest where relevant, and the requirement of such to remove yourself from the Council Chamber for debate and voting where applicable. 


Councillors, are there any apologies? 

There are no apologies. 

Confirmation of Minutes, please.

MINUTES:

165/2019-20
The Minutes of the 4602 meeting of Council held on 3 September 2019, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Chair:
Councillors, I draw to your attention the item on the Agenda of the public participation. I’d like to call on Mr Garry Herbert who will address the Chamber on current and future effects of lantana on our biodiversity.


Welcome, Mr Herbert; you may stand or sit as you wish. You have five minutes that begins when you begin.

Mr Garry Herbert – Current and future effects of Lantana on our biodiversity 
Mr Garry Herbert:
Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR and Councillors, thank you for this opportunity. Many people don’t realise that lantana spreads at a normal rate of 400 plants per plant per year but, where lantana is allowed to grow on roadsides, that escalates to 6,000 new plants per plant per year. So we are seeing a catastrophe in the expansion rate of these materials, because that’s access to every single waterway, and that’s because councils won’t take action against TMR (Department of Transport and Main Roads) and Main Roads, because of the standing, that one section of government, won’t take action against another section of government. That material growing on roadsides poses the greatest threat to our fires and to biodiversity loss.


It’s an open highway all the way from the mountains, all the way to the sea. National parks play a large part in that because now I proved last year that water is the number one transporter of lantana and lantana seeds, and that gravity in that role is also uncontrollable. So unless we start to hold entities accountable and say to them: they need to clean up—even if they tell Council they won’t do it, which TMR may very well do, at least we’re setting the precedent for the public, that the public understand we tried, and that’s what I’m trying to do here in addressing Council is to try to get people to understand. I’m happy for them to say: no, we won’t do anything, because then at least we can say to the public we tried, but it is a very serious issue, because these fires are going to get predominantly worse.


I work in land—40 acres have a thousand dead gum trees on it because of lantana itself and the Bell Miner birds. Okay, so that is a fire potential that we have never seen before. That is why firies say these fires are unprecedented. They’re not unprecedented, it’s just the fuel load and not understanding the part that lantana plays in that devastation of those trees. There’s another thousand trees that are within six months to 12 months of dying. Those trees cannot hit the ground by falling, they will hang up in other trees, and that gives lantana the bridge to run from ground to the canopies of those trees, which is the worst fires we have.


Much of this material is happening in steep country where this material is cascading off the roads, down steep country where we will never deal with it, I can tell you now. I couldn’t deal with it. But the problem is, as the fires come roaring up those ravines and mountainsides, they’re fires that we will have never seen in Queensland before with these dead gum trees. That’s been known for about 20 years, that this is happening, that these trees are dying.


So it’s very important to explain to people at your level what is happening out there in the real environment so that you can understand that, when this material bridges that gap between canopy and the ground, there’s no stopping it. So, if we deny lantana the access to claim more roadsides, because that is the catalyst that is driving the increase in its production. 


Every time it gets 25 millimetres of water off those roadsides, it re-seeds again, so it’s in a perpetual situation of re-seeding. So where we knew it only did 400 new plants per year, it’s now doing 6,000. It’s a catastrophe. But the problem is the dispersal off those roads. As any flush of water goes down it, it spreads those seeds over a much wider area than it ever had access to before. 


So TMR’s role in this is far greater than you can imagine, and councils constantly say to me well, we’ll never do anything with them, they’ll just tell us to go away. But at least we did that, and then we can say to the public this is such a serious issue of that material flowing off those lands onto your lands—which is illegal; it’s illegal at every level. Councils know that and have handed people notices for breach of biosecurity. Biosecurity washed their hands and said to me to get the TMR to come out to site and look at it. Like, TMR are going to listen to me.


But at least you then have set the precedence to say we are standing with our public who vote us in, and this is such a serious issue with these fires. When we see a fire at Bunya Riverside, where you’ve actually got to cross properties to get away from one section of the roadway to another section through locked gates, blindfolded by smoke, can you imagine the death toll of families—and that is in Brookfield. That is in enormous amounts of different areas in Brisbane City Council—

Chair:
Mr Herbert, unfortunately your time has expired.

Mr Garry Herbert:
I’ve made my point there. Thank you.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Councillor HAMMOND, would you care to respond, please?

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

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you Mr Chair, and thank you Mr Herbert, for addressing Council about this very important issue. I can tell you that Councillor COOPER, Councillor DAVIS and I bring this up with TMR on quite a regular basis, because those main roads that you’re talking about are not only carrying lantana but also the entryway into this great city.


I talk about Gympie Road because the three Councillors I just referred to are all northsiders, and we do bring this up quite regularly about their weed management. I’m also quite happy to write a letter to the Minister and make representation on what you’re saying here today to us. 


But can I tell you that Brisbane City Council take our biodiversity areas very seriously. That’s why this financial year we have spent $3.4 million on our Wipe Out Weeds program across this great city. We also—with lantana—we understand once it gets into our waterways it does spread a lot quicker. That’s why we concentrate a lot of our weed management, with lantana in particular and other weed species, in those very important waterways. 


We also work very closely with private landowners and encourage them and give them incentives to actually help them clean up their own private areas and land and maintain it. We also work and encourage and give grants to our habitat groups and our creek catchment groups which are very vital to the city. They give up so much time, voluntary hours and hard work, to this community to help us keep our waterways clear of weeds. Obviously it’s an ongoing issue, and work has to continue in this space. 


With the devastating fires that are going across our beautiful State at the moment, and in Brisbane, it’s timely that you come and speak to us about the effects. I learnt a little bit from you today, and I’d like to be in contact with you at a further date to discuss what you brought up with the lantana going through the trees and causing more bushfires and getting those fires up into the tree canopies. 


Again, thank you so much for coming in to speak to us about this very important issue. I will express my concerns and love and prayers to the people in the Sunshine Coast and across this State for the fires that are happening right at this very moment. Thank you again.

Chair:
Thank you, Mr Herbert. Mr Tan will come and escort you to the door.

Mr Garry Herbert:
Thank you so much.

Chair:
No trouble, thank you for coming in.

QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
Councillors, now begins Question Time. 

Are there any questions of 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. Sporting clubs across Brisbane have been struggling to pay their water bills, a large part due to the skyrocketing costs of the State Government’s bulk water charge. Can you outline how this Administration plans to assist our valuable clubs with their mounting bills?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you Mr Chair, and thank you Councillor CUNNINGHAM, for the question. It is a really topical one right now. Obviously on our minds is the fact that this State is battling some serious bushfires, and those parts of our State which are normally lush and green are just dry and drought affected and suffering this situation which has generated incredible bushfires that are happening in areas where we wouldn’t expect them.


At this moment, if you go anywhere in the city, you can see on a regular basis dry sporting fields, and the impact that this weather is having also on our sporting clubs around the city is getting worse and worse. We’ve all noticed it in recent weeks and recent months, and it is getting drier and drier, and according to the BOM (Bureau of Meteorology), there’s no imminent sign of any significant rain in the coming weeks either. We may get some storms, and hopefully they’ll bring significant rain, but it is highly unlikely that we’ll see any significant rain.


September is the driest month of the year in Brisbane usually, but at this point in the year, we have seen around 50% of the normal rainfall that our city would get at this point in the year. So 50% less rain, drying out our bushland reserves, drying out our sporting fields.


So this leaves our sporting clubs with a big challenge. They need to keep people playing on those fields. They want to prevent them turning into dust bowls, and the obvious issue when you’ve got less rain is to increase the use of water. Whether that is tank water or whether that is supplied water from Queensland Urban Utilities (QUU), that then comes at a cost to those sporting organisations. These are not-for-profit community groups that we’re talking about here, and these are people that have to raise money by selling sausages at the local sausage sizzle, by fundraising in their local community.


So today I am announcing a one-off contribution to help sporting clubs with sporting fields on Council land with their water costs. Council will be providing a grant or a rebate of up to $5,000 for eligible clubs to help them with their water bills at this time. The reason this is coming in is because of this dry spell that we’re experiencing right now, and the mounting costs on sporting clubs at a time when they need it the least.


We’re going into summer. We’re going into the time when people want to be out playing sports, people want to be using these fields, and they don’t want to be playing on a dust bowl. These fields also, if you let them run down to a certain point, the cost of getting them back up and running again is very high. You see the rehabilitation costs for sporting fields, once they dry out and they lose that standard of surface that we would expect, it is very expensive to bring them back up to the right standard again.


So, through this rebate of up to $5,000, we will be providing a rebate of up to 50% on the QUU water charges. Now Council, as everyone knows, is a shareholder—one of five different councils in QUU—and we’re involved in that water retail business once the State Government took out the bulk water. The majority of the bill, around 65% of water bills, is actually based on the State Government bulk water charge. We don’t have control over that, but what we’re doing is taking what we do have control over, taking what we do have an influence over, and trying to help out at a time when these clubs need it the most.


The other thing we’ll be doing is rolling out at least 100 smart water meters to clubs that are using a large amount of water. These water meters can really help when it comes to detecting unusual use, and I’ll give you an example. This was in a school. The Good News Lutheran College discovered a toilet cistern that was stuck in the flush position. This was costing around $800 a week in excess water usage. The use of a smart water meter would identify this kind of problem straight away, help them get on to it, help them fix it, and help reduce the water bills.


So we’re helping clubs as well through this program to become more sustainable and to identify unusual water use as well. So I think this is something that we can do at this time, when it’s very dry and we’re having this record dry spell, to help out in the lead-up to summer when people want to be out enjoying our parks and sporting fields, playing sport and getting active and healthy as part of our vision for an active and healthy community.


So we’ll be writing out to the sporting clubs as soon as possible to let them know about how the program will work—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
—and eligibility requirements.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CUMMING.
Question 2
Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. In a recent radio interview your Deputy said repeatedly that this Council’s plan for five new green bridges was all about getting people out of cars, yet minutes later Councillor ADAMS said the so-called green bridge plan for Bellbowrie may end up being open to cars, just like any other bridge. Presumably then, this so-called green bridge will be open to trucks, which can come from the Ipswich side of the river and run through suburbs such as Bellbowrie. Isn’t a so-called green bridge that carries cars and trucks what is more commonly referred to as just a bridge, and won’t this lead to traffic chaos on Bellbowrie’s quiet streets?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor CUMMING, for the question. Look, nice try, nice try. We can see, oh, it’s a great opportunity for a scare campaign in the western suburbs to whip up some opposition because they’re all about standing in the way of things and stopping things. They’re all about opposing infrastructure projects rather than supporting them, and they’re all about negativity rather than positive plans for the city.


What I can say, though, is that right from the beginning we have made it clear that a potential use for the Bellbowrie to Wacol green bridge is, in emergency situations where that part of Brisbane will be cut off from other areas. Now, we saw with the 2011 floods—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—literally thousands of residents in that part of Brisbane cut off with no way in and out because the routes in and out were flooded. We see examples right now, like we’re seeing over this last weekend, where communities can be cut off as a result of bushfires as well. In the event of a bushfire in the western suburbs, this is the kind of asset that will help get people in and out safely, and emergency services as well—so fire trucks, ambulances, police vehicles—that’s what we’re envisaging when it comes to the potential use of this bridge.


This is not intended to be a bridge for general traffic at all times of the day. This is something that will be useful in an emergency, because there is an existing issue there with access to the rest of the city in times of natural disaster, and we care about those residents, and we believe that, if there’s an opportunity to build a piece of infrastructure which solves multiple problems, and deals with multiple challenges, then that’s a good outcome for the community. 


So we will be talking to the residents about what they would like to see in relation to that bridge, but certainly we haven’t ever envisaged that this would just be a general traffic bridge. This is all about improving public and active transport access for residents in the western suburbs, connecting bus services into rail services, connecting to the western suburbs’ bikeway network, and making sure that the residents there have real alternatives when it comes to travel.


We know that if we want to put extra bus services in the western suburbs, that those bus services will just get stuck in traffic on Moggill Road, whereas this provides an opportunity to connect them into rail services so that people can do a transfer from a high frequency bus service into a rail service that will get them either to Ipswich to the west or into the city, and connecting with the wider transport network. It is all about providing new connections, and Labor should be ashamed of themselves for trying to manufacture a scare campaign.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor DAVIS.
Question 3
Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, last month the Global Liveability Index for 2019 was released. While Brisbane’s position improved by four spots on last year out of the top 44 cities in the world, Brisbane scored the worst in infrastructure. Can you please outline to the Chamber what Council is doing to better improve this score?
Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR. 
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor DAVIS, for the question because I am very excited to stand here, and I think the most important part to note out of that question is that Brisbane did rise from 22nd to 18th in the liveable cities by the economists on the Global Liveability scale this year, and that is a fantastic effort. But it is not done by not doing hard work. This effort is about what this Administration has been doing, and it is certainly paying off.


We have been delivering markets, festivals, events; we have been constructing major bikeways; keeping Brisbane clean, green and sustainable. Most of all we are focused on one thing that the Brisbane of tomorrow is guaranteed to be better than the Brisbane of today.


It’s because of those efforts that we are so glad to be in the top 20 now—18th in the world’s most liveable city. However, we are still fifth when it comes to capital cities in Australia. Where is this coming from? The main place we saw the jump—and this is very interesting—the main jump came out of cultural and our environment score: more to see and do, clean and green. We went up from 93.5 up to 96.3. We have now surpassed Perth and Adelaide on cultural and environment liveability. Well done, LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER.


We also scored the same as all the other cities in health and education—100 out of 100. We also scored the same on stability—95 out of 100. But there is one criteria that is letting us down, and that is infrastructure. Our capital city got an 85.7 only out of 100. Adelaide got 96.4; Perth, Melbourne, Sydney, 100 out of 100. Very, very disappointing, but you know what—through you, Mr Chair—not very surprising, because what do we need for us to reach a higher score in infrastructure?
Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
We need some infrastructure—thank you, Councillor MARX. I’ll take the interjection. We would love the Metro; we would love the Cross River Rail. We would love to see all of those transport infrastructures that hopefully the Olympic bid will bring—the fast rail to the Scenic Rim, up to the Sunshine Coast. But what do we get from this State Government? Absolutely zero. Absolutely zero.


They are so caught up in changing the voting laws, making sure that Council’s ability to actually get on with business is stymied, and redrawing electoral boundaries for 170,000 people when it only needed to be done for 800, but they can’t be bothered to give us a tick to get the heck on with the Metro and build the infrastructure, which would put us in the top 10 of the liveable cities in the world.


Last week, for goodness sake—last week the Planning Minister, who gave us money to do the business case for the Kangaroo Point bridge, an infrastructure project that will take over 5,000 pedestrian crossings a day, will take tens of thousands of cars off the Story Bridge alone—it was more important for Minister Dick that the super yachts could still get up the river, that the State Government could still get buckets of cash for parking private yachts on the river rather than delivering infrastructure to get people around this city.


We know we’re out of cash. We know 42% of their budget is staffing costs, but it’s about time that they stop thinking about themselves and start thinking about the people of Brisbane and Queensland. It is no wonder we have the worst infrastructure score out of the top 44 cities in the world. We are the lowest on infrastructure because nothing has been done.


This Administration here is doing everything it can in its power to make sure we can build the infrastructure we need. We are shovel ready for the Metro. We have had it budgeted for 18 months. It’s a State Government job. It’s a State Government responsibility, but we’re willing to do it because we are sick and tired of the bottlenecks. We are delivering Wynnum Road, Green Camp Road, Telegraph Road; we are easing congestion through the suburbs. We are going to build Kangaroo Point bridge no matter how many private yachts can’t park up the river, and we want to get on with Metro, even when the State Government has still not paid us the $10 million given to them by the Federal Government earlier this year.

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—specifically, to get the depot started in Eight Mile Plains. I’m sure it’s boosting their numbers somewhere. We will continue to work on this. I think the State Government is campaigning harder about pets on CityCats and banning smoking in parks than they are on anything that is delivering infrastructure for this city.

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, your time has expired.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
In the absence of any alternative, Team Schrinner is getting on with the work.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Question 4
Councillor JOHNSTON:
My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, it’s a really simple one: what is the travel time saving or detriment for drivers along Coonan Street in Indooroopilly from either of the two draft proposals for the Moggill Road roundabout upgrade?

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Look, I understand that Councillor JOHNSTON has put this question on notice and also posed it to the project team. I understand that Councillor JOHNSTON will be getting briefed in the near future, if she hasn’t already, by the project team. I would appreciate it if Councillor JOHNSTON would support good infrastructure projects, because—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
It is fascinating when you hear—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Meetings Local Laws require the LORD MAYOR to answer the question, not debate it. The question was: what is the travel time saving or detriment for drivers on Coonan Street. I’d like to know, as would my residents.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, I can tell you this project will save lives, and travel time savings are part of the equation, but they’re not the only part. We do road upgrades to improve safety as well as to improve capacity, and we intend to do both when it comes to this particular intersection. 


But does anyone else remember when I talked about the Indooroopilly roundabout project having some kind of benefit or impact on her residents, and she denied that it would do anything. Remember? She was like, what’s that got to do with anything? 


So we’ve had discussion in this Chamber where Councillor JOHNSTON said it’s not important, but now suddenly it’s the most important thing we’re talking about—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Just on relevance. I’m also interested in a direct answer to the question. What’s the travel time saving?

Chair:
The LORD MAYOR is answering the question. There is still substantial time left, and there’s a great amount of detail being put forward.


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, thank you. So we’ve had the discussion in this Chamber, which we all distinctly remember, where I was saying you need to fix the bottleneck which will then have flow-on benefits to a much wider area, and Councillor JOHNSTON laughed at the time. She was like, no, it won’t do anything. Now it is the most important project in her area, according to her efforts in recent days. 


So Councillor JOHNSTON’s position has been—

Councillor Interjecting.


LORD MAYOR:
—all over the place. As I said, you will get briefed on this. I don’t have that information handy right now, but you will get briefed, just as you have requested, and it is important for residents to have a say on this. This is exactly why we’re doing consultation—exactly why we’re doing it. If you look at the list of 15 questions that Councillor JOHNSTON posed, they are in many respects the type of questions that you have at the end of the process when you have completed detail design and when you’ve gone through this consultation process. We have just kicked off this consultation process. 


We are looking at this point at two concepts that we’ve gone out to the community with, and Councillor JOHNSTON wants to know how many seconds the traffic lights will go for on each cycle. I mean, ludicrous questions at this point of the process. Councillor JOHNSTON is quite clearly trying to stir her residents up against the project that will be good for her area and good for the western suburbs in general.


It is a project that, as I said, will save lives, a project that will stop accidents from occurring at an intersection where we not only experience major congestion but we have had serious accidents over a significant period of time. So we will continue to do the consultation with the community. I encourage Councillor JOHNSTON to engage in this positively so that we can get a good outcome for everyone out of this process rather than taking the approach which she seems to be, which is trying—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—to suggest she’s being denied information that is not readily available at this time.

Chair:
Councillors, answers will be heard in silence.

LORD MAYOR:
It’s always the same, there’s always some big conspiracy theory. There’s always some big secret cover-up. There’s a conspiracy around every corner. I’ll tell you what’s happening: we’re going out to the community and we’re consulting. We haven’t locked in the final plans yet, so many of those questions cannot be answered at this point in time, and that is normal at this stage of the process. So, Councillor JOHNSTON, please engage positively. We will get a good outcome, not only for Councillor MACKAY’s residents and Councillor RICHARDS’ residents, but also for your residents as well. That’s our aim here.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—because we want to see as many people as possible benefiting from this important infrastructure upgrade.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please! You’ve interjected all the—virtually the entire length of that response. Please be considerate of others. 

Further questions? 


Councillor RICHARDS.
Question 5
Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor HAMMOND. September marks Save the Koala Month across Australia. How is this Administration working to make Brisbane Australia’s koala capital and preserving greenspace for generations to come?
Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND. 
Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you Mr Chair, and thank you Councillor RICHARDS, for the question. As we all know, the koala is one of Australia’s most loved and iconic animals. In Brisbane and many other parts of Australia, sadly their numbers are dropping rapidly due to habitat loss, dog attacks, vehicle strikes and disease. 


As koalas are listed as vulnerable under the national and State environment law, Brisbane City Council is helping to protect Brisbane’s koalas in numerous ways: by carrying out land use planning, and purchasing privately owned land with significant koala habitat through the Bushland Acquisition Program.


We’ve established a koala fodder plantation at Wacol to provide wildlife carers with a secure food source for sick or injured koalas in the greater Brisbane area; planting koala food trees on Council land, such as through the Habitat Brisbane program and through our creek catchment program; assisting residents to protect and restore koala habitat through the Wildlife Conservation Partnership program; installing—which I know, Councillor RICHARDS, you’ve got—wildlife movement solutions around our busy koala corridors. Providing information and advice to Brisbane residents and visitors on how to protect koalas; managing pest plants and animals that impact them, and managing natural areas such as Brisbane koala bushlands where residents and visitors can see koalas. 


We offer wildlife carer grants and environmental grants to undertake citywide koala surveys using the services of our koala detection dogs. This work has valuable information about current population numbers, movement behaviours and the health of our koalas. But everybody needs to play a role in protecting our koalas. So, Mr Chair, here are a few things that you and other residents can do.


If you see an injured koala, please call the medical emergencies. Phone the RSPCA on 1300 ANIMAL. If you live in a koala habitat area or a movement corridor, drive carefully. Slow down. Look out for koalas in those peak dawn and dusk movement periods. Plant koala food trees. Some of the recognised trees are the grey gum, the scribbly gum; their favourite, of course, is the blue gum, but there’s about 10 other species across that koalas find desirable.


Very important for our residents across Brisbane, provide koala friendly fencing. Make sure your swimming pool is koala safe. Keep koalas away from your animals, especially dogs. Watch koalas from a distance. We don’t have to go up, as people are very tempted to do when they see a koala, because we love them so much in this city of ours. We don’t have to go up and touch the koala or make it deter from its natural course of where it was going.


If you have more than 0.5 hectares of land, you can create or protect your own wildlife conservation, and you can join our conservation partnership program, and receive assistance by rehabilitating or planting some of these areas for our koalas to live. Remember that by protecting koalas, you will also be protecting a range of other species. We continue to work with experts in this field, including Lone Pine, and the Koala Research Institute. We’re working with the two universities to come up with where are the koalas moving, what diseases are they having. We are tracking our koala movements across this city.


Mr Chair, this side of the Chamber take it very seriously in protecting our wildlife, especially our koalas. Unfortunately, there are too many koala deaths from dog attacks, from car strikes. That’s why we are purchasing, like no other administration before, privately owned habitat areas to keep our koalas safe and keep them in our city. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CUMMING.
Question 6
Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Chair, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. A 6 April 2019 report into claims Airport Link had worsened flooding in the Kedron Brook and Eagle Junction Creek catchments, refers to a letter personally signed by former Mayor, Graham Quirk, telling how he directed Council engineers to investigate the issue as a matter of priority. More than 70 households are said to be directly affected by an issue that has driven insurance premiums sky high and potentially threatened their major investment, their home.


Residents have also produced a 2016 letter from Councillor Quirk saying he’d been advised flood levels had risen since Airport Link was built. In response, your spokesperson said an expert report from the Airport Link contractors verified that there had been no increase in flood levels in the area since the Airport Link project. This is Caesar judging Caesar and hardly an independent assessment. Can you help these desperate Brisbane residents clear up the mess that has been thrust upon them by immediately releasing the independent report ordered by your predecessor, Graham Quirk?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor CUMMING, for the question. There’s an important part missing from your question, which is the fact that Airport Link is a State Government project. Apparently everything is our fault. Everything that happens in Brisbane is our fault. Nothing is the State Government’s fault. It’s always Brisbane City Council’s fault.


So, you know, who was the Minister at the time? Stirling Hinchliffe, the guy that has taken the knife to local government across the State and wants to make his legacy the undue interference in local government for purely political reasons. That’s what is going on here. But he did leave another legacy, which was, he was involved in Airport Link when it was under construction. I know Councillor HAMMOND was in regular contact with the Minister in his role with concerns about Airport Link and about the construction impacts of that project. 


But let’s not rewrite history here. This project has nothing to do with Brisbane City Council other than one thing, one thing—we proposed it in the first place, the State Government thought it was a great idea and they went on and built it. Good on them. Good on them, because it is important infrastructure that is being used not only by motorists and freight each day, but it also helped deliver a part of the northern busway. We only wish that they’d delivered the rest of the northern busway as well.


But if Councillor CUMMING has concerns about Airport Link, go and talk to your mates up in George Street. It is nothing to do with Council. If there’s concerns about what was done or what wasn’t done, then go and talk to them about it. Pick up the phone, stop trying to play politics with this, because the reality is flooding of properties has been an issue for a lot longer than Airport Link has been around. 


I remember as a kid going to Toombul and seeing the signs saying, you know, don’t park in this car park in case it rains. If you go into the movies and there’s a rain shower, you’d better come back and get your car quickly because it will get washed down the creek. So this is not an issue that has suddenly popped up. There has been concerns about flooding in this area long before Airport Link was ever built.

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order. The question was whether the LORD MAYOR would immediately release the independent report ordered by his predecessor Graham Quirk. I am yet to hear an answer to that question.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, to the substance of the matter please.

LORD MAYOR:
I am not aware of any such report, and I think he’s making it up. I think Councillor CUMMING is making it up, because I’ve seen no such report. Why would this LORD MAYOR or a former Lord Mayor order a report into a State Government project that we have nothing to do with, that we didn’t build? It’s not our project. Why would we do that? 


So, look, stop trying to play politics with this issue, Councillor CUMMING. If you have a concern, raise it with your colleagues at the State Government level. That’s where it is appropriate. It is a State Government project, and you should raise those concerns with the State Government. This is not a Council project, and I am not aware of any such reports. I have not seen any such reports. All of the information that I am aware of is that any issues with flooding are a matter for the State Government to address.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor McLACHLAN.
Question 7
Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee, Councillor ALLAN. Council’s Disaster Preparedness program has been finalised in preparation for the summer season. Can you outline what Council’s responsibilities are in regards to getting residents ready for summer’s unpredictable weather?
Chair:
Councillor ALLAN. 
Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I thank Councillor McLACHLAN for the question. Clearly this question is more relevant and important than ever, with the bushfire season already having a significant impact in Queensland. Right now, there is something in the order of 80 fires burning across Queensland, and more in northern New South Wales.


I did want to take a moment to acknowledge the people in and near the areas of Stanthorpe, Binna Burra, Sarabah, Canungra and now Peregian Beach whose properties and lives have been devastated by the recent fires. I’d also like to make special mention of the hard work of firefighters, SES (State Emergency Services) and volunteers who have been working around the clock to manage and protect the residents of South East Queensland.


Brisbane and Queensland is an enviable place to live, with an average temperature of 27 degrees and an average of eight hours of sunshine a day. We are surrounded by beautiful hinterlands and beaches. We really are a lifestyle city. However, the beautiful weather and scenery does come with some risks, including bushfires and extreme weather events. Whether it’s bushfire events in the hot, dry seasons, as we are seeing across the State now, or the cyclones and storms we experience closer to summer that resulted in more than $1 billion worth of damage in 2014. 


This is why Council, with funding through the State Government’s Get Ready Queensland program, conducts a series of community engagements to encourage Brisbane residents and businesses to be prepared for fires and severe weather events. Council’s Be Prepared program runs all year round, with a focus on storm, cyclone and bushfire seasons as well as heatwave risks. 


This includes educating Brisbane residents on the consequences of extreme events such as flooding or fire, and the potential damage to property. Here in Brisbane we can expect extreme weather almost any time of the year, and especially in spring and summer. This is why we run our campaign throughout the year, ensuring that we are always getting the message out there to Brisbane residents to be prepared. As a matter of business as usual, Council’s Disaster Management team ensures we have stalls at a number of events throughout the year, including Council events and the Brisbane Home Show.


In addition, Council holds approximately five Street Meets a year, which are targeted at communities that are at highest risk. For example, leading into bushfire season, Council will set up Street Meets in areas such as The Gap or Kenmore. This financial year Council is conducting Street Meets in Wynnum, Sandgate and The Gap with a focus on storm and flood preparedness. In one year alone, Council will hold more than 80 face-to-face engagements with residents on how to be prepared for different weather events. In order to get our message out there, Council also conducts a series of advertising and marketing campaigns which includes TV advertisements, radio and billboard campaigns. 


Everyone would have seen the signs or advertisements with the message very clear: Know your risk and be prepared. In the last few months Council has been busy conducting bushfire prevention, with hazard reduction burns completed over 206 hectares in our major bushland areas, with more than 110 firefighters used to undertake these planned burns.


As we can see across the State, the bushfire risk is not over, and we will continue to educate residents on how to prevent and prepare for bushfires. Now, as we enter spring, we are also preparing for our Storm Ready campaign. Residents can expect to see more advertising across the city, on radio and TV, on how to prepare for storm events and also how to manage these, particularly around the impact of clogged gutters and overhanging branches.


Our message to residents is that no matter what severe weather events occur, talk to members of your household, develop an emergency and evacuation plan which includes your pets, and be prepared to execute that plan in the event of a major disaster. 


While the bushfires are not directly impacting us here in Brisbane, there are things residents can do to minimise the risks, such as I mentioned, keeping gutters clear, making sure that debris and fuel load around your houses is cleared, and ensuring that your access routes are also clear. To ease the burden on residents, Council is offering free waste reduction and waste removal over the weekends of 21 and 22 September, 5 and 6 October, and 19 and 20 October.
Chair:
Councillor ALLAN, your time has expired. 

Further questions? 


Councillor CUMMING.
Question 8
Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. Opposition Councillors have been told more than 20 businesses had closed along Racecourse Road during the life of your ill-planned Kingsford Smith Drive debacle. Traders have also told the Opposition they have been informed Racecourse Road would reopen to traffic off Kingsford Smith Drive in March, which they say is crucial to their survival. 


However, in another crippling blow to small business in the area, now they have been informed the road will stay closed until May. Can you inform the Chamber when cars will be able to turn into Racecourse Road off Kingsford Smith Drive so that these poor small business people can have some certainty over their future?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor CUMMING, for the question. There is no doubt that major infrastructure projects do have impacts while they are being constructed, and that is the case whether it’s Kingsford Smith Drive, whether it’s Cross River Rail, whether it’s Airport Link, other projects—it is a fact of life that there are impacts. Obviously that is something that Council works with the contractor to try and minimise and manage, but you can’t build anything major in a city like Brisbane without there being some impacts.


So, I understand the interest of local business in this project, and I understand their desire to see it finished off. What I don’t understand, though, is Labor’s approach on this project, because their approach is to do nothing, to build nothing and just to oppose for political reasons, and to try and politicise everything, and to try and politicise issues that simply shouldn’t be politicised, and this is one of them.


Now, I was out there with Councillor ADAMS, Councillor McLACHLAN, Councillor HOWARD and Councillor Adam ALLAN at the Ascot small business forum just the other day. It was a very widely publicised small business forum, and I was, I must admit, expecting this issue to come up prominently amongst those small business operators. I delivered a short introduction, and then I opened the floor up to questions. I did not receive one single question about this particular project or one single complaint. 


Yes, people want to see it finished; yes, the sooner the better, I understand that; and yes, that is what we’re working towards as well. But Council will never intentionally or deliberately do something to harm or affect a small business with a major project like this. We try and manage those impacts, and we’ve been working hard, and we’ve put a lot of pressure on our contractor to do the best job possible. 

And that also involves us from time to time intervening to say, well, we need to do more. That has happened on a number of occasions with things like improved or changed signage. When it comes to consultation and engagement with local business people, that is something that we are determined to make sure that we continue to do and continue to improve. So we are always open to feedback about how we can do better, but Council is absolutely working hard to make sure we minimise these impacts.


But I can tell you, if Labor had their way, the people in that part of Brisbane would be stuck in traffic permanently. There would be no end in sight, because Labor’s approach is to do nothing. Labor’s approach is to do nothing and to oppose major infrastructure projects. Whether it’s the Kingsford Smith Drive upgrade, where they went to the last election opposing it, or whether—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—it’s Brisbane Metro where they are doing everything possible to stand in the way—

Chair:
Councillors, the answer will be heard in silence. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
—or whether it’s even State Government projects like Airport Link that they’re trying to blame us for. I mean, next they will be complaining that Cross River Rail is causing flooding in a particular area, and it’s our fault. That’s what’s coming next.


The reality is, according to Labor, everything is our fault, and according to Labor, nothing should be done when it comes to infrastructure, which is why the DEPUTY MAYOR rightly pointed out that Brisbane has been lagging, because this mob, and their friends up in George Street, are doing everything possible to stand in the way of good projects that need to happen. Why? Because they’re too gutless to make decisions, they’re too gutless to get on with the job, and all they want to do is oppose.


We know what happens when this mob gets in, nothing.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Nothing happens.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, you have—you in particular are particularly audible, and you’re repeating yourself. Please limit your interjections.

LORD MAYOR:
Not only do they—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—slow down their own projects, they slow down other people’s projects as well.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I can clearly hear Councillor ADAMS interjecting very loudly then as well, and I draw your attention to her contravention of the Standing Orders.

Chair:
Thank you. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I didn’t hear Councillor ADAMS saying anything. But the reality is we are determined to get on with the job of upgrading our city’s infrastructure and building the infrastructure our city needs for the future. That is a big part of making sure that the Brisbane of tomorrow is even better than the Brisbane of today.


If we stop when it comes to infrastructure, if we stay still, we go backwards. The city is growing. The region is growing. These major projects not only benefit Brisbane residents but residents from around the region from other councils as well, and they certainly benefit the State of Queensland as a whole, given that we’re the capital. So we’re keen to get on with the job. We’re keen to build things. We will keep doing that. That is our record, and our record shows that we build things. 


These projects are always complicated; they’re never easy. There are impacts, and we do our best to manage them. But what we’re thinking about is the long-term future of our city, because the businesses in Racecourse Road and other parts of Brisbane, they’ll have all types of trouble if people are sitting in gridlock on Kingsford Smith Drive permanently because—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
—Labor stood in the way.

Chair:
Now, your time has expired. 

Further questions?


Councillor MACKAY.
Question 9
Councillor MACKAY:
Thanks, Chair, my question is to the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor HAMMOND. Public consultation on the revitalisation of Victoria Park is now well underway. Can you please give us an update on the feedback received from residents, and other ways residents can have their say?
Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND. 
Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor MACKAY, for the question, because this would happen to be probably my most favourite project that’s happening in this city. And thank you to this LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, who is delivering the biggest park ever delivered in this city for 50 years. There has been over 1,100 Brisbane residents that have been sharing their ideas with Brisbane’s biggest park.


We also have connected with five top designers in Brisbane who have given their vision for what they see the potential of this park to be. Let me assure you these are visions. These were designed for people to have sparked interest, have a look outside the box and see what this world-class park will deliver.


I would like to thank Active Forests by Urbis for their designs; Nature and Nurture’s Health and Wellbeing by Conrad Gargett; Barrambin, which is reconnection and restoration of place, by Lat27, Rock Pools—a very ambitious idea, but thank you very much, by Place Design Group; and Celebrate and Connect by Tract Consultants. We have now received some great feedback, with nearly 10,000 people visiting the site with 330 unique ideas received.


This is a park for all of Brisbane. This is a park that will be on world stage. This is a park that people overseas are already talking about what Brisbane’s doing. I encourage all Councillors to come to the Vic Party on 22 September where people can engage again. The white marquee will be all about have your say. For those people like myself which will take the option, there will be six eight‑seater buggies going around the site, so people can actually walk on without getting hit by a golf ball, and have a look at what this site can actually be.


There’s going to be four posts around the site so people can get a passport; go around to the four different posts, have a look at the unique views that Victoria Park has, get it stamped, put it into the draw to win some fabulous prizes. We have already had some great public consultations with Councillor MATIC at the Urban Village and also down at the markets with Councillor HOWARD. People are excited about this new project. I am excited about this new project. I am proud to stand on this side of the Chamber with this LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, who had the vision to open up this beautiful park, the biggest park ever in 50 years, to be delivered to the people of Brisbane, the visitors to Brisbane, and come along. I look forward to seeing every single one of you on 22 September and have your say about this beautiful, green, unique development that we’re going to see at Victoria Park. Thank you.

Chair:
Councillors, that concludes Question Time.


I draw your attention to the consideration of Committee reports—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Just really quickly, I just want to note for the record that, in the last two Question Times, the Opposition Councillors had eight questions, and only one out of those eight has been to the Greens. I just want that noted for future meetings, thank you.

Chair:
Councillors, I draw your attention to—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yes, point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I support Councillor SRI’s point of order here, and I would ask why are you not abiding by the Meetings Local Law which require you to pro rata questions to Opposition and other Councillors?

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. Councillor SRI and I have discussed this, and I believe that I am allocating questions pro rata. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I move dissent in your ruling, given that you are not allowing questions to be allocated fairly to all Councillors.
The dissent motion lapsed for want of a seconder.

Chair:
Again, Councillors, I draw to your attention the Establishment and Coordination Committee report.


LORD MAYOR.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS:

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 2 September 2019, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, Mr Chair. Firstly, I wanted to put on the record on behalf of I’m sure all Councillors my thanks and gratitude for the firefighters and emergency service workers who have been doing such an incredible job across Queensland under incredibly difficult circumstances.


I also want to place on the record the fact that our heart goes out and our sympathy is with the residents that have lost property or animals at this time in the terrible bushfires. Certainly it’s something that focuses the mind right now about all the different types of things that can happen when you live in Queensland, whether it’s fires or whether it’s storms or whether it’s floods. 


So we are grateful for the community spirit that’s been displayed. We are grateful for the professionalism and hard work of our emergency service workers, and also for the volunteer hours that are being put in by groups like SES as well across the State right now. We are fortunate at this point not to have had any significant fires in Brisbane, in the Brisbane City Council area—touch wood. It is something where I understand there were a couple of minor fires that broke out within Brisbane in the last 24 hours, but they were quickly put out and they didn’t cause any significant harm or damage.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please! 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I’m talking about bushfires, obviously. I am aware that there have been some house fires as well, and obviously the sentiments I expressed earlier relate also to those circumstances, but those circumstances were not related to bushfires, I understand. The sentiment is the same. We are grateful, and we are thankful at this time, and we certainly will continue to do everything we can as a Council to back up our SES workers and to work closely with other levels of government when it comes to the police and the firies and the ambulance workers as well.


This week we will be again lighting up our major iconic assets in support of great community causes. So Victoria Bridge, City Hall, Reddacliff Place and the Tropical Dome, as well as the Sandgate Town Hall, will be lit up pink to celebrate the Brisbane Festival, which is now under way, and obviously a great celebration for the people of Brisbane, and one of our largest, if not the largest, festivals across the State. It is now attracting an audience of around 1 million people, which is just incredible. So something we should all be proud of. 


Be sure to check out the spectacular River of Light water fountain, light and laser show on the river in the South Bank cultural forecourt from Tuesday through to Sunday at 6.15pm, 8pm and again at 9pm. Also, we turn off the lights on Victoria Bridge during those shows to make sure people can get the best view without any lights spilling across.


Today, the Story Bridge will be lit up in blue to support World Suicide Prevention Day. It provides an opportunity to raise awareness of this significant community issue, and something that I know that we all care very deeply about. Moving forward, I mentioned the small business forum that we had out at Ascot recently. It was great to see so many members of the local community and so many small business people turning up, and we’re seeing that increasingly as we move around the city with these small business forums. 


People are really engaging. Small business is active and interested and involved, and they want to work even more closely with Council so that we can all be on the same page in supporting the growth of small business in our city, and supporting the jobs and other economic benefits and social benefits that come with successful small business. So we will continue to do what we can to support our small businesses. Obviously we have now the $2 million fee reduction package in effect that came through this Council Chamber fairly recently, and it’s something that is now rolling out in support of small businesses across Brisbane.


We also saw a fantastic several events on the weekend, whether it was the Green Heart Fair and Brisbane Billycart Championships out at Carindale, or whether it was the Nundah Village Street Festival. It was an absolutely fantastic event. Then, later on that afternoon, the great community or family fun day out in the Jamboree Ward with Councillor BOURKE, and thank you to Councillor BOURKE for making me and also my family feel welcome at that event. It was great to see the amazing community spirit at both that event and the Nundah Festival as well. It was great to see the passion that people have for sustainability and the work that we’re doing to make Brisbane more sustainable at the Green Heart Fair on Sunday.  

Moving to the formal items on the agenda, we have in item A the significant contracting plan for ferry and ferry infrastructure operations and maintenance services. This begins the process to source a provider to operate our fleet of CityCats and also monohull ferries. As Councillors are well aware, Transdev currently runs the service, and they have done so since 2010. The contract expires on 4 November next year, 2020, so we’re starting the process to make sure we go out to market and source an operator going forward for our popular CityCats and City Ferry services as well as the City Hopper. 


We know that more than 5 million trips are being taken on our ferries each year, and this is a significant and important contract for the city. There are a total of 30 vessels and 25 ferry terminals which fall under the remit of this contract, so the successful provider will need to not only operate the vessels themselves but also provide some maintenance of the ferry terminals as well, and monitoring of those ferry terminals too.


Market research has shown that contract terms for this type of contract are typically between seven and 15 years. As such, Council has opted for a five‑plus‑five‑plus‑five contract in going out to market. We’ll be accepting tenders until the close of business on 20 November this year. I know that there is, at this point, a significant level of interest out there in operating Brisbane’s iconic ferries.


Item B is the Westpac Master Operating Lease Rental Facility. Council is seeking to extend the existing operating lease with Westpac for our bus fleet. Council’s bus fleet consists of 1,225 buses, of which 729 are leased with Westpac, and 305 are leased with the Commonwealth Bank. The current lease facility was due to expire on 30 June 2019. Council and Westpac agreed to extend the lease for a further 12 months on the same terms. This represents value for money for Brisbane, as indicative pricing and the terms in the current market are higher than this facility. 


So, long story short, if we went out to market with this lease, we would be paying more than what we are paying at the moment. So obviously, in delivering a modern bus fleet with our continued ongoing renewal program of that bus fleet, this facility allows us to continue providing those operations, and it also allows us to continue to allocate capital to other more important priorities rather than having it tied up in a bus fleet. So we can continue to operate the bus fleet as we have always done, and freeing up—and with this lease we’re freeing up capital to invest in major infrastructure upgrades.


As Councillors would be aware, our bus fleet is now 100% air conditioned and wheelchair accessible, and we are going through an ongoing process of renewing and upgrading that bus fleet as well through our current arrangement which involves the buses being assembled right here at Eagle Farm in a joint arrangement with Volgren. 


Item C on the agenda is the major amendment to Brisbane City Plan, package E. As the Chamber is no doubt aware, it is through amendments to City Plan that Council ensures planning decisions continue to be updated to reflect community expectations. In this particular case, Council undertook public consultation on the proposed amendment package E from 5 March to 12 April 2019. The proposed amendment includes changes across a range of citywide provisions, including facilitating car share arrangements, changes to waterway corridors, changes to zoning, overlay mapping, major transport infrastructure, subdivision and multiple dwellings to name a few. Council received 37 submissions, of which—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

166/2019-20
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 Kate RICHARDS.
Chair:
Please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Council received 37 submissions during the public consultation period, of which 36 were properly made. They have been given full consideration in the context of these amendments. Some changes were made as a result of this public input. However, the changes have not made the amendment significantly different to the version taken to public consultation, which means we can now progress to the next step without going back to square one again.


Many submissions were in support of the proposed changes, and with the endorsement of the Chamber a summary of matters considered from public consultation will be sent to the Queensland Government who will also undertake a final State interest check. Once the Queensland Government is finished with that process, it will come back to the Chamber for final approval, including adoption and gazettal. 


Item D is the resumption of land for road purposes at 610 Miles Platting Road, Rochedale. This is obviously to help facilitate infrastructure upgrades in the growing area of Rochedale. This is one of many properties that we have acquired to help facilitate infrastructure and road upgrades. It’s not only about the road upgrades, it’s also about the footpath and bikeway upgrades and drainage upgrades that come with those important works. So we’re getting on with the job of making sure we upgrade the Rochedale road network to help facilitate all the growth that’s going on in the area.


The subject property is 3,045 metres square. Council only requires 210 metres of land at the frontage of the property to accommodate those upgrades. The road network obviously is progressively being upgraded, and this is one of the last sections along that section of Miles Platting Road that need to be purchased and upgraded.


Moving forward to item E, the report of Council’s contracts for July 2019—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I draw your attention to item E on the report before us today and the addendum marked Commercial in Confidence information. There are two addendums. Clause A relates to the ferry item in item A, and item E, addendum Clause E on page 2 is the entirety of the contracts and tendering report. There’s no indication in the addendum which aspects of that report are actually redacted. You can see a similar sentence in Clause A which is not included in Clause B. 


Now, I did raise this with the CEO’s office earlier today, and they think there’s been a mistake. But, there is one tiny section of the contracts and tendering report which is related to contract 8, and there’s a figure in contract 8 on page 4. 

So, Mr Chairman, my question is: you are responsible for ensuring which information is commercial in confidence and which is not. Will you please confirm for the Chamber now that the rest of the information in the contract report is not commercial in confidence as provided in the Council papers before us?

Chair:
So, Councillors, what Councillor JOHNSTON has identified is that, what you see—page 1, addendum Clause A—there is a line that says the details shown in bold, underlined and highlighted yellow in this document are commercial in confidence. That should appear on both pages 1 and 2. I’ve been advised that that was done in error. However, the entirety of the document, wherever you see an item highlighted, or bold and underlined—I appreciate not everybody has colour—bold and underlined, that is commercial in confidence, the entirety of this addendum for items A and E. Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

LORD MAYOR, would you care to continue please.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Just in relation to item E, the contracts and tendering report, obviously there’s been the usual information that’s provided, but one thing I wanted to update the Chamber on is the progress we’ve been making to ensure that local companies get a good share of Council contracts when it comes to our procurement. 


For the month of July, I can report that, following my announcement to have a target of 80% of contracts going to local South East Queensland businesses, we achieved in July 89% of contracts going to local South East Queensland businesses and Brisbane businesses. So that’s good to see, and we obviously want to continue that run in terms of supporting local businesses. We think it is really important.


We also acknowledge that, just because a business may be slightly outside the City of Brisbane, it might be nearby in Redlands or it might be in Logan or it might be in Moreton, that there are also benefits for Brisbane in procuring in South East Queensland, because workers move across city boundaries and the benefits flow across city boundaries as well. So, having that outcome of 89% of contracts going to local South East Queensland businesses is a great outcome, and we’ll continue working to make sure we help prioritise local business and support local business through our procurement processes.


Mr Chair, I think that’s the last item—oh, no, we’ve got item F. Item F, which is the changes to the Suburban Enhancement Fund criteria and guidelines. Obviously this particular item was all about making sure that Councillors, when they’re working with communities and Council officers to identify priority projects, they have a bit more flexibility to deliver the type of projects they would like to see delivered in their wards. So we’ve certainly delivered a bit more flexibility than Councillors have seen in the past. 


Originally this fund was all about footpaths, and then it was expanded to parks, and now we’ve expanded it even further with these guidelines, so that it is truly a Suburban Enhancement Fund. I think that’s a good outcome. So each Councillor gets an allocation of $562,000 where they can work, as I said, with the community and with Council officers to help identify priority projects which they can then tap into this fund for going forward, which helps them deliver real benefits and important projects in their local communities. So I look forward to seeing the support of all Councillors for this particular item.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thanks, Chair. In relation to the E&C report, item A, we have some concerns about this contract. We’ve seen the current operators, Transdev, in conjunction apparently with Councillor ADAMS, engaging in some dreadful behaviour, namely installing cameras into lunchrooms of employees, and this is really sinister big brother behaviour in my opinion. It should have no place in a modern workforce and—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
The Councillor is imputing motive. This has been clarified.

Chair:
Yes, that’s right. 

Please Councillor CUMMING, please limit your comments around that particular matter. 

Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Well, she couldn’t make up her mind whether—she first said staff had requested it, and then said Transdev has. I’m still not sure which one she says now, but anyhow. Yes, and it’s a grave concern when the Council prides itself as being a good employer as well. Now, I understand due to pressure—industrial pressure brought on by the Maritime Union and their workforce—Transdev have now removed the cameras. Hopefully that sort of thing won’t happen again. 

The other issue which needs to be taken into account when considering any tender for the current operator is the standard of maintenance on the Council ferry facilities. The recent E&C report showed that there was a saving of $5,214,000 under the category of provide ferry services and maintenance. This was sort of boasted about, but our understanding is that there are considerable maintenance issues with some of the ferry terminals, and that money should have been spent in keeping the maintenance up to date. Instead, it’s been allowed to deteriorate, and there’s risks of safety in due course, either damage to vessels or other problems as well.


Now, Transdev I believe also is a foreign multinational, and it repatriates its profit out of Australia as well. So there’s a number of reasons why I guess we’d like to see someone else get this contract, but we’ll see what Council comes up with. The other matter we’d like to see considered is for Council to take over the contract. Council runs the bus service in Brisbane, and we can’t see why Council couldn’t tender for the operation of the ferry services. We call upon the Administration to include this as an option.


We’re also concerned about the summary of key risks associated with this procurement. Five of the eight procurement risks have a risk rating as high, so we’ll continue to keep this plan under close scrutiny until the matter has been finalised.


I now turn to Clause D, the resumption of the land for road purposes at 610 Miles Platting Road, Rochedale. We accept that, given the level of development occurring in this suburb, an upgrade to the road network is required, and that the 210 metres being resumed needs to be resumed. 


In relation to item E, the contracts and tendering, forgive me for being a bit parochial with this one, but item 5 is a very important project for the Wynnum Manly Ward, a new skateboard facility, funded by two years of savings from the Footpath and Parks Trust Fund as it was at the time. I notice $450,000 has been allocated for the successful tenderer, but the statement that I have in my office reveals that there was $805,000 available, and which I was told by Council staff was a reasonable amount. So I’m concerned that we’re going to get a high quality facility, because the money was available to spend more than what the contractor has come up with. 


The other thing about the contractor is that they didn’t have the highest VFM; they were the second highest, and they weren’t the cheapest either, but again staff have told me they’re a group that have done a number of projects around Brisbane, and they’re considered a very high quality contractor, and hopefully that will be the case as well.


I’ve also been told that the project would be finished before the Christmas school holidays and all the kids I’ve told, they got really very happy that that’s going to be the case, but according to the document here we have, it’s going to be a 26‑week contract from 15 July, which would take it through to late January. So hopefully again the staff are correct in that regard.


In relation to contract 8, it’s the e-Scooter contract, and we’re concerned about the level of secrecy in relation to this contract. This is—sure, look, it’s a new thing, it’s a high-tech, you know, modern style thing, but why is it so secretive? Why is it such a matter that needs to be hidden from public gaze as to how much is being spent on these contracts? I’ve got some real concerns about that. Also, one of the tenderers was very lucky to be successful with their tender as well. You know, people should have had the right to—the public should know what the dollar amounts involved; the public should know what’s involved, and it shouldn’t be concealed from them.


In relation to item F, the Suburban Enhancement Fund Policy and associated delegations, well, this takes over from the Ward Footpaths and Parks Trust Fund. We’re a bit wary of this policy. We’ve seen in recent times how policies can be abused if the wording is vague and imprecise. We’ve seen this with obviously the notorious bushland acquisition purchase at Mt Gravatt East. We’ve also seen the problems that have arisen in this place with Cabcharges used by Councillor OWEN. So it’s my view Council should be providing more detail than less with policies on expenditure of ratepayers’ money to ensure that the possibility of abuse is minimised. I really don’t think this policy achieves that. 


In fact, it’s a two-page document, and under the heading, Application of funds, there is a whole four and half lines that say the following: ‘The annual amount allocated to each ward under the fund may be expended on physical works for improvements of parks, active transport infrastructure, assets within the road reserve or community facility infrastructure on Council-managed land within the ward, et cetera, and wards across the river.’ That is not a lot of detail. That is not a lot of detail.


There’s no definitions supplied, so people are—Councillors are aware what exactly is involved, and I’ve got some real concerns about it. I feel that a list of possible expenditure could have been provided and it could have been stated that it wasn’t a comprehensive list so that there was more guidance given to Councillors in deciding how the money should be spent rather than—what will happen with this very broad definition is that there’ll be a lot of discretion which will probably end up in the—have to be exercised by the CEO and by the committee, so it’s going to be very vague, I believe.


The other think that I think would have been of some benefit—or would be of some benefit when the matter proceeds, as a policy matter, is to publicise what has been approved by Council so that everyone knows what way in which the interpretation of the new policy is heading. So I think that would be a worthwhile thing as well.


My other concern is—I hate to be cynical—I know that the current Administration could be using a widening of what the fund can be spent for as an excuse for not financing items in the general Council budget. I give an example of a constituent who heard the LORD MAYOR SCHRINNER saying around budget time that Council would be funding footpaths near schools. Now, when the constituent wrote to the LORD MAYOR asking for a particular footpath to be funded, the LORD MAYOR’s response was: contact your local Councillor to seek funding for the footpath. So the LORD MAYOR announced a so-called policy, and then Councillors are expected to fund it. Now, that’s rubbish, Madam Chair. That’s not—sorry, Mr Chair—that’s no way to run things around the city.


I made it clear to the constituent I’ll not be funding the LORD MAYOR’s thought bubbles. Footpaths close to schools have always had priority, but it’s not the LORD MAYOR’s place to announce it unless he’s going to fund it. So I’d ask the LORD MAYOR to make sure he does that. But, with a bit of luck, he won’t have another budget to bring down.


Finally, we would prefer to see the expenditure for parks delegations as $100,000 which is in the E&C report. All the other areas—

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, your time has expired.
167/2019-20

At that point, Councillor Peter CUMMING was granted an extension of time on the motion of Councillor Jared CASSIDY, seconded by Councillor Charles STRUNK.
Chair:
Please continue.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you. All the other delegations are $100,000, so where expenditure does not exceed $100,000, it’s the CEO as the delegate, and where the expenditure is in excess of $100,000, then it’s the relevant committee. So we can’t see why the parks expenditure should be any different to any of the other areas of expenditure. You don’t get a lot for $100,000 of parks improvements, and we just think they should be treated the same as everyone else. So that’s the first section of the column, section 242 of the column of table 1 would be amended to $100,000.

MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO CLAUSE F – AP250 SUBURBAN ENHANCEMENT FUND POLICY AND ASSOCIATED DELEGATIONS:
	168/2019-20

It was moved by Councillor Peter CUMMING, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, that Clause F – AP250 SUBURBAN ENHANCEMENT FUND POLICY AND ASSOCIATED DELEGATIONS, of the report be amended as follows:

(i)
on page 24 of the E&C report where there is reference to $50,000 at the first two boxes on that column, table 1, in each case make it $100,000.



Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CUMMING:
No, I understand this will be supported, thank you. Thank you for that.

Chair:
I was going to invite you to speak to the amendment.

Councillor CUMMING:
Oh yes, I will, sorry. I’m assuming—yes. Look, as I said, I just explained with my speech generally that $100,000, it’s been used for all the other expenditure levels and it should be used for parks as well. As I said, $100,000 is reasonable and not an excessive amount for any expenditure of funds on park improvements.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I’ve got some issues with respect to the amendment before us today. I have no problem with consistency in the levels of expenditure, and I’ve got no idea why the LORD MAYOR has no confidence in Councillor Fiona HAMMOND to reduce the amount of expenditure that she is allowed to authorise through the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee. Perhaps he can put on the record why that Committee, of which I am a member, does not have the same level of authorisation to approve contracts as other committees. That doesn’t seem fair or correct to me. 


Secondly, I don’t know if it’s another typo in the Council papers today, but if the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, the Public and—what’s the other one that’s on there, the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee can authorise $100,000 of expenditure, why can’t the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee. Now, Councillor HAMMOND, I know that question must be on your lips. I’m happy to put it into the public sphere and ask the LORD MAYOR. I presume it’s a typo. For consistency, I think they should all be the same.

Chair:
All right, do I have any speakers against? 

All right, further speakers in general? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Just really quickly to thank both sides of the Chamber for a common sense amendment which I think will speed up the process of approving projects and acknowledges that Councillors can use common sense when making decisions about local projects in their area.

Chair:
Further speakers?


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, just briefly, we’re more than happy to support these changes. We are happy to support them being the same across the board. Simply, these were the limits that we were going in with from the previous arrangements. That’s why they are in the papers, but there are some good reasons to reconsider that, and given we’ve got across the board support, why not.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CUMMING, right of reply.

Councillor CUMMING:
No.

Amendment put:

The Chair put the motion for the amendment to Clause F of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee to the Chamber resulting in it being declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
We will now return to the substantial papers before us. 

Are there any further speakers? 

Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thanks, Chair. I rise to speak on item C, the major amendment to City Plan, package E.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Councillor MACKAY’s microphone is not on.

Chair:
Councillor MACKAY, please adjust that.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, that’s very kind. I rise to speak to item C, major amendment to City Plan, package E, specifically the incentivisation of car sharing. I just want to explain why car sharing is so important. It is a model of car rental where people rent cars for short periods often by the hour. This mode of transport mainly appeals to customers who only need to make occasional use of a vehicle such as inner-city residents, tourists and university students as well as others who would like occasional access to a vehicle of a different type, other than day-to-day use.


This is a great example, Chair, of this Administration planning for the future, because in a blink of an eye, we’re likely to get self-driving cars. But for now, let’s talk about what we do have. We have, in the short term, keyless cars, rented in hourly increments with around the clock access with no staffing requirement. Why is that important? Well, let’s explain the concept of ‘just enough car’. Now, this means that vehicle sharing services help give access to just enough car, and they help to reduce car ownership and the pressure on parking spaces, Chair, and that’s good for household budgets and good for Brisbane.


If you can mostly get around by foot, bike and public transport, you might not choose to buy a car. But what happens when you would like to go to, let’s say, IKEA, or go on a picnic, and you need access to a car. Well, that’s why we’ve seen the rise of car sharing, Chair, cars you can hire near your home, or at your home; perfect for those who don’t need a whole car, just enough car.


Car sharing services give people the flexibility so they can sell their car or decide not to buy one or two. In turn it frees up parking spaces, and what does that do? That helps congestion. The Brisbane Parking Taskforce recognised the growing popularity of car share schemes around the world, with membership expected to grow to 12 million by 2020. A change has been made to the car share definition in the Transport, Access, Parking and Servicing Planning Scheme Policy to make it clear that car share spaces are to be for the exclusive use of residents in multiple dwelling and rooming accommodation developments.


Why did this amendment come about, and why is it so important? Well, vehicle car sharing, vehicle sharing or car sharing, has been shown to reduce household vehicle ownership rates. International experience, Chair, says that 17% of car share members sold their cars because they were no longer needed. If they don’t go entirely carless, they often sell their second car, which is often much less used. That means parking demand was decreased because there were fewer cars in reach residence. Vehicle miles travelled were reduced by, staggeringly, 29,000 kilometres a year according to a masters’ thesis from UCLA (University of California, Los Angeles). I’m not sure how reliable that is, but it’s the best I could find.


Accordingly, greenhouse gas emissions were reduced because, generally speaking, car share drivers do fewer kilometres. Now, car share companies will tell us that there are challenges, and that includes vandalising of on-street vehicles and dedicated car spaces. This amendment, Chair, helps both of those challenges. Recommendation 14 of the Brisbane Parking Taskforce: Citywide On-street Parking Review Report and Recommendations proposed that Council actively incentivise the expansion of car sharing schemes in Brisbane within new developments.


Chair, there’s a car scare—car share scheme—getting it all mixed up, there, Chair; I apologise—in my area, and I am a member. It is a very handy short‑term solution when you need a car. But let’s talk about the benefits for new developments. The benefit for multiple dwellings and rooming accommodation in the core area of Brisbane is that car share spaces are not included in the maximum, so they are not limited in providing car share spaces. The benefit for multiple dwellings and rooming accommodation in the non-core area of Brisbane is that car share spaces are included in the minimum. So car share spaces can be included in the spaces that they need to provide.


Now, the intent of the proposed car share amendments is for the body corporate to retain control of car share spaces in multiple dwelling or rooming accommodation developments. However, this will not limit or restrict a body corporate’s ability to engage a third party to manage the daily operation and maintenance of a car share vehicle or fleet. 


So, to sum up, the major benefit of car share is that it provides a value for money alternative to car ownership for residents who need a car infrequently. By reducing car ownership, this provides benefits to the community. These benefits include decreased congestion, reduced emissions, less urban space required for parking, increased use of public and active transport options, and less congestion on our roads. Chair, LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER and his Administration is committed to building the infrastructure we need and protecting our lifestyle. 


So get on board. I urge Councillors, like Councillor SRI, who love this kind of thing to get on board, and this amendment will assist in reducing congestion, increase transport type sharing, reduce on-street parking pressure, and prepare Brisbane for a new tomorrow.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Anyone at all?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak on—oh, I’ll say all of them, but I don’t think I’ll get to all of them today. But I would like to start with item F, the Suburban Enhancement Fund Policy and associated delegations. I note the LORD MAYOR didn’t answer my rhetorical question earlier about why the parks committee got less, and I hope he—well, he actually can’t sum up, so I guess I’ll just speculate. 


I’m glad that the amendment has been agreed by all parties, but I would just say that next time we have to make sure that there is fairness across the committees in how they operate and how they work. No committee should be getting more delegated powers than another committee on the same issue. I just draw the LORD MAYOR’s attention to that so it doesn’t happen again in the future.


Now, with respect to this fund, I have real concerns about how it is going to operate in practice. What we know now is that there used to be a ward parks trust fund. Those funds are infrastructure charges from developments in your local area, a percentage of those were put into your ward parks trust fund so that, where development was happening, those areas got funds to reinvest back into the community. 


Now, Campbell Newman stopped that back in 2009, and those funds now go into the consolidated revenue, so to speak, of Council. So they go into the big budget; they wash around and they overwhelmingly end up in LNP areas. So we’re not seeing the outcome of the infrastructure charges invested in particular areas associated with major development being invested back in those areas in a similar way.


So, then there was a different fund set up called the Ward Parks and Footpaths Trust Fund. That trust fund started off with a certain amount of money in it, and it has to be used now for parks and footpaths. Now, the problem with that is that some Councillors are more equal than other Councillors, because yes—and the LORD MAYOR does this—and when I tell my residents about it, they’re shocked. After they get his letter saying, oh, each Councillor gets exactly the same amount, and then I write out to them and give them the pages out of the budget where all the LNP wards get huge capital spends for their parks and footpaths, my residents are very surprised.


So the problem that we have with the way in which Council funds are allocated, which has always been the problem, is, yes, all Councillors get the same amount in the Parks Trust Fund or as now called the Suburban Enhancement Fund. However, this LNP pork barrels in its own wards, using capital spend from the budget, to invest in their own areas at the expense of others. My ward is one of those, where we are neglected year after year by this Administration. 


Now, this year we actually have two parks projects. The first time in, I think, 2010 was the last time I had a parks project allocated in the budget, and I’m not including Ken Fletcher because that was a different deal. That was an off-market deal done between the developer and Council. But in 2010, I got $100,000 for a small playground upgrade at Corinda. This year in the budget, that’s 2019-20 for those playing along, we got $108,000 in the budget for—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Just the relevance to the enhancement fund. This is about the budget.

Chair:
Yes, please, Councillor JOHNSTON, ensure that your comments are relevant to the matter at hand, item F.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, and I’m elaborating on my point that these funds are not being distributed fairly, Mr Chairman. I just want to make the point that there is a problem with the way in which—

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
She’s making a point different to this. These funds are being allocated fairly, equally amongst all Councillors.

Chair:
That’s right. So the funds are uniform across all Council wards. I have allowed a fair deal of latitude. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, please take a moment to conclude the point you’re making and make the point you wish to—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
And my point—

Chair:
—in a timely manner.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you—and my point is, Mr Chair, that this year I have got a little bit of money from the capital budget but for the past 10 years I have not. I have had to make do with the annual allocation, the minimum amount that every Councillor gets, and then most other Councillors get hundreds of thousands of dollars—some Councillors get millions of dollars—on top of that. That is not a fair way to run the city. 


And the LORD MAYOR—and we heard Councillor CUMMING mention this as well—the LORD MAYOR tries to bamboozle residents when he writes out to them and says they all get the same amount of money. That’s fundamentally untrue.


So my concern with the way in which this has been set up is again Councillors are going to have to do much more with less. We’re now going to be expected to fund a whole range of projects under this funding with less money. We’re not going to get extra money in the capital; we’re not going to get extra money to deliver these projects. We will have to fund more projects and different types of projects out of this Suburban Enhancement Fund.


Now, the problem with that is—and this is a real problem that my officers are telling me about, so it must be the same for everyone—for example, Council is taking 25% of our funds as overheads. Now, that is how much—when the LORD MAYOR stood up here and said there was $560,000 available for Councillors to use in their wards, that is fundamentally untrue. $140,000 of this is corporate overheads. It is absolutely cut from our budgets. It is not available for us to spend, and it is a huge problem. 


Councillor HAMMOND, shake your head all you want, my officers—I’ve questioned them. They’ve given me an example: $108,000, we only have $83,000 to spend on the actual parks project. So there is a real problem in the way the funds are being administered, number one. Why is it that Council officers, whose salaries are being funded under core revenue, are also recouping costs back through this fund which is for the purpose of expenditure on parks, playgrounds and now every other thing under the sun that you want to jam into this fund. So that is a real problem.


Two: now we’re going to have more areas where this LORD MAYOR is going to stand up and tell residents that all Councillors get the same. It’s not true. Then the LORD MAYOR goes and pork barrels in all these other areas in the budget; that is an unfair way of running how the city allocates funds. 


So, when Councillor ADAMS wrote to us about this a few months ago, I thought maybe yes, there’ll be a policy that comes out for draft for us to review, and that all Councillors might get a say in what the new policy might be, that perhaps this is new consultative LORD MAYOR who wants to engage with us in a positive way—no. We get, what, three lines in an E&C report where we’re being told what the outcome is. That’s how this LNP Administration runs this city.


We were asked for our ideas and feedback. We haven’t had a response. I don’t know if any other Councillor got a response from Councillor ADAMS, but we didn’t get a response. We weren’t given a draft policy to review and discuss to make sure it would work for all Councillors. We’re being told the outcome here today in E&C. 


So my concerns are as follows: one, this Administration is not effectively spending this money. Too much is going into corporate overheads. That is unaccountable and not being invested wisely for the purpose of footpaths, park and other improvements in our city. Two: this LORD MAYOR pork barrels in LNP wards and provides additional funding to some Councillors well in excess of the minimum that all Councillors get, and that is an unfair way to run the administration of funding in this city. 


Three: the way in which this process has been undertaken, without proper consultation with residents, I don’t think has been reasonable, given this is a fund that all of us use, all of us have to deal with residents on, and we would have got a better outcome about this if we were engaged and we were engaged in a proper consultative process. That has not happened, but that is just the way this Council rolls.


Now, very briefly with respect to some of the other items on the agenda, I am extremely concerned about the redaction of the amount of funding for the scooter program in item E in the contracts and tendering report. It’s an eye‑watering figure. There’s no reason for it to be hidden. I don’t understand why a figure like that is commercial in confidence. It’s a significant issue. I don’t even know that we’re allowed to say—it’s quite an unusual description of the funds. 


I don’t know if in some way we’ve perhaps taken an investment stake in these businesses, but I am extremely concerned about the way this is described and the fact that the total amount of money has been redacted and is not available for public consultation and discussion and debate in this place. 


I also am concerned about the ferry project, the procurement project that is put forward before us today. Again, we’re redacting almost all of the criteria except one. So, if all the criteria are commercial in confidence, why is one not? So this is what I don’t understand. There are one, two, three, four, five, six weighted evaluation criteria; five of those—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired. 

Further speakers?


Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair, I rise to talk to item E and in particular item 2 of attachment A, our Smoother Suburban Streets external asphalt resurfacing construction, package 5. Chair, as you know, this Administration is committed to getting residents home quicker and safer, and this contract was awarded to Fulton Hogan to deliver resurfacing works as part of this Administration’s historic $360 million Smoother Suburban Streets program.
At that time, 3.46pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair. 


This is the largest resurfacing investment in the history of this city, and I would like to thank our officers for their incredible hard work in delivering this historic investment, not only on time but ahead of schedule. I am pleased to report that we have already delivered over 1,700 streets, far ahead of our schedule.

We have in Brisbane an incredible team of dedicated officers who are delivering for the residents of Brisbane, as I said, far ahead of schedule, and that is why the budget was brought forward in previous years to keep up with the pace of our hard-working officers. So the $360 million commitment remains, and this year’s budget means that, over the course of this term, we have invested $360 million in delivering 2,000 newly resurfaced streets for the residents of Brisbane. 


Shame on those opposite who try to disparage the work of our hard-working officers, and could I once again put on record my thanks to the incredibly hard‑working team out there that is ensuring that we get home quicker and safer. Thank you.
Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor HOWARD.


Any further debate? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair, I rise to speak really briefly on item E and item F. Just also on the e-Scooter contract figure, I’m not even sure—I guess the journalists don’t get access to this, either, but it’s a very low figure—I’ll say that much. I think the amount of money that Council is getting for those e-Scooters is way too low. I—hang one, we’re not paying them, right? Just to clarify. No, no, they’re paying us. Even though the figure is way, way—I know I was freaking out for a second there, but even so, the figure is way too low. 


You consider the amount of value that these companies are extracting from being able to operate in the city, the fact that they’ve got exclusive—there’s actually two monopolies—or a duopoly over the city. That’s worth a heck of a lot of money. These companies will be monetising their presence in the city through a range of mechanisms above and beyond the core service of delivering the e-Scooters themselves. 


They’ll be able to monetise the data that’s collected from the e-Scooter services; they’ll be able to monetise the trip data but also the contact data. So they’re going to make not just millions but tens of millions of dollars out of using our city’s footpaths and pathways, yet the figure that they are contributing back towards Council revenue via this permit is very, very low. I think the residents of Brisbane are being grossly short-changed. I’m really surprised that we didn’t negotiate more assertively and get more money out of these companies. 


I am particularly frustrated because these companies are going to benefit a lot from the infrastructure that Council is building in terms of bike lanes and footpath upgrades. So Council spends millions and millions of dollars on bikeway projects and footpath projects, and these scooter companies get the benefit of those projects to a far greater degree than ordinary residents. Yes, all residents are going to benefit from footpath and bike lane upgrades, but these scooter companies get a significantly larger overall benefit. Yet they are contributing very, very little towards the cost of that infrastructure that they’ll be using. 


I think this is a really significant concern for me, because we’re going to see more and more of these e-Scooters; we’re going to see more and more use of these e-Scooters on our roads and paths, and they’re going to have a more significant impact on our footpaths and bike lanes, so it stands to reason that those companies should be contributing their fair share towards widening of footpaths or towards upgrading footpaths or towards introducing new bike lanes. 


If a company is making money from Council infrastructure, it should be contributing back towards the cost of that infrastructure. Based on the figure that’s been produced here in the commercial in confidence documents, I have no confidence that that’s what’s going on here. 


Just turning really briefly to item F, I assume that the Mayor’s not going to be able to wrap up, is that correct, because—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
No, he’s speaking to the amendment, so I don’t think he’ll be able to wrap up, but hopefully Councillor ADAMS, as DEPUTY MAYOR, will be able to respond to this. I just wanted to clarify—I’m obviously quite pleased that the policy regarding the Suburban Enhancement Fund has been amended, and I’m grateful that the Administration’s been listening to Councillors and the concerns we’ve been raising about that. 


I just wanted to clarify—and I hope the DEPUTY MAYOR will be able to respond to this directly. The policy refers to being able to spend money on active transport improvements and on project within the road reserve. So does that mean that this money could potentially be used for bike lanes, and does that mean the money could potentially be used for zebra crossings? I just wanted to get a very clear answer from that. 


If that is the case, where there’s a situation where, for example, the transport team feels that a particular project is not a high priority, but the local Councillor feels that it is a priority, if the local Councillor wants to spend the money on it, then presumably they should be able to do so unless there’s some strong engineering reason not to do so. So hopefully the DEPUTY MAYOR will just be able to clarify and confirm that, and I’d be very grateful for that.

 
It probably won’t surprise anyone to learn that I have strong concerns about some of the City Plan amendments and the items listed in items C and D, et cetera, and in general obviously very concerned about the outsourcing of the ferry contracts to private companies. I think that’s something that would be better off if we tried to do in-house and just those ferry operators were directly employed by Council. We own the vessels, we own the whole service; therefore we would have a lot more direct control and accountability. So I certainly don’t support outsourcing of that core Council business.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor SRI. 

Further debate—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, sorry. 

Deputy Chair:
Point of order; Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m sorry, I just forgot to do this in my debate. I’d like item C taken seriatim for debating purposes, and I’d like—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Sorry, for voting purposes, I apologise; and I’d like item 8 in E taken seriatim for voting purposes.

Deputy Chair:
Sorry, Councillor JOHNSTON, it’s item C for voting purposes only, item E—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Item E—no, contract 8, I’d like taken seriatim please.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you. 
Seriatim – Clauses C and E 
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause C, MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – MAJOR AMENDMENT PACKAGE E; and Clause E, CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JULY 2019, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Deputy Chair:
Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. I just rise to talk on items C, D and I’m just going to touch on item F very, very quickly, and I’ll leave the substantive debate to Councillor HAMMOND. But this creative reinventing of planning history in the City of Brisbane by Councillors. So, the Integrated Planning Act had provisions—that’s a State Government planning document—the Integrated Planning Act had provisions about how infrastructure charges were collected and distributed. 


They set up this mechanism, the State Government, not Council—the State Government through their Planning Act set this mechanism where a component of the charges collected for an individual development would be put aside for park purposes inside that local area of the Council area. That was then changed by the Bligh Government when they brought in the Sustainable Planning Act. It wasn’t this thing apparently that Campbell Newman did; it was a change by the State Government to the State Planning Act, not a change by Brisbane City Council to the planning scheme.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
Of course, again, even since the Sustainable Planning Act—

Deputy Chair:
One moment please, Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
—all three of these planning acts—

Deputy Chair:
I remind Councillors that we will hear the debate in silence please, thank you. 

Thank you, continue Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
As I was saying, Mr Acting Chair, even since the Integrated Planning Act and then the Sustainable Planning Act, we now also have the Planning Act which is the third planning act that has been in place since I’ve been a Councillor in this place, Mr Chair. So you just need to be very careful with some of that history and understand who actually did the changes, rather than listening to some of the verbose debate that comes from people in this place.


Just turning to item C, which is a major amendment, Mr Chairman, this has been to the Council Chamber before. I was interested in Councillor SRI’s comments where he said that he’s got a lot of concerns with some of the parts of this particular document. I’m just wondering, Mr Chairman, whether it’s the updating to the Dwelling house character overlay, the update to the Significant landscape tree overlay, the update to the Traditional building character overlay, the Transport air quality corridor overlay, the Waterway corridor overlay, it might be the general Waterway corridor overlay where we’re encouraging better design outcomes and protecting riparian vegetation that he has a problem with. 


It might be the protections that we’re putting in place through this planning amendment for The Triffid, a live music venue in the city, Mr Chairman, that he has a problem with. It might be the changes in the policy position inside the planning scheme to strengthen and clarify some of the existing provisions around multiple unit dwellings that he has a problem with, Mr Chairman.


It might be the way that we’re also making sure that the structural integrity of the Clem Jones and the Legacy Way tunnels are being considered as part of developments that are being done near those two major pieces of transport infrastructure that he has a challenge with, Mr Chairman. Or it may be the clearer direction that we’re providing and improvements to the framework for industrial zone precincts across the city that he has a problem with. 


Or it may be the real kicker, Mr Chairman; maybe Councillor SRI has a problem with the car share provisions that are in this document before us, because all of those things, which is what is in this item before us, are all very good, very sound changes to the City Plan that we have gone out to public consultation for. We had 30-odd submissions, 36 properly made submissions, Mr Chairman, when we went out between 5 March and 12 April. We have taken on board the feedback. There is a lot of important things that we are doing as part of this major amendment package, Mr Chairman. 


We are providing the protection to The Triffid as a live music venue in our city, similar to the provisions that protect other parts of the Valley, Mr Chair. That is a good outcome. That means that the live music scene is being helped, being supported in our city, Mr Chairman. I would have thought people on both sides of the Chamber would have been supporting those particular provisions.


When it comes to car share, I would have thought this would also have a bipartisan support, Mr Chairman, because this is the way of the future. This is facilitating and supporting less car usage in the city, and making sure that we have provisions that meet the expectations of the community. It was a clear piece of feedback out of Brisbane’s Future Blueprint. 


The residents of this city, where they were engaged, and we know the Labor Party didn’t like us going out and actually having a real conversation with people about planning in the city, where we went out and we asked people for their views. We asked for their feedback. We asked for their ideas—15,000 of them, Mr Chairman, and we’ve been—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
Well, see again—Councillor CUMMING can’t help himself, Mr Chair. He just goes video games, that’s all, video games, that’s all Councillor CUMMING thought Plan your Brisbane was about. So this is the stark contrast: real engagement, listening to the residents of Brisbane on this side of the Chamber, and flippant sarcastic comments from the Labor Party when it comes to development and engaging with residents on the other side of the Chamber, and the stark choice can’t be more so, Mr Chairman, for the people of Brisbane going forward.


So things like car share schemes, things like rooftop gardens, things like delivering more parks, delivering more to see and do across the city is what this Administration is getting on with and delivering. Getting you home safer and quicker. We’re getting on and actually actioning the items that the residents of Brisbane wanted us to do. Again, through the provisions that we’ll be installing into City Plan, we facilitate the outcomes to support car share schemes. 


There’s a number of these that already operate in the city, Mr Chairman, and we need to make sure that they’re complying with our City Plan. Our City Plan actually incentivises them; our City Plan actually supports them. Because inner city residents, unlike when the Labor Party did their socialist template of town planning in this city through the 1990s and jammed residents into part of the inner city, provided no transport options, but expected them to have no car parking, we think that people should have a choice. 


So you might not need two cars, Mr Chairman. You might only need one car, but if you do need a second vehicle, you need to have a framework that supports that. A car share scheme being run by the body corporate or being run by a private company on behalf of the body corporate in buildings around the city helps support and facilitate that. It requires less car parking; it requires less demand on our roads and infrastructure, Mr Chairman, but it provides choice and option for people wanting to live in our city. That’s what this Administration is about, Mr Chairman, making sure that the people who want to live in our city, and the people who do, have the options and the choice for the lifestyle that they want to live in this great City of Brisbane. 


I encourage all Councillors to support item C, major amendment E to the City Plan, for all of the good things that are in it, and I don’t know what Councillor SRI was going on about when he said he couldn’t support it because it means he doesn’t support car share schemes and he doesn’t support all of the other items that I listed out at the start of my speech.
Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Deputy Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you. 


Further debate?
Councillor SRI:
I think I speak on the misrepresentation now, don’t I?

Deputy Chair:
Sorry, I couldn’t hear what you said, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I said I claim to be misrepresented, so then you should be inviting me to speak to the misrepresentation.

Deputy Chair:
I’ll invite you to speak to the misrepresentation at this time if you wish.

Councillor SRI:
Yes, sure, that’s how the rules work, yes. So just in response to Councillor BOURKE’s comments, he suggested I wasn’t supporting the car share. Obviously, I am. My concerns with the City Plan amendment process are much more detailed and nuanced than that, and I won’t go into that detail now. 

Deputy Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	169/2019-20

At that time, 4.01pm, 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 4.03pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Deputy Chair:
Further debate?


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item B, the deed of variation to the Westpac Master Lease Rental Facility Agreement. As a result of accounting standard changes, our leased assets are required to be reflected in our assets on the Council’s balance sheet. As we have seen in the financial statements and budget, this has also resulted in an increase in Council’s liabilities. 


Operating leases, as reflected in this agreement, are beneficial to Council as it reduces risk to Council—for example, if technology changes and different types of vehicles are preferred by the community, or alternatively if there were potentially changes to our TransLink contract. Under the current agreement, the operating leases, Council does not have to bear ownership of the vehicles, and obviously that provides Council with a great mechanism to manage risk, but also it provides us with as much flexibility as we could reasonable accept or expect under this type of arrangement.


Under the Westpac lease agreement, Council is provided with new buses for a total period of 18 years, and basically it’s an eight‑plus‑five‑plus‑five arrangement. The change to the operating lease with Westpac is to remove the buyback provision. The rationale for this is that this variation will ensure that all our leased buses are accounted for in the same way under the new lease accounting standards.


Now, Council still has the right to purchase back the buses at the end of the term, but typically they are released at the end of the operating agreement. Council’s bus fleet consists of more than 1,200 buses, and the LORD MAYOR touched upon this a bit earlier. Of those 1,200 buses, 754 are leased through Westpac, and the remaining 305 are leased through CBA. With more than 79 million passengers on buses in Brisbane each year, it is important we have a modern and reliable bus fleet, and obviously our community benefits significantly from this particular fleet.


In order to keep the bus fleet modern, this Administration committed in 2016 to deliver 60 new buses each year, all equipped with low floors, air conditioning and CCTV monitors. Our bus fleet is now 100% air conditioned and wheelchair accessible, providing easy access for all passengers. 


In the last financial year, Council also replaced 55 retired buses with new vehicles that meet the enhanced environmentally friendly vehicle standards. As the LORD MAYOR mentioned, Council will be entering a new bus lease agreement from 1 July 2020, so at this point in time we’re in a transitionary period, but certainly this is a very important agreement for us, and the proposed variation will ensure that we can continue to operate and acquire buses as necessary. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Further debate?


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Acting Chair. I rise to speak on items A, E and F, and answer a few of the questions that have been brought up today. First of all with item A, it’s around the significant contracting plan for ferry infrastructure, operations and maintenance. Let us start first of all by making it clear, this is not a contract, this is not the contract, this is the contracting plan that actually is the process to source a provider to operate our ferry services. As we’ve heard from other Councillors today, Transdev does currently run the service, and they have done so since 2010, but there are no further options to extend this beyond November next year.


We know that our CityCat and our CityHopper services remain highly popular, a very fun way to get around the city as well as a popular way, with over 5 million trips a year. So it is quite a significant contract for Council, and it is very important to the functioning of the city as well. 

We have a total of 30 vessels, 25 ferry terminals which all sit under the remit of this contract, and the successful provider will absolutely need to ensure that these assets are maintained to a high level which includes the cleaning of the terminals as well as the boats as well.


Market research shows that the contract terms are usually around that seven to 15 years’ mark, and that’s what we’ll be looking at for this contract as well. We are opting for the five‑plus‑five‑plus‑five in this one as well, but Councillor CUMMING asked, I hope to make sure they look after the infrastructure. Well, obviously as it is there clearly in the contract plan, condition audits, management, maintenance are all in there.


Disappointed to hear Councillor CUMMING say outright that he doesn’t think Transdev should get it again. We will need to let the Stores Board go through the procedure and the process that we have here before us, but I think it’s interesting to note, if you currently look on TransLink’s user surveys about customer service, the most popular customer service for public transport across trains, buses and ferries are our CityCats and ferries—definitely the most popular customer service. So these tenders are going to be open until the close of business on 20 November. I hope we get a great outcome and some great competition there as well.


With regards to item E, there were some comments around not getting enough money from the successful applicants for our scooters. Scooters are very new in Brisbane City. Obviously, we have produced a lot of infrastructure around pedestrian and bikeways that scooters are going to be able to access as well. They haven’t even been here in Brisbane for a year, and I think it’s important to note for this contract as well, particularly when Councillor SRI says we’re not bleeding them for every cent they have. But, you know, that’s how the Greens run business. They don’t really think about the economic viability of things; it’s just about getting as much money as they can and burning it as fast as they can.
Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
This contract is only for one year. It’s only a one-year contract, and of course then it will come up for a review, renewal, let’s have a look at exactly how it’s gone. I think the biggest thing we need to talk about is safety, and that’s why the two tenderers that were successful in this round was based on safety and what they offered for the pedestrians and the other people around Brisbane. Many, many aspects of that that I’ve spoken to ad nauseam in this Chamber, but of course the financials will come in when we review that in 12 months’ time as well.


Then, of course, the most interesting debate around item F this afternoon on the Suburban Enhancement Fund. We have heard nothing from Councillor JOHNSTON and some of the ALP Councillors over the last year except, let us do more, let us do more; can we do more, can we do more, can we do more with our ward parks trust fund? Can we do more?


Well, here we are today with a policy that actually allows you to do more, and now we hear nothing but whingeing again. The absolute falsehoods we heard from Councillor JOHNSTON around this would mean less capital across the city is blatantly untrue. Every Councillor gets $562,000 to spend across their ward. Corporate overheads have always been an aspect of this—last year, the year before, and so on and so forth and so on. 


This fund is not replacing the ward parks trust fund; it is expanding, and the title is changed to represent that expansion. If you do not want to spend it on anything else other than footpaths or parks, that is your decision, local Councillor. You can continue to only spend it on local footpaths and parks, because as the LORD MAYOR explained, it used to be just footpaths, and then we expanded it to parks when, as we have heard the true change around the infrastructure charges, it became apparent that we were losing the ability for Councillors to have that priority within their wards where they thought it was important. 


So again, the LNP Administration expanded the size of this fund, and still Oliver is sitting over there in the Tennyson Ward saying more, more, more. It’s not how you run a budget. It’s not how you run a city.

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order. I think the LORD MAYOR—the Deputy Lord Mayor should be referring to Councillors by their titles and not giving them nicknames like Oliver or whoever that was.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, can you please wait for the call next time when you make a point of order.

Councillor interjecting.

Deputy Chair:
I noted that. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Sorry, I wasn’t speaking terribly about any particular Councillor in general, but Councillors on that side have stood and spoke today saying they want more, they wanted better, it should be more, we’re not getting enough. It was a general—so that’s why I just did a general comment of Oliver Twist.


But I did ask every Councillor for their feedback on this, and not every Councillor got back to me. But that’s fine, I understand that some Councillors are very happy as they are, and some Councillors actually trust the Administration to make governance decisions in the best interests of the community. We have heard very clearly on this side about what the more is that they want. But what I got in my emails to me and what I hear today seem to be two very, very different things. 


I will thank Councillor CUMMING for his feedback. I did hear today from Councillor CUMMING that we shouldn’t be doing this in some areas because it’s taking over capital works, which is not right, but Councillor CUMMING, I’d like to tick off what you came to me in your consultation and said I had decreased that playground equipment, public artwork, lights for sporting clubs who lease commercial land. Tick, tick, and tick, Councillor CUMMING. I think you got everything that you requested.


The Councillor for Tennyson, do you need a wider range of projects and parks and footpaths? Yes I do. Is that new infrastructure, for example, zebra crossings or refuge under the fund we can get done? Yes, I do, because that would be great, as Council has refused blah, blah, blah, blah, blah. But that would be great. Guess what, Councillor JOHNSTON: tick, tick and tick.


And to Councillor SRI’s answer, yes, absolutely. It is there very clear in the application of funds 1.1 Physical works—physical, okay, infrastructure works, improvements, parks, active transport infrastructure, assets within the road reserve, or community facility infrastructure on Council managed land. Then we still have that ability that, if it’s one of your sporting clubs and it crosses boundaries, you can talk to your local Councillor next door and see if you can share the cost or pay for it even if it’s in their ward.
At that time, 4.33pm, the Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, resumed the Chair. 


But this is about expanding and enhancing the opportunities for our communities with a Councillor priority. Again, to Councillor SRI’s answer, it is about Councillors being able to prioritise their half a million dollars to what they think is important in their ward. But, please take note, particularly when you look at some of the finer details in the policy, that obviously it does not, as you mention, override engineering around particularly in road reserve. 


My experience over the last 10 years, particularly when we’re talking about zebra crossings, that we don’t do zebra crossings anymore because cars don’t stop. So it’s why I’m hesitant to say yes you can do zebra crossings, but pedestrian refuges, places where you’re breaking up the cross across the road, but pedestrian crossing points, T-splitters, again it’s only half a million dollars. Some of that will be more than that, but that is now the Councillor’s decision, if that is their priority, over maybe they’re getting to the point where their parks have all been done, or in my case, some people just don’t want footpaths, and you’re looking for other opportunities to enhance that. 


So this is enhancing our ward parks trust fund with a new Suburban Enhancement Fund Policy, and I am very proud to support it to the Chambers.  

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Anyone at all? 

There being none. The LORD MAYOR is not here at the moment, so we—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Right, of course. All right. 

So now we’ll put items A, B, D and F.

Clauses A, B, D and F put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A, B, D and F of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
On item C.
Clause C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause C of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Peter CUMMING and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 20 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

NOES: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
ABSTENTIONS: 3 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Charles STRUNK.
Chair:
Councillors, in regard to item E.
Clause E put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause E 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.

A
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR FERRY AND FERRY INFRASTRUCTURE OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE SERVICES


165/830/179/692 and 165/830/179/629
170/2019-20

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 6 August 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 word [Commercial-in-Confidence].


Purpose

5.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan for Ferry and Ferry Infrastructure Operations and Maintenance Services, for a term of up to 15 years.


Background/business case

6.
The current contract for the provision of ferry and ferry infrastructure operations and maintenance services is with Transdev Brisbane Ferries Pty Ltd (Transdev), formerly TransdevTSL Pty Ltd. The contract commenced on 4 November 2010 and will expire on 4 November 2020. There are no extension options available within the contract.


Scope

7.
The scope of services under the contract broadly include:

-
the crewing, operation and scheduling of all ferry services in accordance with published timetables, in addition to services for special events

-
collection of public transport fares on behalf of TransLink

-
safety/security/risk management, incorporating incident management and reporting

-
cleaning, maintenance, repair and asset management of all vessels and the marine straddle carrier

-
cleaning and minor maintenance of ferry terminals and moorings

-
customer communications and complaints/feedback management

-
conducting commercial activities (primarily CityCat charters)

-
compliance with all relevant legislation, including but not limited to, maritime, safety and environmental legislation.

The ferry network

8.
The ferries are a high-profile service provided by Council in accordance with its exclusive rights under section 91 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010. The ferry network currently includes a total of 30 vessels (21 CityCats and nine monohull ferries) and 25 ferry terminals. The ferry network will continue to evolve and change over future years, including new vessels and upgraded/new terminals.


Queensland Government funding

9.
Council operates its ferry services under a formal Ferry Funding Agreement with TransLink, a division of the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads. While Council works in conjunction with TransLink to ensure the residents and visitors of Brisbane have access to a reliable and accessible public transport network, TransLink has the overall responsibility for the public transport network in South East Queensland, including fares, routes, timetables and travel policy. TransLink also receives all farebox revenue from the ferry services.


Policy and other considerations

10.
Is there an existing CPA/contract for these goods/services/works?

Yes, 904430-001 Ferry and Ferry Infrastructure Operations and Maintenance Services with Transdev. 

Contract commenced: 4 November 2010.


Contract Expiry: 4 November 2020 (at 3am).  

11.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

No, Council does not have the skills, experience or resources to provide such services in a maritime context.

12.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No

13.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Yes, the following have been considered.

-
Environmental sustainability: the contract includes clear requirements for environmental protection and environmental performance records will be considered in tender evaluations.

-
Access and equity:  the contractor will be required to develop, implement, update, maintain and comply with an Accessible Transport Action Plan, including compliance with the relevant disability and discrimination legislation.

-
Zero Harm: the contractor will be required to implement and maintain robust workplace health and safety systems and tender evaluations will include assessment of safety performance records.

-
QA: comprehensive quality systems will be contractually required and addressed in tender evaluations.  

-
Local content: tenderers will be required to demonstrate (and will be evaluated on) their commitment to local content, including local jobs (for management, operations/crew, maintenance and back office staff), subcontracting arrangements and the location of the tenderer’s head office. A specific Local Content evaluation criterion of 10% has been applied.

14.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

No, however elements of the PM2 framework have been applied, including a Project Management Plan and Project Control Group with senior representation.

Market analysis

15.
Approximately 10 years have lapsed since Council last went to market for the ferry operations and maintenance. As such, significant research has been conducted to understand the current market, contemporary contracting formats, risk allocation and performance regimes. Research included:

-
a consultancy engagement to provide market and strategy advice

-
consultation with other public sector authorities (including Sydney Ferries/Transport for New South Wales)

-
formal Early Market Engagement sessions with public transport operators (via a public invitation).

16.
The key themes emerging from the research are outlined below.

-
Public authorities are trending towards performance-based contracts that are less prescriptive and move more risk to the operator.

-
The contract term is generally between seven and 15 years (e.g. Sydney Ferries is nine years).

-
Most operators own the vessels/vehicles used to provide the services, however, the new Sydney Ferries contract has a mixed ownership model.

-
All maintenance and cleaning of vessels/vehicles is normally at the risk of the operator.

-
Ferry infrastructure (terminals and wharves) is normally owned, maintained and cleaned via the relevant government authority.

-
The respective market has a low capability/capacity for major maintenance and upgrades of maritime infrastructure.

-
A period of three to four months is satisfactory for contractor transition prior to service commencement.

-
Fuel volume (and provision) risk is often with the operator.

-
Service timetabling and scheduling should be performed using best practice systems.

-
There is an appetite within the market to allow for innovation (e.g. trialling alternate propulsion systems) and provision of supplementary passenger services (the new Sydney Ferries contract includes an operator-led demand responsive ferry trial).

17.
The following companies are expected to respond to this procurement activity:

-
Transdev

-
Transit Systems

-
SeaLink Travel Group

-
NRMA

-
Skybus.


Procurement strategy and activity plan

18.


	Procurement objectives:
	To engage an experienced and proactive public transport operator for the provision of ferry and ferry infrastructure operations and maintenance services, 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 objectives will be measured in the post-market submission.

	Title of contract:
	Ferry and Ferry Infrastructure Operations and Maintenance Services

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a performance-based services contract

	Process to be used:
	Request for Proposal (RFP) 

	RFP (standard to be used and any amendments to the standard):
	The RFP standard will be Council’s corporate standard with no amendments.  



	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	Public tender via Council’s supplier portal.

	How RFP is to be distributed and submitted:
	Via Council’s supplier portal 

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

	Part offers:
	Part offers will not be considered 

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers may be considered

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	Bespoke contract developed by Clayton Utz 

	Period/term of contract: 
	Council will propose a term of five years (from 4 November 2020 and after the mobilisation period), with two options to extend for up to 10 years for a maximum term of 15 years. The anticipated extension options comprise of:

-
a further five years based on meeting contractual performance standards
-
a final five-year extension at Council’s sole discretion. 

	Insurance requirements:
	The following insurances will be requested, with Council retaining an option to provide Principal Controlled insurance (where noted), pending benchmarking of cost:

-
Marine Liability – Protection and Indemnity for ferry operations and terminals – $500 million (Council option)

-
Marine Hull – Ferries $100 million (Council option)

-
Marina Operators Liability (maintenance activities) – $20 million (Council option)

-
Professional Indemnity – $10 million 

-
Comprehensive Motor Vehicle – $20 million

-
Motor Vehicle Supplementary Bodily Injury – $20 million

-
Workers’ Compensation Insurance to the level required by the State of Queensland. 

	Price basis:
	Annual lump sum with an all-in variation rates based on operating hours, with a schedule of rates for infrastructure variations (e.g. new terminals).

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

	Liquidated damages:
	No

	Security for the contract:
	-
Unconditional bank guarantees to the value of 25% of the agreed annual lump sum.

-
Handback unconditional undertaking (lodged at least six months prior to expiry at a value determined by the Handback Auditor).

-
Potential performance and/or directors’ guarantees, pending the risk with the preferred supplier.  

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	Not applicable

	Other strategy elements: 
	The strategy will include:

-
transferring maintenance risk to the operator based on condition standards and a 10-year maintenance plan

-
inviting suppliers to include service improvement ideas, supplementary services and innovation (with optional take-up for Council)

-
the incorporation of Cure Plans as a remedy for non‑compliance

-
strategic partnering arrangements

-
transferring fuel volume risk to the operator

-
use of a public sector price comparator model for benchmarking offers

-
pricing/timetable scenarios in tender schedules (as-is, as-is with improvements, blue sky)

-
tenderers will be able to suggest innovation, which may include proposals to maximise the use of ferries and terminal infrastructure or for other services.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Strategies were considered to allow separable portions in the RFP for some of the operations and maintenance services, however, this was considered too high a risk to overall ferry service delivery for ferry customers. 



Anticipated Schedule

19.
Pre-market approval:

10 September 2019

Date of release to market:

12 September 2019

Tender closing date:

27 November 2019

Evaluation completion date:
7 April 2020

Contract prepared:

14 April 2020

Post-market approval:

27 May 2020

Contract execution:

27 May 2020

Mobilisation commences:

June 2020

Services commencement:

4 November 2020


Budget

20.
Estimated total expenditure under this CPA/contract (including any options):

The estimated total expenditure for this contract is anticipated to be approximately [Commercial-in-Confidence] for the first year and [Commercial-in-Confidence] over the potential maximum 15-year contract term (based on the budget for 2019-20 and including services, maintenance, contractor‑supplied fuel, extension options and assumed annual price escalation at 2.5%).

21.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA/contract? 

No, the contract term extends beyond the current four-year published budget.

22.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):

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

23.
Program budget line item: 

Program:

Program 1 – Transport for Brisbane 

Outcome:

1.2 Public Transport 

Strategy:

1.2.1 Providing High Quality Ferry Services

Service:


1.2.1.2 Provide Ferry Services and Maintenance 

Operating/projects: 
Council CityCat and Ferry Operating Subsidy

24.
Program budget funding availability:

	Financial year
	2019-20

($000)
	2020-21

($000)
	2021-22

($000)
	2022-23

($000)

	Capital
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Expenses
	54,167
	55,937
	56,991
	58,815

	Revenue
	20,090
	20,740
	21,491
	22,029



Procurement risk

25.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Under or over‑priced bids
	Medium
	-
Detailed data room with service, maintenance and employee information to provide tenderers with all information necessary to make a sustainable proposal.

-
Detailed commercial tender schedules to ensure comprehensive understanding of each proposal.

-
Public Sector Comparator to benchmark tender pricing.
	Council

	Company acquisitions and viability
	Medium
	-
Sale/novation clauses in contract.

-
Company viability checks.

-
Performance/bank guarantees.
	Operator

	Asset availability and condition

	High
	-
Transfer ‘effective control’ to operator (with contract conditions and handover processes).

-
Vessel availability and on-time running performance measures.

-
Maintenance risks with contractor (in lump sum) – 10-year maintenance plan tendered.

-
Maintenance bond (for asset handback risk).

-
Independent asset auditing regime (against condition standards).
	Operator

	Infrastructure major maintenance
	High
	-
High focus on vendor capability in tender evaluations (criteria weightings).

-
Major upgrades are Council’s responsibility.
	Council

	Service deterioration during operator transition
	High
	-
Mobilisation Plan required from tenderers (part of bids).

-
Disengagement Plan (current operator).

-
Focus on the operator’s change management plans for staff.
	Council/

operator

	Changing ferry assets
	Medium
	-
Schedule of rates for terminal upgrades.

-
Vessel changes covered with all‑in operating hour rates.
	Council/

operator

	Industrial disputes
	High
	-
Operator employs all operations staff.

-
Operator Business Continuity Plan.

-
Industrial track record will be reviewed.
	Operator

	Technology and service changes
	High
	-
Strategic partnering provisions to facilitate innovation and service improvements.
	Council/

operator


26.
Is this contract listed as a ‘critical contract’ requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council?  

Yes


Tender evaluation

27.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

Nil

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Operations
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Asset management
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Commercial systems and processes
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Public transport expertise and experience
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Innovation and partnering
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefits
	10

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:

Annual lump sum with all-in variation rates based on operating hours, with a schedule of rates for infrastructure variations (e.g. new or upgraded terminals).

28.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

(i)
Tender data room access (Registration of Interest):  

-
Prospective tenderers that participated in the Early Market Engagement process have been pre-qualified, executed non‑disclosure agreements and will be granted immediate access to the restricted tender data room upon release of the RFP.

-
Any other prospective tenderers will be required to complete a Registration of Interest, including a brief submission addressing the following criteria:

-
demonstrated experience in significant public transport operations

-
an organisational/management structure that supports the performance of public transport services

-
demonstrated asset management and maintenance experience.

-
The Registrations of Interest will be assessed against the above criteria and only satisfactory responses will be granted access to the tender data room following execution of non-disclosure agreements.

(ii)
Shortlisting of offers:  

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

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

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

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

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

(b)
Value for money (VFM) method:

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

29.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

30.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR FERRY AND FERRY INFRASTRUCTURE OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE SERVICES, FOR A TERM OF UP TO 15 YEARS.
ADOPTED

B
DEED OF VARIATION TO WESTPAC MASTER (OPERATING LEASE) RENTAL FACILITY AGREEMENT

134/1151/444/11
171/2019-20

31.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below.

32.
Council established a master lease with Westpac Banking Corporation in 2016 that provided Council with a lease financing facility for buses. The Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement (Lease Facility) is due to expire on 30 June 2020. The Lease Facility is used to finance buses under a sale and lease back for new buses for eight years and to lease buses for further leases of up to two terms of five years.

33.
The Lease Facility provides options for Council to purchase, lease or return the buses at the end of the lease term. A new accounting standard, AASB 15 Revenue from contracts with customers (AASB 15), came into effect from 1 July 2019 and has potential implications for the sale and lease back of assets which contain any provision for the repurchase of assets. As the existing Lease Facility includes an option for Council to purchase buses back at the end of the initial lease term, the new accounting standard may be interpreted so that the sale of the asset and the lease are not recognised for accounting purposes. The potential implication for Council arising from such an interpretation is that the asset may be brought to account as a Council owned asset with a financial liability to be amortised over the life of the asset.

34.
All existing leases at 1 July 2019 have been brought to account in accordance with Accounting Standard AASB 16 Leases and are not impacted by the potential implications of AASB 15. To achieve consistency in the treatment of Council bus leases across the portfolio and to remove potential implications arising from AASB 15, it is preferable to amend the Lease Facility to remove the repurchase option available to Council and as such enable all sale and lease back transactions from 1 July 2019 to be accounted for in line with existing leases.

35.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

36.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION, SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE EXECUTION OF A DEED OF VARIATION TO THE WESTPAC MASTER (OPERATING LEASE) RENTAL FACILITY AGREEMENT
As:


(i)
Council finances its bus fleet through a leasing facility to minimise Council’s asset risk around owning assets in the event of either changes to technology or operational risks

(ii)
Council has an existing Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement for its bus fleet with Westpac Banking Corporation (Westpac) until 30 June 2020 that provides options to Council to purchase, release or return the buses at the end of the lease term

(iii)
Accounting Standard AASB 15 Revenue from contracts with customers came into effect from 1 July 2019 and may have accounting implications for Council for the sale and leaseback of assets that contain any provisions for the repurchase of assets

(iv)
Council’s existing bus leases as at 1 July 2019 have been brought to account in accordance with Accounting Standard AASB 16 Leases and are not impacted by the potential implications arising from AASB 15 Revenue from contracts with customers 
(v)
Council requires the Deed of Variation to amend the Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement to remove the repurchase option for Council to enable Council to account for the buses under the Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement in accordance with existing Council leases under Accounting Standard AASB 16 Leases
(vi)
Westpac has agreed to remove the bus repurchase option from the Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement with Council and has executed the Deed of Variation to give effect to that amendment attached as Attachment B (submitted on file), 

then Council:

(i)
resolves to approve the execution of the Deed of Variation to the Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement for the bus fleet with Westpac to remove the option for Council to repurchase buses 

(ii)
authorises the Chief Executive Officer to execute the Deed of Variation to the Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement in Attachment B (submitted on file).

ADOPTED

C
MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – MAJOR AMENDMENT PACKAGE E

152/160/1218/70
172/2019-20

37.
The A/Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

38.
At the meeting of 28 February 2017, Council resolved to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to maintain its currency (the proposed amendment).

39.
At the meeting of 7 August 2018, having received confirmation from the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) of State interests, Council resolved to send the proposed amendment to the Minister to request a State interest review and approval to publicly consult on the proposed amendments.

40.
By letter dated 8 January 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), the Minister confirmed that State interests were appropriately reflected in the proposed amendment and gave approval for the proposed amendment to proceed to public consultation.

41.
Public consultation on the proposed amendment was carried out from 5 March 2019 to 12 April 2019, in accordance with the requirements of Statutory guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline). Council received 37 submissions on the proposed amendment. Key issues raised in the submissions related to the following matters:

-
inclusion of properties in the Significant landscape tree overlay

-
clarification requests and suggestions regarding car-share provisions, the Multiple dwelling code and the Subdivision code

-
suggestions regarding emerging community provisions in the Strategic framework and the Emerging community zone code.

42.
A summary of the matters raised in submissions, including descriptions of how the matters have been addressed, has been prepared (refer Attachment C, submitted on file). Having considered the submissions, changes have been made to the proposed amendment (refer Attachments D, E and F, submitted on file). Elements of the proposed amendment that remain unchanged after public consultation are set out in Attachment G (submitted on file). The changes to the proposed amendment do not make it significantly different to the version on which public consultation was carried out.

43.
The Guideline requires that, should Council decide to proceed with the proposed amendment, Council must provide the Minister with the summary of matters raised in the submissions, a statement of changes made, and request the Minister’s approval to adopt the proposed amendment. The Minister will also be requested to confirm that the proposed amendment is appropriately aligned with the Planning Act 2016.

44.
The A/Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

45.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO PROCEED WITH THE PROPOSED MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – MAJOR AMENDMENT PACKAGE E
As Council:

(i)
at its meeting on 28 February 2017, decided to make a major amendment (the proposed amendment) to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme)

(ii)
was advised by the Minister, by letter dated 8 January 2019 (Attachment B, submitted on file), that it may proceed to public notification of the proposed amendment

(iii)
has undertaken public consultation on the proposed amendment, pursuant to Step 6 of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A of Statutory guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline)

(iv)
pursuant to Steps 7.1 and 7.2 of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, has considered the submissions on the proposed amendment, has prepared a summary of the matters raised in the submissions, including how the matters raised in the submissions have been dealt with (Attachment C, submitted on file) and has made changes to the proposed amendment (set out in Attachments D and E, submitted on file), which are not considered to be significantly different to the version publicly consulted on,

then Council:

(i)
decides, pursuant to Step 7.5(b) of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, to proceed with the proposed amendment with changes (set out in Attachment F, submitted on file)

(ii)
directs, pursuant to Step 7.2(c) of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, that each person who made a properly made submission about the proposed amendment be advised in writing about how their submission has been dealt with

(iii)
directs, pursuant to Step 7.6 of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, that the Minister’s approval to adopt the proposed amendment be sought and that notice be given to the Minister in accordance with Step 7.7 of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline.

ADOPTED

D
RESUMPTION OF LAND FOR ROAD PURPOSES, LOCATED AT 610 MILES PLATTING ROAD, ROCHEDALE


112/20/711/1104
173/2019-20

46.
The A/Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

47.
The road network within the Rochedale urban community neighbourhood plan (RUCNP) area supported the rural living areas that existed at the time when the neighbourhood plan was adopted. Given the significant redevelopment that has occurred in Rochedale in recent years, an upgraded road network is required to safely and efficiently service the urban locality.

48.
In August 2012, a detailed traffic modelling study was undertaken for the RUCNP area. That study identified intersection and road upgrades required to facilitate a safe road network for an interim 2016 scenario, and an ultimate 2031 scenario. This information identified the privately-owned land required to accommodate the new road infrastructure. Some of the land required for the upgraded road network will be delivered through redevelopment.

49.
To implement the proposed road network plan and to facilitate associated capital works required to complete the Miles Platting Road upgrade, Council requires 210 m2 of land from the property at 610 Miles Platting Road for road purposes. The required land is shown highlighted yellow on the plan at Attachment C (submitted on file).

50.
The subject property is a 3,045 m2 allotment and does not form part of the surrounding development. The subject property is included in the Emerging community zone and the Rochedale urban community neighbourhood plan under Brisbane City Plan 2014, and is shown outlined yellow in Attachment D (submitted on file). Council will be responsible for delivering roadworks along the frontage the subject property. The road upgrade will be required before the subject property is redeveloped.

51.
Accordingly, to facilitate orderly road network development at Rochedale Road, it is necessary to acquire private land, as described in Attachment B (submitted on file), under the provisions of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967.

52.
On 7 December 2018, the Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, approved the issuing of a Notice of Intention to Resume over the required land. Council issued the notice on 14 January 2019. No objection to the notice was received.

53.
Upon completion of the formal resumption process, all interests in the resumed land are converted to a right to claim compensation, pursuant to the provisions of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967. Negotiations concerning compensation will occur concurrent to the formal resumption process.

54.
The A/Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

55.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO COMPLETE PRIVATE PROPERTY LAND RESUMPTION AT 610 MILES PLATTING ROAD, ROCHEDALE

1.
As:

(i)
on 14 January 2019, Council, in accordance with the provisions of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967, issued Notices of Intention to Resume the privately-owned land set out and identified in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(ii)
no objection in writing was received to those notices from the owners described in Attachment B (submitted on file),

then Council is of the opinion that:

(i)
the land described in Attachment B (submitted on file) is required for road purposes

(ii)
it is necessary to take the said land.

2.
Council approves City Legal, City Administration and Governance, making the required application for the approval of the Minister for the taking of that land under the Acquisition of Land Act 1967.

3.
Council also approves:

(i)
the clearing of improvements on the land

(ii)
the dedication of the land acquired as road.

ADOPTED

E
CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JULY 2019


109/695/586/2-04

174/2019-20

56.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

57.
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.

58.
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.

59.
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).

60.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

61.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTES THE REPORT OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JULY 2019, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

	Details of Contracts Accepted by Delegates of Council for July 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. 531741

CONSOLIDATION OF FIELD SERVICES DEPOTS – TENANCY FITOUT

Box and Co Pty Ltd – $5,720,710*

Achieved the highest VFM of 12.7

*Comparative tender price is the tendered lump sum price normalised for scope and provisional sum allowances.
	Lump sum

$5,646,769
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

Premis Solutions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 11.9

JMac Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 11.2

Offer not recommended

De Luca Corporation Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 9.5

Non-conforming offer

Kane Constructions Pty Ltd
	$6,652,666*

$6,677,696*

$6,937,513*

N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

16.07.2019

Start

17.07.2019

Term

24 weeks

	2.  Contract No. 531857

SMOOTHER SUBURBAN STREETS EXTERNAL ASPHALT RESURFACING – CONSTRUCTION PACKAGE 5

Fulton Hogan Pty Ltd – $3,778,921*

Achieved the highest VFM of 15.9

*Comparative tender price based on a package of 15 sites.
	Schedule of rates

$7,000,000
	Stanley Macadam Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 14.5

Allens Asphalt Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 13.4

RPQ Asphalt Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 9.9

Quality Civil Construction Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 8.7
	$4,012,098*

$4,317,800*

$4,832,204*

$4,368,908*
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

11.07.2019

Start

12.07.2019

Term

30 weeks

	3.  Contract No. 531915

DESIGN AND CONSTRUCT A NEW PLAYGROUND IN FENWICK PARK, MITCHELTON

Urban Play Pty Ltd as trustee for Ben Urban Services Trust – $339,014

Achieved the highest VFM of 22.22
	Lump sum

$339,014
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

Austek Constructions Pty Ltd trading as Austek Play 

Achieved VFM of 21.31

A_Space Australia Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 19.27

Willplay Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 18.54

Offers not recommended

Bespoke Playgrounds Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 16.81

Playrope Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 16.75
	$335,000

$340,000

$359,449

$339,839

$340,000
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

11.07.2019

Start

12.07.2019

Term

18 weeks

	4.  Contract No. 531947

MURARRIE RECREATION HUB

Epoca Constructions Pty Ltd – $1,402,518

Achieved the equal highest VFM of 52
	Lump sum

$1,402,518
	Waterway Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 52

The Marina Specialist Pty Ltd trading as the Jetty Specialist

Achieved VFM of 48

The Marina Specialist Pty Ltd trading as the Jetty Specialist (alternate offer)

Achieved VFM of 44
	$1,723,245

$1,630,855

$1,833,970
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

05.07.2019

Start

10.07.2019

Term

33 weeks

	5.  Contract No. 532020

WYNNUM SKATE FACILITY

VFG Pty Ltd – $450,000

Achieved VFM of 132.59
	Lump sum

$450,000
	Shortlisted offer not recommended

Dynami Qld Pty Ltd

Achieved the highest VFM of 149.67

Offers not recommended

Novar Group Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 44.87

Non-conforming offer

Convic Pty Ltd
	$427,617

$390,000

N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

12.07.2019

Start

15.07.2019

Term

26 weeks

	6.  Contract No. 532041

PLAYER STREET CONNECTION

Doval Constructions (Qld) Pty Ltd – $3,023,567*

Achieved the highest VFM of 26.3

*Comparative tender price normalised to include potential program delay costs.
	Schedule of rates

$2,994,067
	Hazell Bros Group Pty Ltd (extended program)

Achieved VFM of 23.3

Hazell Bros Group Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 22.2

Abergeldie Contractors Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 20.9
	$3,125,778*

$3,413,906*

$3,676,405*
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

23.07.2019

Start

24.07.2019

Term

20 weeks

	LIFESTYLE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	TRANSPORT FOR BRISBANE
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY
	
	
	
	

	7.  Contract No. 531870

INFRASTRUCTURE CHARGING MANAGEMENT SOLUTION

Novoplan Trading Pty Ltd – $1,687,335

Achieved the highest VFM of 42

.
	Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) (Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

Lump sum and schedule of rates

$1,890,000

(over the potential maximum seven-year term of the CPA)
	Shortlisted offer not recommended

Infor Global Solutions (ANZ) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 20

Offers not recommended

allaboutXpert Australia Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 8

Dialog Information Technology*
*Comparative tender price and VFM not applicable as tender did not meet minimum non-price quality requirements.
	$3,214,613

$7,167,132

N/A*
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

01.07.2019

Start

11.07.2019

Term

Three years with options to extend for additional periods of up to four years for a maximum term of seven years.

	CITY ADMINISTRATION AND GOVERNANCE
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	8. Contract No. 511057

ESTABLISHMENT OF OPERATING AGREEMENTS FOR THE PROVISION OF E‑SCOOTERS IN BRISBANE

Neuron Mobility (Australia) Pty Ltd

Achieved the highest VFM of 79*

Lime Network Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 67*

*Comparative tender price included in weighted VFM score.
	Operating Agreement

Estimated revenue to Council

[Cabinet-in-confidence] 
and revenue share price basis
	Shortlisted offer negotiated and not recommended

Flamingo Technologies Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 67*

Shortlisted offers not recommended

Bird Rides Australia Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 60*

Beam Mobility Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 54*

Jump Mobility Australia Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 53*

Ride On Australia Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 49*

CtrlWorks Pte Ltd

Achieved VFM of 47*
Offers not recommended
Eco Scooters

Achieved VFM of 11*
	N/A*
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

25.06.2019

Start

25.06.2019

Term

One year with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years for a maximum term of three years.

	9.  Contract No. 520532

LANDSCAPE AND TURF SUPPLIES AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES

CATEGORY 1 – SUPPLY, DELIVERY AND INSTALLATION OF TURF AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES

Category 1 – Sub-Category 1 – Turf Supply, Supply and Delivery, and Supply Deliver and Install

Tinamba Turf Co Pty Ltd – $211,227

Achieved the highest VFM of 70.31

Printlink Pty Ltd trading as Active Turf Supplies – $179,063

Achieved VFM of 62.21

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $266,408

Achieved VFM of 57.01

Hart Valley Investments Pty Ltd trading as Hancey’s Turf Supplies – $266,524

Achieved VFM of 49.32

Category 1 – Sub-Category 2 – Minor Turf Supply and Lay

Hart Valley Investments Pty Ltd trading as Hancey’s Turf Supplies – $1,018,875

Achieved the highest VFM of 12.90

WF Contracting Pty Ltd – $1,155,375

Achieved VFM of 11.80

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $1,995,337

Achieved VFM of 7.61

CATEGORY 2 – SUPPLY, DELIVERY AND INSTALLATION OF LANDSCAPE SUPPLIES

Category 2 – Sub-Category 1 – Bulk Supply Over 30 Cubic Metres (Soils and Organic Media)

PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Pacific Silica Pty Ltd trading as Southern Pacific Sands – $5,935
Achieved the highest VFM of 1,217.99

Neilsens Quality Gravels Pty Ltd – $5,405*

Achieved VFM of 1,212.51

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $6,144

Achieved VFM of 1,208.33

SECONDARY SUPPLIERS:

Sapar Landscaping Supplies Pty Ltd – $6,584*

Achieved VFM of 1,132.94

Wood Mulching Industries Pty Ltd – $5,858*

Achieved VFM of 1,113.58

Nugrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $7,279*

Achieved VFM of 958.45

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $7,373

Achieved VFM of 870.63

Conkel Pty Ltd trading as Centenary Landscaping Supplies – $9,369

Achieved VFM of 788.75

Category 2 – Sub-Category 1 – Bulk Supply Over 30 Cubic Metres (Sands)

PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Pacific Silica Pty Ltd trading as Southern Pacific Sand – $2,250
Achieved the highest VFM of 3,212.89

Corridor Sands Pty Ltd – $2,541*

Achieved VFM of 2,651.41

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $3,039

Achieved VFM of 2,442.91

SECONDARY SUPPLIERS:

River Sands Pty Ltd – $3,000

Achieved VFM of 2,213.33

Neilsens Quality Gravels Pty Ltd – $3,339*

Achieved VFM of 1,962.61

Sapar Landscaping Supplies Pty Ltd – $4,050

Achieved VFM of 1,841.73

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $3,647

Achieved VFM of 1,760.17

Nugrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $4,328

Achieved VFM of 1,611.91

Conkel Pty Ltd trading as Centenary Landscaping Supplies – $4,658

Achieved VFM of 1,586.69

Category 2 – Sub-Category 1 – Bulk Supply Over 30 Cubic Metres (Gravels)

PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $5,373

Achieved the highest VFM of 1,381.72

Conkel Pty Ltd trading as Centenary Landscaping Supplies – $9,314

Achieved VFM of 793.47
Nugrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $9,383

Achieved VFM of 743.59

Neilsens Quality Gravels Pty Ltd – $9,708*

Achieved VFM of 674.98

SECONDARY SUPPLIERS:

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $8,057

Achieved VFM of 796.72

Sapar Landscaping Supplies Pty Ltd – $11,250

Achieved VFM of 663.02

Category 2 – Sub-Category 1 – Bulk Supply Over 30 Cubic Metres (Barks and Mulches)

PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $7,691

Achieved the highest VFM of 965.35

Sapar Landscaping Supplies Pty Ltd – $8,190

Achieved VFM of 910.74

Nugrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $7,992

Achieved VFM of 873.00

SECONDARY SUPPLIERS:

Conkel Pty Ltd trading as Centenary Landscaping Supplies – $9,077*

Achieved VFM of 814.14

Wood Mulching Industries Pty Ltd – $9,021*

Achieved VFM of 723.11

Neilsens Quality Gravels Pty Ltd – $9,397*

Achieved VFM of 697.35

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $9,229

Achieved VFM of 695.56

River City Trees Pty Ltd – $11,685*

Achieved VFM of 629.17

Tuff Yards Pty Ltd trading as Tuff Yards Landscaping and Earthmoving – $10,650

Achieved VFM of 623.38

Category 2 – Sub-Category 2 – Supply and Delivery Under 30 Cubic Metres (Soils and Organic Media)

PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Neilsons Quality Gravels Pty Ltd – $376,840*

Achieved the highest VFM of 17.39

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $613,988

Achieved VFM of 12.09

Wood Mulching Industries Pty Ltd – $555,680*

Achieved VFM of 11.74

SECONDARY SUPPLIERS:

Sapar Landscaping Supplies Pty Ltd – $665,601#
Achieved VFM of 11.21

Pacific Silica Pty Ltd trading as Southern Pacific Sands – $654,470
Achieved VFM of 11.05

Nugrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $776,840*

Achieved VFM of 8.98

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $736,785

Achieved VFM of 8.71

Conkel Pty Ltd trading as Centenary Landscaping Supplies – $1,092,974

Achieved VFM of 6.76

Category 2 – Sub-Category 2 – Supply and Delivery Under 30 Cubic Metres (Sands)

PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Corridor Sand Pty Ltd – $106,387*

Achieved the highest VFM of 63.33

Pacific Silica Pty Ltd trading as Southern Pacific Sands – $127,333*
Achieved VFM of 56.77

River Sands Pty Ltd – $132,245

Achieved VFM of 50.21

SECONDARY SUPPLIERS:

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $167,627
Achieved the highest VFM of 44.29

Neilsens Quality Gravels Pty Ltd – $173,060

Achieved VFM of 37.87

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $201,152

Achieved VFM of 31.91

NuGrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $230,221

Achieved VFM of 30.31

Conkel Pty Ltd trading as Centenary Landscaping Supplies – $247,036

Achieved VFM of 29.91

Category 2 – Sub-Category 2 – Supply and Delivery – under 30 cubic metres (Gravels)

PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $6,545
Achieved the highest VFM of 1,134.37

NuGrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $12,207

Achieved VFM of 571.55

Conkel Pty Ltd trading as Centenary Landscaping Supplies – 13,494*

Achieved VFM of 547.64

Neilsens Quality Gravels Pty Ltd – $12,117*

Achieved VFM of 540.81

SECONDARY SUPPLIERS:

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $10,555 

Achieved the highest VFM of 608.17
Sapar Landscaping Supplies Pty Ltd – $14,125

Achieved VFM of 528.07

Category 2 – Sub-Category 2 – Supply and Delivery – under 30 cubic metres (Barks and Mulches)
PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

River City Trees Pty Ltd – $531,704*

Achieved the highest VFM of 13.83

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $565,171

Achieved VFM of 13.14

Conkel Pty Ltd trading as Centenary Landscaping Supplies – $642,411

Achieved VFM of 11.50

Neilsens Quality Gravels Pty Ltd – $585,551*

Achieved VFM of 11.19

Sapar Landscaping Supplies Pty Ltd – $674,420

Achieved VFM of 11.06
SECONDARY SUPPLIERS:

NuGrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $657,660

Achieved the highest VFM of 10.61

Wood Mulching Industries Pty Ltd – $631,042*
Achieved VFM of 10.34

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $678,205

Achieved VFM of 9.46

Tuff Yards Pty Ltd trading as Tuff Yards Landscaping & Earthmoving – $748,470

Achieved VFM of 8.87

Category 2 – Sub-Category 3 – Supply, Delivery and Installation (Soils & Organic Media)
PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $408.55

Achieved the highest VFM of 18,158.25

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $476.04

Achieved VFM of 13,484.16

NuGrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $546.00*

Achieved VFM of 12,778.39

Groundworks Australia Pty Ltd as the Trustee for Groundworks (Aust) Unit Trust – $825.00

Achieved VFM of 9,562.42
Category 2 – Sub-Category 3 – Supply, Delivery and Installation (Sands)
PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $766.00

Achieved the highest VFM of 9,691.91

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $891.66

Achieved VFM of 7,198.93

NuGrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $1,216.91

Achieved VFM of 5,733.33

Category 2 – Sub-Category 3 – Supply, Delivery and Installation (Gravels)
PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $354.50

Achieved the highest VFM of 20,942.17

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $412.68

Achieved VFM of 15,554.42

NuGrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $494.40

Achieved VFM of 14,112.06

Groundworks Australia Pty Ltd as the Trustee for Groundworks (Aust) Unit Trust – $1,194.00*

Achieved VFM of 6,607.20

Category 2 – Sub-Category 3 – Supply, Delivery and Installation (Barks and Mulches)
PRIMARY SUPPLIERS:

Recomm Group Pty Ltd trading as Western Landscape Supplies – $320.00

Achieved the highest VFM of 23,200.00

NuGrow Ipswich Pty Ltd – $350.00*

Achieved VFM of 19,934.29

River City Trees Pty Ltd – $414.00*

Achieved VFM of 17,758.45

Groundworks Australia Pty Ltd as the Trustee for Groundworks (Aust) Unit Trust – $447.50*

Achieved VFM of 17,629.05

Jimboomba Turf Co Pty Ltd as trustee for the RCM Davidson Family Trust – $372.54

Achieved VFM of 17,230.36

Tuff Yards Pty Ltd trading as Tuff Yards Landscaping & Earthmoving – $413.00

Achieved VFM of 16,075.06

* The tenderer did not offer all items within the category. To enable a comparative price to be calculated, omitted item(s) were priced using the average price of the tenderers that offered the item(s).
	CPA (Panel Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$35,400,000

(over the potential maximum six‑year term of the CPA)
	CATEGORY 1 – SUPPLY, DELIVERY AND INSTALLATION OF TURF AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES

Sub-Category 1 – Turf Supply, Supply and Delivery, and Supply Deliver and Install

Rajco Pty Ltd as trustee for Rajco Unit Trust trading as Australian Lawn Concepts

Achieved VFM of 48.70

Twin View Turf Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 43.35

All Turf Solutions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 37.77

Sub-Category 2 – Minor Turf Supply and Lay

All Turf Solutions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 6.85

Rajco Pty Ltd as trustee for Rajco Unit Trust trading as Australian Lawn Concepts

Achieved VFM of 6.68

Tinamba Turf Co Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 3.75

CATEGORY 2 – SUPPLY, DELIVERY AND INSTALLATION OF LANDSCAPE SUPPLIES

All tenderers for this category have been recommended as a supplier for one or more sub-categories and/or commodities.
	$272,795

$337,342

$311,212

$1,716,000*

$1,989,000*

$3,965,812*

N/A


	Delegate

CEO

Approved

02.07.2019

Start

15.07.2019

Term

Four years with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years, for a maximum term of six years.


ADOPTED

F
AP250 SUBURBAN ENHANCEMENT FUND POLICY AND ASSOCIATED DELEGATIONS


109/555/14/1763
175/2019-20

62.
The A/Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.

63.
Council’s 2019-20 budget established a new Suburban Enhancement Fund (the Fund) to enable delivery of ward-focused projects relating to pedestrian infrastructure, road reserve, parks and community facility improvements. The intent of the Fund is to provide Councillors with the opportunity to cater for a wider range of outcomes. The Fund replaces the Ward Footpath and Parks Trust Fund that was administered by Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure.

64.
The draft AP250 Suburban Enhancement Fund Policy (the draft Policy) (refer Attachment C, submitted on file) outlines the intent of the Fund and provides guidelines regarding the enhancement of local facilities, including parks, community facilities, road reserve spaces and active travel networks, through physical improvements on Council-managed land.

65.
Any proposed expenditure from the Fund will be subject to approval in accordance with Council’s Register of Delegations. Approval is sought to delegate to the relevant Standing Committees and the Chief Executive Officer certain powers relating to approving expenditure of moneys from the Fund (refer Attachment B, submitted on file).
66.
The A/Executive Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

67.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ADOPT AP250 SUBURBAN ENHANCEMENT FUND POLICY AND DELEGATE POWERS UNDER THE CITY OF BRISBANE ACT 2010 TO A STANDING COMMITTEE AND THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
As Council:

(i)
approved the creation of the Suburban Enhancement Fund to enable delivery of ward-focused projects relating to pedestrian infrastructure, road reserve, parks and community facility improvements

(ii)
may, pursuant to section 238 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, resolve to delegate a power under the City of Brisbane Act 2010 to a Standing Committee or the Chief Executive Officer,

then Council:

(i)
resolves to adopt AP250 Suburban Enhancement Fund Policy, as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file)

(ii)
resolves to delegate its power under section 242 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 specified in Column 1 of Table 1 to the delegate specified in Column 2 of Table 1 on the special conditions set out in Table 2 and the general conditions of delegation, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(iii)
resolves to revoke the existing delegations for expenditure under the Ward Footpath and Parks Trust Fund.

	Table 1

	Section
	Column 1 – Power
	Column 2 – Delegate

	242
	The approval of the expenditure for parks of monies held in the Suburban Enhancement Fund
	Where the expenditure is in excess of $100,000
	Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee

	
	
	Where the expenditure does not exceed $100,000
	Chief Executive Officer

	242
	The approval of the expenditure for pedestrian infrastructure of monies held in the Suburban Enhancement Fund
	Where the expenditure is in excess of $100,000
	Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee

	
	
	Where the expenditure does not exceed $100,000
	Chief Executive Officer

	242
	The approval of the expenditure for assets in road reserve of monies held in the Suburban Enhancement Fund
	Where the expenditure is in excess of $100,000
	Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee

	
	
	Where the expenditure does not exceed $100,000
	Chief Executive Officer

	242
	The approval of expenditure for community facilities of monies held in the Suburban Enhancement Fund
	Where the expenditure is in excess of $100,000
	Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee

	
	
	Where the expenditure does not exceed $100,000
	Chief Executive Officer


	Table 2

	Special conditions

	Before and for the purpose of exercising the power, the delegate must:

1.
consult with the Councillor for the Ward to which the expenditure relates

2.
undertake an assessment to determine and approve the feasibility of the proposed project including, but not limited to, consideration of:


(a)
engineering standards and requirements;


(b)
public safety requirements;


(c)
practicable whole-of-life costs; and


(d)
any other legislative, financial or administrative requirements.


ADOPTED

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Special Meeting)
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 Special Meeting of that Committee held on 3 September 2019, be adopted.
Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. The item, as a single item on the agenda for this special report, is the Queensland Audit Office (QAO) final management letter. This follows up the auditing of Council’s financial statements which was done by the Auditor‑General and his department, and this is something that happens each year. Once again, the Auditor-General has issued an unmodified opinion consistent with the last couple of years. That unmodified opinion may not sound very impressive, but it is a really important achievement for Council and something that not all organisations manage to receive from the Audit Office.


So, once again we’ve had our financial statements independently audited by a State Government entity, and they have given us some issues to focus on, which we continue to do, and all of those issues that have been raised with us are being acted on, as is quite clearly stated here in the report. We will continue to work with the Audit Office going forward. 


But overall, Council’s management of the budget and management of the financials is in a very strong position and will continue to be so going forward while we continue to focus on responsible financial management and making sure that we cut the cloth to measure when it comes to how we deliver projects and allocating priority funding across the city, and also how we deal with the management of financial transactions, and also our many systems that we operate in Council. 


One of the key issues in the Queensland Audit Office assessment or that they commented on is our infrastructure assets recorded on our balance sheet reflecting the current replacement costs. That can vary from the book value due to a range of market factors. The report reflected that this is an issue across different areas, such as community facilities. 


Another related issue was when Council replaces part of an asset, where our internal process is triggered to recognise that as a disposal. Other matters outlined include our infrastructure register recording notices that are no longer outstanding, SAP segregation of duties, implementation at the time in which Council capitalises a project after it finishes. Obviously these issues are of interest to the Audit Office and interest to Council’s financial staff, but they are not issues that I expect would be of major interest to the community. They are consistent with an appropriate assessment of how we carry out our financial activities. As I said, the important thing here is that these minor issues that were raised are being acted on, have been acted on, and we will continue to act on any issues brought to our attention by the Queensland Audit Office. So we will continue that positive working relationship going forward, and I look forward to having Councillors’ support of this particular submission.
Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Chair. I have a different opinion to the LORD MAYOR. The special report Clause A deals with the Final Management Report for Council issued by the Queensland Audit Office. Now, I haven’t seen a report so heavily qualified for a long time, if ever, and I’ve been a Councillor for a fair while now. I just refer to the issues raised—infrastructure charges register not updated, risk rating medium, work in progress on a due date May 2020; disposals not recorded for some partial infrastructure asset replacement, risk rate medium, work in progress March 2020; comprehensive valuations were not completed for some building and sports complexes in align with Council accounting policy. So the Audit Office is saying Council hasn’t even complied with its own policy—rating deficiency, work in progress, April 2020.


This is probably the next one, SAP, segregation of duties and review of access privileges, rating deficiency. It’s stated here, as reported in their interim report, QAO and BCC Assurance Service identified deficiencies in relation to incompatible SAP system access and segregation of duties, compensating controls not identified for all conflicting roles, compensating controls that had been identified had not been tested for operational effectiveness. 


The implications were there’s an increased risk of unauthorised transactions and the lack of segregation of duties through system access restriction provides opportunities for fraudulent activities. Now, that’s a very serious matter, Mr Chair, a very serious matter, and for the LORD MAYOR to brush over it and say, you know, oh, this is all academic exercise; the only people that will be interested in it are, you know, Council accounting staff and the Audit Office. No one else would care less. 


Well, I think differently, LORD MAYOR. I think that, with the opportunity for fraudulent activities being affected, then it’s a serious matter, particularly for this Council which not too far in the future had the invoice fraud where we got done over for, what was it, hundreds of thousands of dollars, and never saw the money again.


Of course, we just had the ethical services report as part of the Annual Report last week which showed a number of people that were referred to the CCC (Crime and Corruption Commission). We didn’t get any details about what had been involved there, whether there was any money went missing or whether there were other issues raised, and we never found out what happened to those people, whether their employment was terminated, whether the CCC charged them, whether they went to court. We don’t know. So these sorts of things are really important things, and it’s not right for the LORD MAYOR to just brush over them.


So that one on IT general controls, it’s work in progress; due date, November 2019. Hopefully it will be finished by then, because that sounds the one where there’s the biggest problem. But they’re all problems. The other one is unreconciled heritage and cultural assets, valuation data to the fixed asset register, rating deficiency, and untimely capitalisation of completed and ready for use assets and ageing of assets under construction. That’s work in progress again, and due date May 2020. A lot of these, the amount of time that it’s going to take to rectify the problem, by May 2020, I mean, we’ll be back, almost up to the next financial year before they finally get them, and there’ll be another list of problems to be resolved.

So overall this reflects an Administration with an attitude problem in their responses. When you look through the update from management, the Council response to a lot of these things, it’s, oh, you know, there’s been a difference of opinion, we really haven’t done anything wrong, and you know, Audit Office is being unreasonable, reading between the lines. Well, that’s just not good enough. The Audit Office are the organisation set up to audit councils like the Brisbane City Council. They need to be treated seriously, and Council needs to get its act together.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair; I rise to speak on the item, the QAO final management letter. It’s kind of interesting that Councillor CUMMING should jump up and say that he’s never seen a more qualified report. In fact, the report isn’t qualified at all. A man who holds as many public company shares as Councillor CUMMING should know this. If he just flicked through some of the annual reports of the companies that he has shareholdings in, and have a look at their auditor’s report, he’ll find plenty of fodder. 


This is actually a very, very good report. Any auditor worth their salt is always going to be able to recommend improvements, and that’s what we’re seeing here. So what I would remind Councillor CUMMING is that the report, as issued, was that the financial statements of Brisbane City Council were fair and true.


In the process of doing their audit, they pick up items that they think are worthy of further review and process improvement, which is exactly what they’ve done in this particular instance. I would point out that the Audit Committee reviews the progress against these suggestions on a regular basis, and to suggest that there’s some sort of significant issue afoot here is totally false, because once again, if there was, the Auditor-General would not have issued an unmodified audit opinion. So to suggest that the report is anything other than a strong endorsement of the financial statements and the processes within Council is incorrect. 


But I would have to say there are certainly a number of items there where we can obviously improve, and that’s what you would expect from a collaborative productive arrangement with an auditor. That’s what we’ve done. We’ll see, as you’ve seen in the letter there, our management has responded to the issues that they’ve raised. They’ve given a very good response to the Auditor-General. They’ve outlined what they’re doing, what the key issues are. They’ve given a status on the response, and also provided a delivery date. 


I note that all of the items are expected to be delivered on within this financial year, and given the complexity of Council and some of these items, it will take a little while to address them. But in the context of these being material or in some way reflecting a major issue, I don’t agree. I’ll leave it at that.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, just briefly on this item, this is unusual. Now, whichever way the new Finance Chair wants to try and split hairs here, I agree with Councillor CUMMING. I haven’t seen a report like this come forward to Council that I can recall. We used to get more detailed reports from the Queensland Audit Office. Now we just get the one-page letter. But clearly they are concerned enough to raise a number of administrative problems within Council’s financial accounting systems.


Now, they’re quite specific, I agree, but they indicate that there is a problem in the way in which that this Council is financially managing its assets and its resources. Now, the LORD MAYOR wants you to believe there’s nothing to see here. The Finance Chair says there’s nothing to see here, but the Queensland Audit Office has issued a report, not just sort of said quietly to Council behind the scenes with some, you know, non-statutory advice; they’ve issued a report which has to be publicly tabled in Council and disclosed, saying that there are serious problems with the way these aspects of Council’s financial business is being run. Now, that is a worry.


Infrastructure charges, I can completely understand why they think there is a problem. Do you know what you have to do—and any other Councillor who’s done this, put your hand up, because I doubt there’s another one. If you want to know how much infrastructure charges are attached to a DA (development application), you physically have to go up to the Council office in Brisbane Square, get them to find the giant books that they have no idea about. 


So, last time I did it a few years ago, or the first time I did it, they had no idea. Then they’re not in date order, they’re not in DA order. They’re in order of approval, I think—or no, they’re in order of when the DA was lodged, so they’re not in consecutive order. You don’t know which ones were approved and which ones weren’t approved. That’s Council’s record keeping system for one of the major sources of revenue for our city. You’ve basically got to go and look in a room to find a folder, and before X years, they’re just not available at all. They weren’t kept, maybe—I don’t know, but they’re not available.


So I certainly understand why the Queensland Audit Office have raised concerns about the way in which these issues are being run. The other thing that strikes me with this is that obviously the Audit Committee of Council meets monthly‑ish, and we get month after month these reports that tell us nothing about what’s actually happened. So presumably Council has known about this for some period of time, because the Queensland Audit representatives come to the Council Audit Committee reports. We’re not invited as Councillors. We don’t know what goes on. We get a report each month which basically says a report was tabled by X. That’s the outcome of what we get.


So how long has this been a problem? How long has Council known about this? I think if we’re putting rectifying by 2020 on it and it’s nearly 2020 now, my best guess is Council has known about this for some period of time. I would just say that, far from what the LORD MAYOR and Finance Chair would have you believe today, this is an unusual report to Council. It’s a special report. It’s a statutory requirement that it’s tabled, and if this was minor and there was nothing to see here, then we would see the same usual process of a report come through with flying colours, which has not happened this year, and that is a concern.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. We could have saved $500,000 going to the Audit Office and just gone to Councillor JOHNSTON to audit our books, because she knows everything about this sort of stuff. So, I apologise that we’ve done the wrong thing here and gone to the respected authority, and I apologise that they’ve issued us with an unmodified audit report this year which, in layman’s terms, means it’s good. It means there’s no major issues. It means that the only issues raised are minor in nature. So, look, I’m sorry, next year we’ll do better.

Chair:
I will now put the item.
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Special Meeting of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Peter CUMMING and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Right Honourable, the Lord Mayor (Councillor Adrian Schrinner) (Chair); Deputy Mayor (Councillor Krista Adams) (Deputy Chair); and Councillors Adam Allan, Matthew Bourke, Amanda Cooper, Fiona Hammond, Vicki Howard and Peter Matic.

A
PRESENTATION AND TABLING OF THE FINAL MANAGEMENT REPORT FOR COUNCIL ISSUED BY THE QUEENSLAND AUDIT OFFICE FOR THE YEAR ENDED 30 JUNE 2019


134/695/317/810
176/2019-20

1.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below.

2.
The Queensland Audit Office (QAO) has completed the 2019 financial audit for Council and the Auditor-General has issued an unmodified audit opinion on the financial statements.

3.
As part of the audit, a letter was provided by QAO to Council with the details on audit matters and other important information related to the audited financial statements (refer Attachment A, submitted on file).

4.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

5.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE FINAL MANAGEMENT REPORT FOR COUNCIL ISSUED BY THE QUEENSLAND AUDIT OFFICE FOR THE YEAR ENDED 30 JUNE 2019, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A (submitted on file), BE TABLED IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER.

ADOPTED

PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT, ECONOMIC AND TOURISM DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Tracy DAVIS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 3 September 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

DEPUTY MAYOR.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Before I get to the substantive report today, I want to talk about something to do—well, I want to raise again an issue which is similar to what we’ve been talking about earlier today, where apparently whenever there’s an issue, it becomes Council’s responsibility to fix. I spoke last week about serious assaults that have been occurring against bus drivers, which are absolutely unacceptable. We continue to see assaults from the local community on bus drivers which are absolutely unacceptable.


However, tomorrow, I’ve got the union marching on my ward office—

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—when who they should be marching on is Minister Bailey’s office.

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
We have got—

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—we have got 6,000 bus stops, 3 million trips, and 76 million passengers riding our network each year. What we have seen over the last three months is 153 verbal assaults—verbal incidents that have been recorded, mind you. There’re probably many, many more that weren’t recorded. Unfortunately, there’s also been 11 incidents where there has been physical harm—some in the bus, some outside the bus, some at interchanges, some at bus stops. But regardless, all of this behaviour is absolutely unacceptable, as our bus drivers go about their work diligently and make sure they are providing the highest level of customer services to our passengers.


But it’s clear some of the community have zero respect for them. There’s no sense of patience or decency when engaging with Council drivers. They spit at them, hurl abuse, hit them, threaten them with all sorts of objects. Our drivers need backup in their roles as public facing transit officers. We need people who can be on site quickly and have the ability under the Transport Operations Act to protect our drivers.


For more than two years, five letters and two years later—two from Lord Mayor Quirk, two from LORD MAYOR SCHRINNER, one from me—we have been asking the State Government to step up and supply senior network officers to provide the safety and the support that our bus drivers need. Recently I did get a letter in May, two months after the letter in March, from Minister Bailey sprouting that he’s recruiting 16 new additional senior network officers. 


But what we have recently found out is that was not 16 new additional officers—additional, not likely. Filling in the vacancies to finally get a back up to the 70 that are required across South East Queensland as a minimum is what those 16 were. That is absolutely outrageous. This State Government has hired 26,000 people since 2015—26,000 public servants since 2015, and not one of those employees have been related to security on Brisbane’s bus network—not one.


But I did take the interjection from over there, oh, asking the State to do your job again. They’re your bus drivers. We do supply security guards at our interchanges, but there is a very, very different level of Transport Operation Act legislation, which is why we need senior network officers—only can be supplied and employed by the State Government. 


They can issue fines. Security guards cannot. They can detain an offender. Security guards cannot. They can handcuff, they can search, they can take names and addresses. This is what our bus drivers need. This is what Minister Bailey and the State Labor Government repeatedly ignore and fail to supply to make sure our bus drivers are safe in the workplace, and it is a disgrace.


It should not be Brisbane City Council offices that the union are marching a rally on tomorrow. It should be Minister Bailey’s office, because they stand beside us and they agree that we need senior network officers. This is crime. This is community crime, and it needs to be stamped out. It’s about time that the State Government stood up and took some of the blame for this. It is not Council’s responsibility. We’ve put the guards on, but they don’t have the legislative ability to do anything but stand there and watch, and then report it to a senior network officer who is not there.


We also need tougher penalties, more presence, a rule of law that is in force, which is why I have written again to the Attorney-General today asking her to change legislation that will increase the prison time for those who assault a bus driver from seven to 14 years. Just like the State Government did with paramedics. These are frontline officers that are out in various workplaces across the city. 


Again, the RTBU (Rail, Tram, and Bus Union) stand with us on our issue. So if the ALP Councillors would like to do anything to support their bus drivers, other than stand up and personally attack me week in and week out, get up there—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors, allow the DEPUTY MAYOR to be heard in silence, please.

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I ask them to speak to their Labor colleagues, to Attorney-General Yvette D’Ath, to Minister Bailey, and say: get us the senior network officers our bus drivers need, change the law so we’ve got a law that is serious enough that the next time somebody thinks about hurling abuse at a bus driver, or throwing a bottle in their face, they’ll think twice when it’s a 14-year penalty. At the moment, the legislation does nothing to deter these crimes. We’re asking the State Government to step up and do their duty when it comes to protecting bus drivers across the city.


With the report last week, Mr Chair, we had the Northern Brisbane Bikeway—again, a reason why we have gone up four places in the most liveable city. We are committed to that $100 million Better Bikeways for Brisbane program. The next stage of this is the Northern Brisbane Bikeway Bridge Street to Kedron Brook. This is about getting that travel option that gets you across from the Kedron Brook Bikeway on to the Northern Bikeway. It’s a fantastic way to get people out and be active, and there’s some great innovations in this project which will be wonderful to introduce into Brisbane that we can trial across other parks in Brisbane as well.


We know the Kedron Brook Bikeway has more than 1,000 cyclists a day, but it does north-south as does the Northern Bikeway as well. This one will give us that east-west connection to two major bikeways. The details include a shared path on Chalk Street from Bridge Street. There’s a reconfiguration of a dedicated left lane on Chalk Street, longer green phases for cyclists. There will be bi-directional bikeway running alongside a separated footpath on Kedron Park Road, restricted access to Wellington Street for increased safety. A very exciting new introduction of a green street, which is a low-speed shared environment, and a concept that’s been welcomed by the community. So we’re looking forward to implementing that in this project as well. 


We’ve done the same at Little Dock Street recently, and it’s been a very successful part of the Kangaroo Point Bikeway as well. The idea is to make it as safe as possible to motivate people, whether they are leisure and recreational bike users on the weekend or commuters during the week as well, so we can get a smooth connection between these two important pieces of infrastructure. The allocated funding is $1.243 million this financial year, and it’s all about getting residents home quicker and safer. There were also two petitions, but I’ll leave that to the Chambers.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair, I just rise to speak on item C, the petition objecting to the relocation of bus stop 50 from 137 Nathan Street to 145 Nathan Street, Brighton. This one was another example of the pitiful consultation that this Administration enters into with the community when it comes to this program of upgrading bus stops. We have seen the numerous examples around the city of how badly wrong this Administration is getting some of these bus stop moves, and that ultimately comes down to the lack of consultation with the local community, in explaining to the local community and going through those issues with the local community, and working through those issues that identified in finding a suitable outcome.


We saw it at Norman Park a couple of months ago in Councillor COOK’s area, the magically disappearing bus stop that had to magically reappear quite quickly, and this bus stop, the relocation from 137 to 145, the grand total number of constituents of mine that were consulted with this move was one. One person was consulted. This is all the while this stop relocation affecting quite a number of people. It’s right near a school, right near a very, very dangerous zebra pedestrian crossing where we’ve seen just in the last year a number of Nashville State School students put in harm’s way. This bus stop is being relocated much closer to that. 


Right in between that zebra crossing and the new proposed bus stop at 145 Nathan Street is nose-in parking at a local set of shops there where we have vehicles coming in and out quite regularly. So, local residents, when they saw this move happening, were rightly concerned about how all these things are interacting with each other. To the project team’s credit, they did attend an on‑site meeting. It was on a Tuesday. I wasn’t able to attend that, given we were in Council. But the feedback that the residents were given was that basically the direction they received is that it is proceeding. 


So the residents started a petition which is what we have before us, 121 signatures. I know it was a topic of hot discussion at the Nashville State School P&C meetings as well and at the local shop, Pete’s shop there, and other businesses I know a lot of people shared their concerns around the relocation of this bus stop. The person that was consulted subsequently sold their house and moved, and it was for sale at the time, which again just goes to how lacking the consultation around this was.


Throughout the process, once the petition was lodged then, people were still continuing to ask questions and asking for updates around this. The project team said they would no longer provide my office with any information around this during the petition process, which was later rectified, but that information still wasn’t very forthcoming.


Now, Councillor ADAMS said last week in the Committee meeting that, as is set out in the response, the reasons that Council has put forward for moving the stop from 137 to 145, they were the only two options that were on the table. Now, if they were, that’s certainly not been explained to me or the community, and what other options were assessed in doing that. There is a loss of parking for those local businesses as a result of this. It is being shifted further away, and I think anyone who talks to any local business owner, particular very small retail operations like this where they’re very discretionary spending, if it’s difficult to find a park right outside there, those businesses inevitably suffer from that.


So there are a whole heap of issues with this relocation of this bus stop, and at no point has the project team or Councillor ADAMS’ office fully explained what other options were looked at throughout this process. I accept that the stop at 137 was problematic, given it was on a bend in the road. But I think given the issues that the local residents have raised, moving it to outside 145 Nathan Street is also very problematic, and therefore I will be taking the side of my local residents and, as I said to Councillor ADAMS in the Committee last week, I forewarn this Administration that I don’t believe those residents who have these serious concerns will take this decision lightly.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Seriatim – Clause C 
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause C, PETITION – OBJECTING TO THE RELOCATION OF BUS STOP 50 (STOP ID 003229) FROM 137 NATHAN STREET TO 145 NATHAN STREET, BRIGHTON, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Further speakers?


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, and thank you, Councillor CASSIDY. That was exactly what you had represented in Committee last week that you weren’t supporting it. I understand that, but I do need to put a little bit of some of the falsehoods in your speech to just make it very clear. This was a relocation based on DDA (Disability Discrimination Act 1992) compliance. It was about making as many bus stops as possible of our 6,000 accessible easily for people in wheelchairs or walkers or strollers or anybody who has a special need to get on to the bus. 


As mentioned, 137 Nathan Street is located on a bend, so it was unable for the bus to pull in parallel with the kerb, which is the biggest problem when you need to get the wheelchairs in and out with the ramps. It’s also located directly opposite the T-intersection of Nathan and Sunwell Street where most of those cars from that local school come in and out, and there had been complaints in the past around buses pulling up opposite that T-intersection and causing difficulties, particularly during school hours, getting in and out when a bus is stopped there as well.


So, we had a look at where the most suitable place to move it to and the most suitable place was to 145 Nathan Street, less than 50 metres away. So then Councillor CASSIDY to say only one person was consulted; that was not the case. We followed the guidelines to speak to the people that were losing the bus stop and the people that were gaining the bus stop. In the case of the person that was gaining the bus stop, they had no issues with it whatsoever with the bus stop coming out the front. We left a contact card, and there’s been no concerns about that.


With the person that the bus stop was moving from, yes, they changed owners. They changed owners, so after the owners changed, we went and saw the new owner as well. So we’re up to speaking to the old owner and the new owner at this house, and again, the new owner was happy with the information, noted he bought the house two months ago, was unaware of any consultation, but had no issues with the proposed works. Hence we moved forward.

There was a change in the parking, I agree, and it is difficult around shops to get the balance to have buses that will drop patrons off to the shops as well. We need to remember that some people will catch the bus to the shops, and it will be more attractive if they’re 50 metres closer to the stop. But we have replaced the two bus stops, again less than 50 metres away where the bus stop used to be, and we’ve also installed bus zone signs. So this bus stop will not be a bus stop outside of 7am to 5pm. So if the shops are open in the evening, it’s no longer a bus stop, it’s back to parking. So it’s actually, in the evenings, gained two car parks in this area as well.


So we have tried to address all of the petitioners’ concerns with this. I understand residents don’t like change. I absolutely understand that. But we also need to say in this changing world we need disability compliant bus stops, and that is the reality, hence why we moved forward with this project. Thank you, Mr Chair.
Chair:
Thank you.


Councillors, on items A and B.
Clauses A and B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A and B of the report of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
On item C. 
Clause C put

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

The voting was as follows:

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

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

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – NORTH BRISBANE BIKEWAY: BRIDGE STREET TO KEDRON BROOK UPDATE

177/2019-20

1.
Graham Nell, Program Director, Civil and Transport, Project Management, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the North Brisbane Bikeway: Bridge Street to Kedron Brook. He provided the information below.

2.
The Better Bikeways 4 Brisbane (BB4B) program will improve access to local destinations and the Central Business District. The $100 million investment for bikeways, from 2016 to 2020, will enhance Brisbane’s environment, keep our community active and healthy, and minimise traffic congestion.

3.
Signature BB4B projects include:

-
Woolloongabba Bikeway

-
Kangaroo Point Bikeway

-
Botanic Gardens Riverwalk

-
Indooroopilly Riverwalk.

4.
The North Brisbane Bikeway is being delivered jointly by Council and the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR). Stage 3 of TMR’s project is currently under construction and runs along Bridge Street, Wooloowin. Council’s North Brisbane Bikeway from Bridge Street to Kedron Brook will provide a connection from TMR’s stage 3 to the Kedron Brook Bikeway in Lutwyche.

5.
A number of images were shared with the Committee to illustrate the network connectivity, location plan and concept design. 3D artist impressions were also shared with the Committee.

6.
The project objectives are to:

-
provide a new corridor for cyclists travelling between the existing North Brisbane Bikeway and Kedron Brook Bikeway

-
provide connections to public transport and community infrastructure

-
minimise the impacts to the environment and local community.

7.
The scope of the project includes:

-
a shared path on Chalk Street, from Bridge Street to Kedron Park Road

-
a dedicated left turn lane on Chalk Street at the intersection with Kedron Park Road for motorists continuing west on Chalk Street

-
an off-road bi-directional bikeway on Kedron Park Road from Chalk Street to Wellington Street

-
a ‘green street’ along Wellington Street and Bradshaw Street, east of Lutwyche Road

-
a widened footpath on the northern side of Bradshaw Street, between Lutwyche Road and Marita Street to enhance the street with landscaping and new trees

-
upgrading the existing Lutwyche Road bus station underpass

-
reconfiguring Bradshaw Street to provide a shared path between the bus station and Lamington Avenue

-
constructing an off-road, bi-directional bikeway through Bradshaw Park

-
upgrading the existing ramp to the Kedron Brook Bikeway.

8.
The proposed road network changes include:

-
removing access from Kedron Park Road into Wellington Street to provide safe access for cyclists

-
switching the priority at the intersection of Wellington Street, Marita Street and Bradshaw Street (from north-south to east-west)

-
reducing the speed limit on Wellington Street to 30 km/h to create a safe road environment for all road users

-
removing the right turn for westbound vehicles on Bradshaw Street turning into Lamington Avenue to improve safety for cyclists crossing Lamington Avenue.

9.
The following project benefits were outlined:

-
a dedicated bikeway connection to get residents of Brisbane home quicker and safer

-
encouragement for residents to get out and about with more active transport options

-
expansion of Brisbane’s growing network of safe, convenient and connected bikeways for all ages and abilities

-
improves connectivity in the local bikeway network. 

10.
Generally, the community has provided positive feedback towards the project, particularly regarding the green street and concept design. The following public consultation activities were undertaken:

-
a bulk mail out to the local community (approximately 1,700 letters)

-
two community information sessions at Lutwyche bus station and the Lutwyche Centro shopping centre held on Thursday 4 July 2019 and Saturday 6 July 2019 respectively

-
targeted consultation on local traffic network access changes.

11.
Public consultation concluded in August 2019. The project design is due to be finalised by late 2019 and construction will commence mid-2020. The allocated funding for 2019-20 is $1.243 million.

12.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Nell for his informative presentation.

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – OBJECTING TO ACTIVISTS’ RIGHTS TO FREE SPEECH AND PEACEFUL ASSEMBLY BEING OVERLY BURDENED BY RESTRICTIONS MADE UNDER THE PUBLIC LAND AND COUNCIL ASSETS LOCAL LAW 2014


CA19/247107

178/2019-20

14.
A petition from residents, objecting to activists’ rights to free speech and peaceful assembly being overly burdened by restrictions made under the Public Land and Council Assets Local Law 2014, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 19 March 2019, by Councillor Vicki Howard, and received.

15.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

16.
The petition contains 876 signatures.

17.
The petitioners object to restrictions imposed on activists’ rights to free speech and peaceful assembly, providing the example of animal activists participating in the Cube of Truth peaceful assemblies in Reddacliff Place being overly burdened by the restrictions imposed under the Public Land and Council Assets Local Law 2014 (PLACA).

18.
Under Queensland Government legislation enacted in 2010, the Queen Street Mall was extended to legally incorporate Reddacliff Place. The area included in the extension is an intensively-used commercial and recreational space and a busy pedestrian thoroughfare. The activities undertaken by the Cube of Truth group involve several electronic display screens that broadcast graphic and distressing material, including images of animal cruelty and disfigurement, blood and the inhumane slaughter of animals. Council considers such images to be inappropriate viewing for visitors to the Queen Street Mall.

19.
The activities of the Cube of Truth group unreasonably expose members of the public to gratuitous interference with their freedom to go about their business unimpeded and undistracted by the display of distressing content and unsolicited tendering by strangers of literature of a distressing nature.

20.
Council recognises that a person has the right to assemble peacefully with others in a public place under the Queensland Government’s Peaceful Assembly Act 1992 (PAA). However, the PAA specifically permits Council to regulate pedestrian malls. Council is not restricting the right to assemble in Reddacliff Place. The restrictions sought to be imposed relate to the conduct of the peaceful assembly, in particular that the images displayed and material handed out are not considered appropriate for the location.

21.
Council acknowledges that a notice and the associated permission is restricted to the assembly being a static assembly, with no sound amplification, within the designated zone highlighted in the Reddacliff Place Peaceful Assembly Map (submitted on file).

22.
Peaceful assemblies in the Queen Street Mall are monitored by Council officers and CitySafe CCTV cameras to ensure that they comply with the conditions of the notification under the PAA and the regulations stated in the PAA. Council officers may take enforcement action under PLACA if any breaches of the conditions of consent or of PLACA are observed. Additionally, Queensland Police Service (QPS) officers may take appropriate action if there are any identified issues which may impact on the rights and freedoms of persons in a public place, or if they are requested to assist Council officers undertaking enforcement action.

Consultation

23.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Councillor for Central Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

24.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Jonathan Sri dissenting.

25.
RECOMMENDATION:

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

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/247107

Thank you for your petition objecting to restrictions imposed on activists’ rights to free speech and peaceful assembly being overly burdened by restrictions made under the Public Land and Council Assets Local Law 2014 (PLACA).

Your petition was considered by Council at its meeting of 10 September 2019 and I can now respond to you with the following information. 

Council notes your concerns about activists’ rights to free speech and peaceful assembly being overly burdened by restrictions made under PLACA, specifically, animal activists participating in the Cube of Truth demonstrations in Reddacliff Place. Under Queensland Government legislation enacted in 2010, the Queen Street Mall was extended to legally incorporate Reddacliff Place.

Reddacliff Place is an intensively-used commercial and recreational space and a busy pedestrian thoroughfare. The use of electronic display screens which broadcast graphic and distressing material, including images of animal cruelty and disfigurement, blood and the inhumane slaughter of animals, is deemed inappropriate for the location. The display of this graphic material unreasonably exposes members of the public to gratuitous interference with their freedom to go about their business, unimpeded and undistracted by the display of distressing content and the unsolicited tendering by strangers of literature of a distressing nature. 

The effect of this activity at the proposed site in the Queen Street Mall will not optimise the benefit to be derived by the public from that public land and is likely to compromise, rather than safeguard, the safety and amenity of people using the area.
Council recognises that a person has the right to assemble peacefully with others in a public place under the Queensland Government’s Peaceful Assembly Act 1992 (PAA). However, the PAA specifically permits Council to regulate pedestrian malls. Council is not restricting the right to assemble in Reddacliff Place. The restrictions sought to be imposed relate to the conduct of the peaceful assembly, in particular that the images displayed and material handed out are not considered appropriate for the location.

Council acknowledges that a notice and the associated permission is restricted to the assembly being a static assembly, with no sound amplification, within the designated zone.

Peaceful assemblies in the Queen Street Mall are monitored by Council officers and CitySafe CCTV cameras to ensure that they comply with the conditions of the notification under the PAA and the regulations stated in the PAA. Council officers may take enforcement action under PLACA if any breaches of the conditions of consent or of PLACA are observed. Additionally, Queensland Police Service (QPS) officers may take appropriate action if there are any identified issues which may impact on the rights and freedoms of persons in a public place, or if they are requested to assist Council officers undertaking enforcement action.

For further information regarding the PAA, you may wish to contact the Queensland Government on (07) 3237 466 or via email at legislation.queries@oqpc.qld.gov.au.

If you have any further questions, please contact Mr John Dwyer, Economic Precincts Manager, City Malls Management, Economic Development, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3403 8888.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – OBJECTING TO THE RELOCATION OF BUS STOP 50 (STOP ID 003229) FROM 137 NATHAN STREET TO 145 NATHAN STREET, BRIGHTON


CA19/585410

179/2019-20

26.
A petition from residents, objecting to the relocation of bus stop 50 (Stop ID 003229) from 137 Nathan Street to 145 Nathan Street, Brighton, was received during the Winter Recess 2019.

27.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

28.
The petition contains 121 signatures. Of the petitioners, 91 live in Brighton, 27 live in other suburbs of the City of Brisbane, and the remaining three live outside the City of Brisbane.

29.
The petitioners are objecting to the relocation of bus stop 50 and requesting that it remain in its current position. The petitioners state that the relocation would create a conflict with parking areas and other potential traffic issues.

30.
Nathan Street is a 50 km/h neighbourhood access road providing access to local residential properties. There are four Council bus services operating on Nathan Street. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

31.
The proposed relocation of bus stop 50 is part of Council’s Bus Stop Accessibility Improvement Program (BSAIP). This is a rolling program of upgrades across Brisbane and aims to improve accessibility for all public transport users. By 2022, Council must meet the accessibility requirements for public transport in the Disability Discrimination Act 1992 (DDA) and the Disability Standards for Accessible Public Transport 2002 (DSAPT).

32.
In addition to meeting the accessibility requirements of the DDA and DSAPT, the proposed bus stop relocation from 137 Nathan Street to 145 Nathan Street will address known safety issues with the current location. The bus stop at 137 Nathan Street is located inside a bend and buses are unable to pull parallel with the kerb when servicing the stop, creating a safety hazard for patrons using the front and rear doors. Further, as the stop is also located directly opposite the T‑intersection of Nathan and Sunwell Streets, multiple traffic movements at the intersection are being impacted while buses are stopped. Due to the site constraints, a DDA compliant bus stop cannot be installed in the existing location.

33.
The proposed relocation will remove two on-street parking spaces from the front of 145 Nathan Street, which are free to be used by anyone and not dedicated for the use of the nearby shopping complex. Council aims to minimise parking losses where possible and the relocation of bus stop 50 will result in approximately two on-street parking spaces being reintroduced outside 137 Nathan Street. Resulting in no net loss of on-street car parking.

34.
When changes are proposed to Council bus stops, consultation occurs with the directly adjacent property owners to the affected infrastructure. A consultation letter was addressed to the directly adjacent property owner on 29 March 2019 and no objection was received. Furthermore, the directly adjacent property was door knocked on 15 May 2019 and again, no objection was received. As a result, Council proceeded to progress the relocation of bus stop 50.

35.
The petitioners’ feedback regarding the potential impacts to traffic conditions has been noted. The bus stop design was reviewed and approved by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ). The design of the new proposed bus stop location considered a number of factors including patron safety when boarding and alighting at the stop, safe bus operation, crossing sight distance to the zebra crossing on Nathan Street and vehicle stopping sight distance. Additionally, the proposed new bus stop location may encourage patrons from the catchment on the other side of the roadway to cross the road using the existing zebra crossing. Based on the RPEQ review, the design of the proposed new bus stop location is not changing the current traffic conditions on Nathan Street. The new location will provide a safe and accessible bus stop to the patrons and place them out of conflict with the intersection, which will improve safety for all road users.

36.
Furthermore, this is not a terminus stop and as such, buses spend approximately two minutes on average when picking-up or dropping-off passengers. This is a similar situation to many areas across Brisbane and is not considered a significant impact. Vehicles will still be able to access the car park in front of the shopping complex and stopping buses will not obstruct the shop front parking. When there are no buses at the proposed bus stop, it will provide a clear view for drivers accessing the angle parking outside the shopping complex. Whilst cars parking in the proposed bus stop location create a smaller visual impact, it is for longer periods as there are no parking restrictions.

37.
Due to the safety issues associated with the previous location at 137 Nathan Street, Council has no plans to change the relocation of bus stop 50.

38.
However, to assist with parking issues, Council will install ‘bus zone’ signs between 7am and 5pm on weekdays, which will allow parking before and after bus operation times. It is important to note that these signs may need to be changed/removed in the future if changes to the bus routes occur.

Consultation

39.
Councillor Jared Cassidy, Councillor for Deagon Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.


Customer impact
40.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

41.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Jonathan Sri dissenting.

42.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISION 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: CA19/585410

Thank you for your petition objecting to the relocation of bus stop 50 (Stop ID 003229) from 137 Nathan Street to 145 Nathan Street, Brighton.

The proposed relocation of bus stop 50 is part of Council’s Bus Stop Accessibility Improvement Program (BSAIP). This is a rolling program of upgrades across Brisbane and aims to improve accessibility for all public transport users. By 2022, Council must meet the accessibility requirements for public transport in the Disability Discrimination Act 1992 (DDA) and the Disability Standards for Accessible Public Transport 2002 (DSAPT).
In addition to meeting the accessibility requirements of the DDA and DSAPT, the proposed bus stop relocation from 137 Nathan Street to 145 Nathan Street will address known safety issues with the current location. The bus stop at 137 Nathan Street is located inside a bend and buses are unable to pull parallel with the kerb when servicing the stop, creating a safety hazard for patrons using the front and rear doors. Further, as the stop is also located directly opposite the T‑intersection of Nathan and Sunwell Streets, multiple traffic movements at the intersection are being impacted while buses are stopped. Due to the site constraints, a DDA compliant bus stop cannot be installed in the existing location.

The proposed relocation will remove two on-street parking spaces from the front of 145 Nathan Street, which are free to be used by anyone and not dedicated for the use of the nearby shopping complex. Council aims to minimise parking losses where possible and its relocation will result in approximately two on-street parking spaces being reintroduced outside 137 Nathan Street. Resulting in no net loss of on-street car parking. 

When changes are proposed to Council bus stops, consultation occurs with the directly adjacent property owners to the affected infrastructure. A consultation letter was addressed to the directly adjacent property owner on 29 March 2019 and no objection was received. Furthermore, the directly adjacent property was door knocked on 15 May 2019 and again, no objection was received. As a result, Council proceeded to progress the relocation of bus stop 50.

Your feedback about the potential impacts to traffic conditions has been noted. The bus stop design was reviewed and approved by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ). The design of the new proposed bus stop location considered a number of factors including patron safety when boarding and alighting at the stop, safe bus operation, crossing sight distance to the zebra crossing on Nathan Street and vehicle stopping sight distance. Additionally, the proposed new bus stop location may encourage patrons from the catchment on the other side of the roadway to cross the road using the existing zebra crossing. Based on the RPEQ review, the design of the proposed new bus stop location is not changing the current traffic conditions in Nathan Street. The new location will provide a safe and accessible bus stop to the patrons and place them out of conflict with the intersection, which will improve safety for all road users.

Furthermore, this is not a terminus stop and as such, buses spend approximately two minutes on average when picking-up or dropping-off passengers. This is a similar situation to many areas across Brisbane and is not considered a significant impact. Vehicles will still be able to access the car park in front of the shopping complex and stopping buses will not obstruct the shop front parking. When there are no buses at the proposed bus stop, it will provide a clear view for drivers accessing the angle parking outside the shopping complex. Whilst cars parking in the proposed bus stop location create a smaller visual impact, it is for longer periods as there are no parking restrictions.

Due to the safety issues associated with the previous location at 137 Nathan Street, Council has no plans to change the relocation of bus stop 50. 

However, to assist with parking issues, Council will install ‘bus zone’ signs between 7am and 5pm on weekdays, which will allow parking before and after bus operation times. It is important to note that these signs may need to be changed/removed in the future if changes to the bus routes occur.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Jasmine Ren, Project Manager, Bus Stops, Program Delivery, Project and Program Unit, Transport Planning and Programs, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 4286.

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 3 September 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Thank you, Mr Chair. We had a presentation last week at committee to update on some infrastructure trials that we have been undertaking. This particularly related to our anti-hooning trial which started on 1 May this year. It’s going to be running for 12 months.


It is certainly of course, as this Chamber would be well aware, a matter for the Queensland Police Service to enforce, but we do receive a number of complaints about hooning in local communities, and in particular we had some complaints about hooning at Chuwar in the outer western suburbs.


We understand that the community were experiencing great frustration. By the time QPS were actually able to respond the hoons had gone, and we investigated a number of options to discourage them, including traffic calming devices. We looked at raised reflective pavement markers, we looked at cameras, as well as a seal treatment to the road.


So following investigation, officers recommended the preferred treatment was the seal treatment, which was found to be a very effective and practical solution, where other options would not necessarily discourage this hooning behaviour.


So this involves having bitumen with a modified rubberised binding sprayed onto it, and it has an angular shaped aggregate that is resistant to wear. It works by keeping the tyres gripped on the roads and when a driver is hooning and loses traction, it shreds the vehicle’s tyres.


Just to note, there were a few people who were concerned it might actually cause people to slip or slide on the surface. In fact there is no measurable impact to vehicles driving or cyclists riding over the surface in normal conditions, and officers advise it’s in fact safer for drivers travelling normally, as they are less likely to lose grip on the road.


So at the moment we’re trialling a site out at Allawah Road, Chuwar, and we are undertaking—I note that the local Councillor is very happy to see that. We’ll be undertaking an evaluation of the effectiveness of the trial. There’s six criteria. We’ll be looking at physical evidence of hooning, we’ll be looking at feedback from the residents in the community, residents from QPS, feedback from industry, feedback from the local Councillor and then we’ll be doing pavement investigation to see how the seal is holding up.


Initial investigations in the first week of the trial we saw some tyre marks which indicated some attempts to hoon. However, there’ve been no new marks since then until recently, where we discovered a couple of new marks, but those—we believe one of those is actually from a truck that was braking.


We’ve had no complaints about any further hooning from members of the public to the ward office or Seqwater since the installation, and we’ve had a local QPS report that there have been no reports of any hooning or any feedback about any hooning activities since installation.


We’ve also undertaken a skid compliance test and that was undertaken in July, which advised the seal has held up very well, and we’ve got regular inspections that are undertaken.


We’re also now investigating some other sites. We’ve got 11 sites within Acacia Ridge, Willawong and Pallara that we are reviewing and talking to local Councillor, Councillor GRIFFITHS. We will be—as we have with the site at Chuwar, we’ll be undertaking site visits and traffic observations, and we’ve also met with local QPS regarding these matters. So we’re going to be rolling out that next trial potentially in October of this year with confirmation of course from the local Councillor. 


We also had an update at Committee last week about the U-turn signage which we are trialling at six locations across the city. So at the moment the current U‑turn prohibited signs are yellow with black writing, so quite a bit of writing on those and no images, which can be difficult to understand when driving through traffic signals.


The approved sign, that’s the regulatory sign for non-signalised intersections, is a U-turn with a red line through it, and that of course is easy to understand but it’s not approved by TMR at signalised intersections.


So we had a presentation at Committee on 8 August 2017 and we talked about this particular issue and the challenges for drivers who do not have English as their first language. There was quite unanimous support from members of the Committee to look at other options. I wrote to the Minister and requested consideration of more simple signage.


We got updated in May of last year, including the statistic that on average 3.8 casualty crashes occur each year at traffic signals in Brisbane involving vehicles performing U-turns. 


Following the feedback from TMR that they have approved those trial locations, we’ve got the trial in place which will be going for 12 months. We of course before commencing the trial, undertook pre-surveys. First round of surveys were completed—follow-up surveys were completed in June. We are going to be continuing to review the crash data and we’re meeting with the Queensland Police Service this month to gain their feedback about the trial.


To date we’ve received no complaints about the trial, and the initial results of the trial show the number of U-turns at all six sites has reduced by 25% to 40%, which I think is a really excellent result. Excellent result.


Council officers are now going to be undertaking collection of further data to validate those results to see if instances such as seasonal variations may have an effect. So we completed the surveys in August, we’re currently analysing the results from those and the next round of surveys will be completed in November.


I really want to thank the officers. I think this has been a tremendous attempt to try and make some significant changes to make it much more easy and simple for all those drivers, and make sure that as we move around our roads we move around safely and we all return home to our families in one piece. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak on item B, the petition requesting Council installs a zebra crossing and buildouts near the intersection of Appel Street and Verney Road East, Graceville, to provide a safe crossing point to Graceville rail station.


This is an issue about which I’ve been campaigning I’d say at least eight years when Pat Chin was the traffic and transport officer who looked after our area.


It’s been something—it’s clearly needed in this location. It’s a very wide part of the street. It’s right outside Graceville rail station, and it’s an underpass across—under Honour Avenue to get to the shops. So it’s used not just by people using the rail station, but it’s used because there aren’t a lot of crossing points across the Ipswich rail line for my community.


We have two Active School Travel schools nearby, Christ the King and Graceville State School, so every morning hundreds of children cross at this location, as well as all the commuters who use the train, all of the students going to high school and everybody who crosses to go to the shops or to move generally around our community. It is hugely busy.


It was a focus of Move Safe. It’s been raised consistently with me for many years, and it was a big focus of the Move Safe feedback that was put forward. 


I was promised by Council’s traffic officers that when the State Government did the upgrade of the Graceville rail station that Council would put the crossing in. Now that’s what the officers told me. It’s been on my Budget list for—I’d have to go back and have a look but I’d say eight years. It goes in every year and I waited until the station was completed.


Now that’s been done for over a year and there’s been absolutely no action from this Council whatsoever. So we pushed in Move Safe last year. No action from Council whatsoever. Together with the community I represent, we did a petition; nearly 500 residents signed the petition. 


It’s clear that there is a need for this. It is clear that it fits with Council’s strategy to ensure that we improve safe crossing points for our community. This is for both functional travel and also rail travel and that would be of great benefit to the community I represent here at Graceville.


For example, I live at Sherwood but if I’m heading down to Graceville Memorial Oval I’ll often use this underpass and cross at Appel Street to go back up Honour Avenue to Sherwood, because there are limited crossing points.


The low rail bridge at Long Street East does—the footpath is about 80 centimetres wide. It’s just not used by anybody. This is a hugely busy pedestrian crossing point. It clearly needs a zebra crossing. It’s a simple fix. This has been like a mirage what Council are offering here. Oh we’ll do a plan for you but we’re not going to give you the zebra crossing.


I’ve heard this before and everybody here will go oh she’s just having a whinge. In 2009-10 Council put money in the Budget to do a plan to light Vallely and Lagonda Street parks. Now the money was there; $10,000 was put aside; the plan was done. Did Council ever put the money back in the Budget to actually undertake the lighting upgrade? No, they did not. So I funded it out of the trust funds when it became clear Council would do nothing. I do not want to see this end up in the same situation. 


Now I’m not sure that buildouts will be needed. I believe Council are looking at putting it on the northern side of Verney Road, which would not need buildouts. So if that is the location that is preferred through this investigation process, then that’s great. That’ll make the project even less.


But I’m not prepared to sit back and say that simply doing a plan is good enough. We must have safe crossing points at busy rail stations and busy underpasses that provide access for students, who are brilliant participants in our Active School Travel program, as well as local residents.


Now I raised my concerns about the recommendation, which if you read this report, you’d have no idea. It just says I supported the recommendation. I was very clear that I believe that it should be funded, not just planned. So I do have an amendment that I’m moving today.
MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO CLAUSE B – PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL A ZEBRA CROSSING AND BUILD-OUTS NEAR THE INTERSECTION OF APPEL STREET AND VERNEY ROAD EAST, GRACEVILLE, TO PROVIDE A SAFE CROSSING POINT TO GRACEVILLE STATION:

	180/2019-20

It was moved by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON, seconded by Councillor Charles STRUNK, that Clause B – PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL A ZEBRA CROSSING AND BUILD-OUTS NEAR THE INTERSECTION OF APPEL STREET AND VERNEY ROAD EAST, GRACEVILLE, TO PROVIDE A SAFE CROSSING POINT TO GRACEVILLE STATION, of the report be amended as follows:

(i)
paragraph 28, Recommendation on page 5, paragraph 3 delete “subject to an assessment of priority, relative to other competing citywide projects” and insert “provided this financial year”.



Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON to your amendment please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, currently the recommendation reads that the investigation will determine the appropriate crossing point and identify any utilities that may be affected. Following the investigation, funding for construction will be subject to an assessment of its priority relative to other competing citywide projects.


That’s the boat that it’s been in for the past decade. It’s clearly—that’s going nowhere. That’s putting it on the never-never list where this Administration just simply refuses to fund things. So in my view, as I advised Council during the consultation period, we should not only be planning the zebra crossing, we should be funding it so it is actually delivered, and we can ensure that residents and school students in Graceville and the surrounding suburbs can safely cross the road. So the amendment simply changes the words relating to funding to say that the funding will be provided in this financial year. 


Now today we’ve just heard the LORD MAYOR announce possibly up to $2 million out of some secret slush fund for sporting clubs for water rebates or grants. I’m still not clear on what that’s actually for. It’s not budgeted in the Budget. There’re some 400 clubs in Brisbane. I’m working on $5,000 a head. If there’s $2 million that the LORD MAYOR can stand up and announce will be provided to sporting clubs to provide water, then he can find $30,000 in a $3 billion Budget this year to fund a zebra crossing to provide a safe crossing point to residents in Graceville and surrounding suburbs, and particularly students who are such good participants in our Active School Travel program.


This LORD MAYOR seems to find money for just about every other thing that he wants to do. He can find money for advertising; he can find money to—huge amounts of money for new sporting fields at Nudgee. All we want here and all I’ve wanted for a long time—it’s not like I’m asking today—is a zebra crossing. A bit of paint on the road that will cost this Council I’d say $20,000 to $30,000. That’s it.


It’s a very small investment in making it safer for students from Christ the King and Graceville State School to cross the road to participate in a Council-funded program, and to provide safe access to public transport for people using the train in our area, and for residents generally to move from one side of the rail line to the other.


It is critical that this project is funded. I don’t believe leaving it on the never‑never list is an appropriate course of action. This is $30,000 that should be well spent, actually delivering the process. So instead of just saying we’ll plan for it, let’s make sure that we not only do the investigation, draw up a plan, but we deliver it in this financial year. 


Clearly, clearly, given an off-the-cuff $2 million Budget announcement by the LORD MAYOR today, there is money in this Budget to deliver one-off projects like this. I believe that the money should be made available to fund this zebra crossing, and I ask all Councillors to support it.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. I note that the LNP have not risen to speak about this. I hope that does not mean, as has been their standard practice since 2010, that they will just vote this motion down.


I thank the Labor Party for seconding it so that we could have the debate about it today. I’ll just say when it comes to putting your LNP candidate in the field, in Tennyson Ward, you will be walking into the most horrible environment because you have not supported the local community out there.


You really will be letting people down when you say no to a simple project like a zebra crossing outside one of the busiest rail stations in the network, and to support the Active School Travel behaviour of two wonderful local schools who participate in Council’s program.


It is essential that all Councillors support the zebra crossing so we can get on and deliver what is a simple but effective safety project for pedestrians in Tennyson Ward.

Chair:
I’ll now put the amendment.
Amendment put:

The Chair put the motion for the amendment to Clause B of the report of the Infrastructure Committee to the Chamber resulting in it being declared lost on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Charles STRUNK 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: 19 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
Chair:
Councillors further speakers to the substantive papers? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. I just will speak quickly to the Infrastructure report. There are two issues I’d like to speak on, both relate to the presentation we received last week.


The first one is in relation to the outcome regarding the U-turn signage. I welcome that we’ve made progress on that, between the State and Brisbane City Council. It’s actually good to know that we’ve spent a bit of time in Committee meeting. We’ve had a sensible discussion with regards to the issue of the U-turn or no U‑turn sign, and that we’ve actually seen a positive approach to the State which has resulted in this trial.


One of the things I think the public likes hearing is actually when we can actually achieve something and get something done, and I think that’s what we’ve done here. Obviously everyone would like I think a simpler solution, which would be that at places where people can’t do a U-turn, we just put a no U‑turn sign like they do in Sydney—New South Wales and Victoria—but our law in Queensland is written in a different way to the other states. So that needs to be dealt with at the State level by TMR.


So this is I think a good comprise, makes sense, it’s a good trial and it’s good to hear that there’s been change in behaviour for people using these signs. So I welcome that and I look forward to the end result and hopefully the State picking it up. So that’s the first thing.


The second thing, actually another positive thing, which is nice to do occasionally, is welcome the interest in the anti-hooning trial. Certainly my ward is very impacted by hooning. It’s not because I have a whole lot of hoons living there, but I have a lot of industrial area. Potentially they come to us from further south, but the ward has large tracks industrial area bordering residential areas, so obviously there’s targets for a lot of hooning.

A number of those sites have passed on to our transport area. They’re familiar with it so I welcome this trial in the area and think that it’s got the opportunity of having some positive outcomes as well. So I think these two have been very positive outcomes for our Committee over the last quarter that we’ve been going. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, Councillor COOPER?
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 Steve Griffiths, Nicole Johnston, James Mackay and Steven Toomey.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – INFRASTRUCTURE TRIALS

181/2019-20

1.
Marie Gales, Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on two infrastructure trials: the anti-hooning trial and the U‑turn signage at traffic signals trial. She provided the information below.

2.
Council has received complaints from residents regarding vehicles ‘hooning’. While enforcement of this issue is the responsibility of the Queensland Police Service (QPS), Council has been exploring options for changes to the road network to reduce instances of hooning. 

3.
The following anti-hooning options were reviewed:

-
a mountable roundabout/island

-
raised reflective pavement markers

-
surveillance cameras

-
‘No stopping’ signs with enforcement

-
traffic calming devices

-
a road anti-hooning seal treatment.

4.
Of the options, the anti-hooning seal treatment (the treatment) was considered the most effective and practical solution as the other options would not necessarily prevent hooning. The treatment is a bitumen sprayed seal using a highly modified rubberised binder and angular shaped aggregate that is resistant to wear. The angular aggregate prevents tyres losing traction on the surface, such as spinning wheels when a driver performs ‘donuts’. The treatment has no measurable impact on vehicles driving or cyclists riding over the surface in normal situations.

5.
Allawah Road, Chuwar, was selected for the 12-month anti-hooning trial. Allawah Road is an active hooning site because of its wide intersecting area and relatively remote location. The treatment was installed on 1 May 2019. Images of the trial site were shown to the Committee.

6.
The trial will be evaluated through monitoring of:

-
physical evidence of hooning

-
feedback from residents/community

-
feedback from QPS

-
feedback from industry

-
feedback from the local Councillor

-
pavement wear.

7.
The treatment has proved to be an effective anti-hooning solution. Since its installation, the following have been observed.

-
Tyre marks on the pavement within the first week of installation indicating attempted hooning.

-
Two additional tyre marks were identified in July 2019, however, information suggests that one of these marks was from a truck braking.

-
No complaints have been received regarding the treatment or instances of hooning activity from members of the public or the Pullenvale Ward Office.

-
QPS have confirmed that they have not received any reports of hooning activities.

-
Seqwater advised that they have not received any complaints or witnessed any hooning activities.

-
The new road surface passed skid compliance tests in July 2019 and held up to hooning activity with no loss of stone or aggregate.

8.
With the success of the first trial site, Council has been investigating 11 other potential trial sites within Acacia Ridge, Willawong and Pallara. Site visits and traffic observations of these sites have been undertaken, along with consultation with QPS. It is anticipated that a priority site will be implemented in October 2019 following discussions with the local Councillor.

9.
Currently, Council is only able to use certain types of approved U-turn signage at signalised intersections and non-signalised intersections. Council has received complaints from Councillors regarding the types of signs used for signalised intersections. Due to this, Council made a request to the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) for approval to conduct a U-turn signage trial.

10.
TMR has agreed for Council to trial a simplified U-turn sign. The 12-month trial will be undertaken at six signalised intersections with the simplified U-turn sign, of which an image was shown to the Committee, being installed at:

-
Logan Road, Greenslopes, at the northern approach to the intersection of Curd Street

-
Logan Road, Holland Park, at the northern approach to the intersection of Birdwood Road

-
Manly Road, Tingalpa, at the western approach to the intersection of Castlerea Street

-
Beaudesert Road, Moorooka, at the southern approach to the intersection of Durack Street

-
Gowan Road, Stretton, at the southern approach to the intersection of Compton Road

-
Main Street, Kangaroo Point, at the northern approach to the intersection of River Terrace.

11.
Crash data of these intersections is currently under review, pending updates to QPS’s WebCrash database. Council will also meet with QPS to gain their feedback. Pre-surveys were undertaken in March 2019 prior to signage installation. Since the beginning of the trial:

-
the first round of follow-up surveys was completed in June 2019

-
Council has not received any complaints

-
initial analysis indicates a reduced number of U-turns at all sites with decreases in the order of 25% to 40%; additional data is being obtained to validate these results due to the potential for seasonal variations

-
further surveys have been completed in August and Council is currently analysing these results

-
additional surveys will be completed by November 2019.

12.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Gales for her informative presentation.

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL A ZEBRA CROSSING AND BUILD-OUTS NEAR THE INTERSECTION OF APPEL STREET AND VERNEY ROAD EAST, GRACEVILLE, TO PROVIDE A SAFE CROSSING POINT TO GRACEVILLE STATION



CA19/388986 and CA19/407369

182/2019-20

14.
Two petitions requesting Council install a zebra crossing and build outs near the intersection of Appel Street and Verney Road East, Graceville, to provide a safe crossing point to Graceville Station, were presented to the meeting of Council held on 7 May 2019, by Councillor Nicole Johnston, and received.

15.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

16.
One petition (CA19/388986) contains 220 signatures and of the petitioners, 174 live in Tennyson Ward, 40 live in other wards of the City of Brisbane and six live outside the City of Brisbane. The second petition (CA19/407369) contains 220 signatures and of those petitioners, 201 live in Tennyson Ward, 18 live in other wards of the City of Brisbane and one lives outside the City of Brisbane.

17.
The petitioners are requesting that Council fund the installation of a new pedestrian zebra crossing on Appel Street, Graceville, at the Graceville railway station to provide safe access to the public transport facility. 

18.
Appel Street and Verney Road East are 50 km/h neighbourhood access roads, providing access to local residential properties. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

19.
Queensland Rail completed an accessibility upgrade in September 2017, but this did not include any works outside the station on either Honour Avenue or Appel Street, such as a pedestrian crossing. However, advanced warning signage is in place on both Appel Street approaches to the railway station informing motorists to be aware of the presence of pedestrians. In addition, there are no stopping restrictions installed at the intersection of Appel Street and Verney Road East to ensure vehicles do not park too close to the intersection.

20.
The petitioners’ request for a new pedestrian zebra crossing on Appel Street near the Graceville railway station has been noted. The Queensland Government’s crash database identified no incidents involving pedestrians during the last five years on Appel Street, near Verney Road East. 

21.
A site on Appel Street was listed for the installation of a pedestrian zebra crossing in 2013. Council receives numerous requests for pedestrian crossing facilities across Brisbane each year and it is not possible to fund the construction of each request.

22.
The petitioners’ feedback about the Move Safe Brisbane consultation has also been noted. Council released the outcomes of its Move Safe Brisbane Citywide Pedestrian Safety Review on 5 December 2018. The review followed a month-long community consultation from 31 July to 28 August 2018 to gain feedback on areas where Brisbane residents would like to see safety improvements. 

23.
There were 19 comments relating to pedestrian safety reported in the Move Safe consultation for this location. This information has been used by Council to help identify and prioritise safety projects across Brisbane, alongside input from the Queensland Government’s crash data, pedestrian and traffic counts and speed data. In response to the petitioners’ feedback and the comments from the Move Safe consultation, Council has allocated $10,000 under the Move Safe program to develop a concept design of a pedestrian zebra crossing on Appel Street near the Graceville railway station. 

24.
This investigation will determine the most appropriate location of the crossing point and identify any service utilities which may be affected. Following the investigation, funding for construction will be subject to an assessment of its priority, relative to other competing citywide projects.

Consultation

25.
Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
26.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

27.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Nicole Johnston abstaining.

28.
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 References: CA19/388986 and CA19/407369

Thank you for your petition requesting Council install a zebra crossing and build‑outs near the intersection of Appel Street and Verney Road East, Graceville, to provide a safe crossing point to Graceville Station.

Queensland Rail completed an accessibility upgrade in September 2017, but this did not include any works outside the station on either Honour Avenue or Appel Street, such as a pedestrian crossing. However, advanced warning signage is in place on both Appel Street approaches to the railway station informing motorists to be aware of the presence of pedestrians. In addition, there are no stopping restrictions installed at the intersection of Appel Street and Verney Road East to ensure vehicles do not park too close to the intersection.

Your request for a new pedestrian zebra crossing on Appel Street near the Graceville railway station has been noted. The Queensland Government’s crash database identified no incidents involving pedestrians during the last five years on Appel Street, near Verney Road East.  

A site on Appel Street was listed for the installation of a pedestrian zebra crossing in 2013. Council receives numerous requests for pedestrian crossing facilities across Brisbane each year and it is not possible to fund the construction of each request.

Your feedback about the Move Safe Brisbane consultation has also been noted. Council released the outcomes of its Move Safe Brisbane Citywide Pedestrian Safety Review on 5 December 2018. The review followed a month-long community consultation from 31 July to 28 August 2018 to gain feedback on areas where Brisbane residents would like to see safety improvements. 

There were 19 comments relating to pedestrian safety reported in the Move Safe consultation for this location. This information has been used by Council to help identify and prioritise safety projects across Brisbane, alongside input from the Queensland Government’s crash data, pedestrian and traffic counts and speed data. In response to your feedback and the comments from the Move Safe consultation, Council has allocated $10,000 under the Move Safe program to develop a concept design of a pedestrian zebra crossing on Appel Street near the Graceville railway station.

This investigation will determine the most appropriate location of the crossing point and identify any service utilities which may be affected. Following the investigation, funding for construction will be subject to an assessment of its priority, relative to other competing citywide projects.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Kiran Sreedharan, Senior Transport Network Officer, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 1178.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING TRAFFIC LIGHTS AT THE INTERSECTION OF RICHMOND ROAD AND LANG STREET, MORNINGSIDE



CA19/609192

183/2019-20

29.
A petition from residents requesting traffic lights at the intersection of Richmond Road and Lang Street, Morningside, was received during the Winter Recess 2019.

30.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

31.
The petition contains four signatures and of the petitioners, three live on Richmond Road with the remaining signatory living in another suburb of the City of Brisbane.

32.
The petitioners are concerned about increased traffic volumes at the intersection of Richmond Road and Lang Street, creating difficulty for motorists to enter Richmond Road from side roads and driveways and for pedestrians wishing to cross to local destinations. The petitioners are requesting the installation of traffic signals to provide safe access for road users.  

33.
Richmond Road functions as a suburban road in Council’s road hierarchy, facilitating the movement of people and goods through Morningside, including bus and heavy vehicle usage. Lang Street functions as a neighbourhood road providing access to local residential properties. Richmond Road has a 60 km/h speed limit and Lang Street has a 50 km/h speed limit. There are several Council bus services operating on Richmond Road. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

34.
The petitioners’ request for traffic signals at the intersection has been noted. There is a high demand for new traffic infrastructure across the city and Council must prioritise funding to those projects that deliver the greatest benefit in terms of safety and amenity to the wider community. 

35.
When considering intersections for traffic signals, the layout and connectivity of the surrounding road network must be considered as well as the function of the roads being assessed. Generally, only district roads or above are considered for a formal assessment of traffic signals. Local access or neighbourhood roads such as Lang Street are only considered for an upgrade to traffic signals in exceptional circumstances. A review of the Queensland Government’s crash database of the past five years has identified that there have been no reported crashes at this intersection. 

36.
Council is yet to determine the most appropriate road connecting Wynnum Road to Richmond Road. However, given the poor geometry at its northern end and narrow pavement width compared with other streets in the immediate area, Lang Street is not considered to be a suitable choice. Furthermore, installing traffic signals at Lang Street would attract additional non-local traffic to this road which is not consistent with its function in Council’s road hierarchy. As a result, Lang Street is not proposed for traffic signals at this time.

37.
In relation to the petitioners’ feedback about crossing Richmond Road, it is noted that a pedestrian refuge island is installed approximately 30 metres to the west of its intersection with Lang Street. Pedestrian refuge islands are Council’s preferred crossing treatment where traffic signals are not supported as they provide a safe zone for pedestrians to navigate one direction of traffic at a time. Advanced warning signage for the pedestrian refuge is in place on both approaches to the crossing point to raise the awareness of passing motorists that pedestrians may be present or crossing.

38.
Council released the outcomes of its Move Safe Brisbane Citywide Pedestrian Safety Review on 5 December 2018. The review followed a month-long community consultation from 31 July to 28 August 2018 to gain feedback on areas where Brisbane residents would like to see safety improvements. Feedback has been used by Council to help identify and prioritise safety projects across Brisbane, alongside input from the Queensland Government’s crash data, pedestrian and traffic counts and speed data.

39.
There were four comments relating to pedestrian safety reported in the Move Safe Brisbane consultation for this location, which did not warrant further treatment when compared to other locations across the city. 

Consultation

40.
Councillor Kara Cook, Councillor for Morningside Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
41.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

42.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Nicole Johnston abstaining.

43.
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: CA19/609192

Thank you for your petition requesting traffic lights at the intersection of Richmond Road and Lang Street, Morningside.

Your request for traffic signals at the intersection has been noted. There is a high demand for new traffic infrastructure across the city and Council must prioritise funding to those projects that deliver the greatest benefit in terms of safety and amenity to the wider community. 

When considering intersections for traffic signals, the layout and connectivity of the surrounding road network must be considered as well as the function of the roads being assessed. Generally, only district roads or above are considered for a formal assessment of traffic signals. Local access or neighbourhood roads such as Lang Street are only considered for an upgrade to traffic signals in exceptional circumstances. A review of the Queensland Government’s crash database of the past five years has identified that there have been no reported crashes at this intersection.

Council is yet to determine the most appropriate road connecting Wynnum Road to Richmond Road. However, given the poor geometry at its northern end and narrow pavement width compared with other streets in the immediate area, Lang Street is not considered to be a suitable choice. Furthermore, installing traffic signals at Lang Street would attract additional non-local traffic to this road which is not consistent with its function in Council’s road hierarchy. As a result, Lang Street is not proposed for traffic signals at this time.

In relation to your feedback about crossing Richmond Road, it is noted that a pedestrian refuge island is installed approximately 30 metres to the west of its intersection with Lang Street. Pedestrian refuge islands are Council’s preferred crossing treatment where traffic signals are not supported as they provide a safe zone for pedestrians to navigate one direction of traffic at a time. Advanced warning signage for the crossing is in place on both approaches to the crossing to raise the awareness of passing motorists that pedestrians may be present or crossing.

Council released the outcomes of its Move Safe Brisbane Citywide Pedestrian Safety Review on 5 December 2018. The review followed a month-long community consultation from 31 July to 28 August 2018 to gain feedback on areas where Brisbane residents would like to see safety improvements. Feedback has been used by Council to help identify and prioritise safety projects across Brisbane, alongside input from the Queensland Government’s crash data, pedestrian and traffic counts and speed data.

There were four comments relating to pedestrian safety reported in the Move Safe Brisbane consultation for this location, which did not warrant further treatment when compared to other locations across the city. 

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

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

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 3 September 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. Three items on the Committee agenda for last week. We had a great presentation on the Artforce program that is run by Council. It is 20 years old this year. I remember just a few years ago Councillor COOPER talking in this place about the 15th birthday of this particular program, and I’m also here long enough to remember the 10th birthday of the Artforce Awards, Mr Chair, as well.


It is a program that has gone from strength to strength. It has received bipartisan support during that period of time, and I acknowledge the former Councillor of this place, David Hinchliffe, who was instrumental I think at the start of this program and project, Mr Chair, and saw it through while he was the chair of planning in the city as well.


It has gone, as I said, from strength to strength. There is literally hundreds of these traffic signal boxes and now Energex substations across the city that have been brought to life; enlivened with fantastic artworks done by local artists to capture local community sentiment, local community events, local community history and culture, or just beautiful pieces of art that represent the city flora and fauna from our local area, and many, many more images.


As I said, it has been a fantastic program that has been embraced by residents and by the arts community in Brisbane, and obviously it continues to be well supported by this Administration.


Councillor TOOMEY had the pleasure the other night of attending the Artforce Awards, where we had 12 nominations in the under 12 category—12 and under category. We had five nominations in the 18 and under category, 11 nominations for the best organisation category, 10 nominations for the best Energex cabinet category, 22 shortlisted artworks for the overall winner, and we had 32 shortlisted artworks for the LORD MAYOR’s Award. 


I look forward to coming back at a later date and being able to provide Council with an update on who won those. It wasn’t part of this presentation, but I certainly look forward to informing the Chamber about the particular artworks that won.


There’re two petitions also on the agenda, Mr Chair, and I’m happy to leave those for debate in the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CUMMING.
Seriatim – Clause B
	Councillor Peter CUMMING requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL MAKE AMENDMENTS TO THE ROOMING ACCOMMODATION CODE UNDER BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CUMMING:
Yes. In relation to item A just briefly, it’s a bit of a shock to hear one of the Administration Councillors acknowledge that this is a program that was started under Labor. The LORD MAYOR said earlier that Labor did nothing when they were in power. I can recall a few things: CityCats, Contact Centre, toll-free ICB (Inner City Bypass), water meters, et cetera. Anyhow—and the Artforce Awards just amongst a few. Plenty of things that Labor achieved when they were in administration.


In relation to item B, this is a matter where there was a petition of 15 residents, which they prepared and gave to former Lord Mayor Quirk back in the days when Brisbane had a decent Lord Mayor. Residents were upset that five people could start living in the one—could be living in the one building on a small lot in low density residential areas, without any public consultation and with only two car parks being provided onsite. That’s all that’s required.


I agree with their concerns and these applications should require I’d say five onsite car parks and be impact-assessable. They weren’t publicised at all. This sort of development wasn’t publicised at all during the 2014 City Plan. If it had been publicised there would have been a lot of opposition out there in the general community.

In my area I’ve had a succession of events that were in low density areas where there’s multiple dwellings. Duplexes effectively have been built, places built with granny flats and then advertised for people to purchase a side as dual income properties. They’ve moved on that to becoming class 1b buildings, all in low density residential on small lots.


This response makes no attempt to deal with the issues raised by residents and we’ll be voting against it.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks. I wasn’t going to rise to speak to the motion. I don’t support the response either, but I just wanted to clarify that my reasons for not supporting the response are quite different to the Labor Party’s, and I’m extremely concerned and dismayed to hear the suggestion that a five-person share house needs five off-street car parks.


I accept that there are concerns about inadequate parking in many parts of the city, but that suggestion is clearly ludicrous. So I just want to clarify I’m not supporting the response, but it’s definitely not because I agree with Councillor CUMMING on that front.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE. 

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I thank Councillor CUMMING for his contribution. I think if Councillor CUMMING goes back and reads Hansard at the time, I think Councillor COOPER probably acknowledged Councillor Hinchliffe and his involvement in Artforce as well. I don’t have the Hansard in front of me, but I think if I remember correctly, it’s been a bipartisan program that has been funded and delivered and expanded of course under this Administration. Because while the Labor Party likes to talk a big game on things that they did when they were in administration, this Administration has expanded and enhanced a range of things to deliver more outcomes and more to see and do for the residents of Brisbane, like no administration before.


Thanks Councillor CUMMING for your contribution on the actual presentation that we had. It was negligible, but if you want to rattle off achievements of previous administrations, I’m more than happy to have that debate any day of the week with you.


Rooming accommodation is an interesting series of arguments that were put forward there by Councillor CUMMING. 

Chair:
Councillors—sorry Councillor BOURKE excuse me—there’s been probably for the last 20 minutes a lot of private conversations going on in the room. I have no objection with people discussing things outside, but please allow the speaker the courtesy to be heard in silence. 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
There is a need as a city to have a holistic approach to making sure that we are providing accommodation and housing typologies that support as many and as varied a range of residents and their personal situations as possible. Not to do it in concentrated locations, but to allow that spread across the city to make sure that they can be accommodated in their local communities.


We do neighbourhood plans, Mr Chair, to look at providing a range of housing options and housing diversity across the city. We also have provisions that sit inside our neighbourhood plan, in certain zones and the codes that sit behind them, to help make sure that we can provide a range of housing options and housing choices across the city.


Councillor CUMMING’s argument just now is that we should ban rooming accommodation and that typology of housing across the city completely, and where you do have it, if you can have it, you should have five car parks for a five bedroom rooming accommodation facility.


I shudder to think, Mr Chair, if this is the Labor Party’s approach to rooming accommodation, what their other planning approaches to different types of planning issues across this city will be. We know that they don’t support aged care or retirement living in the city. They’re now attacking rooming accommodation.


Where they will be—they don’t support density around transport nodes because they don’t support it when we do it through neighbourhood plans. Where are we going to be left to accommodate the people that are coming to this city and our dwelling targets that are outlined in the regional plan by the State Government?


At some point Councillor CUMMING, as the Leader of the Opposition—I remember when we had a decent Leader of the Opposition, Mr Chair. At some point Councillor CUMMING, as the Leader of the Opposition, will have to stand up and spell out how the Labor Party plans to manage the growth in this city, because that is one of the challenges that this Administration has done and continues to deliver on. Building the infrastructure, planning the growth and making sure that we protect the lifestyle that the residents of Brisbane love, that we all love, as citizens of the City of Brisbane, Mr Chair.


Part of that is making sure that we provide a range of housing choices for someone who’s moving out for the first time; the person who’s looking to buy their first home; someone who’s looking to downsize; a young family. You need to have a range of housing across the whole of the city, and one way of doing that is by providing rooming accommodation.


For the Labor Party’s approach to be implemented that would spell an end to rooming accommodation in the city—to have five car parks or even one car park for every bedroom. For four bedrooms you need to have four car parks, which is what I think Councillor CUMMING was alluding to.


So at some point Councillor CUMMING’s going to have to fess up and come clean with the residents of Brisbane on how they plan on managing growth in this city, because at the moment it is a haphazard approach that they have. There is no logic to it, Mr Chair.


We, on the other hand, on this side of the Chamber have gone out, we’ve engaged with the residents of Brisbane through Plan Your Brisbane, we’ve listened to their feedback and we’re implementing their plan for the city through our Blueprint for Brisbane. We continue to deliver that on today and we’ll continue delivering for the residents of Brisbane well into the future.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Oh excuse me, sorry, I’ll now put items A and C. 
Clauses A and C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A and C of the report of the City Planning Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
All those in favour of item B? 
Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B of the report of the City Planning Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Peter CUMMING and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – ARTFORCE AWARDS 

184/2019-20

1.
Omar Barragan, Design Brisbane Manager, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s Artforce Awards. He provided the information below.

2.
The Artforce program was initiated by Council in 1999. Originally, the program was a trial to combat the increasing issue of graffiti on infrastructure throughout Brisbane. Artforce has since grown into an award winning anti-graffiti strategy and community-based public art project. In 2010, the Artforce program won the Crime and Violence Prevention Award from the Australian Heads of Government and the Ministerial Council for Police and Emergency Management. 

3.
For 15 years, Artforce has been managed on behalf of Council by an external contractor, Urban Smart Projects. Other project partners include Energex and Council’s Anti-Graffiti Taskforce. 

4.
To date, 40 Energex pad-mount transformers (EPT) have been painted. Artists wishing to paint an EPT must first have successfully completed painting a traffic signal box with a high level of aesthetic merit. 

5.
Artforce invites all members of the community to paint traffic signal boxes. Each year a diverse group of families, school groups, organisations and individuals apply to paint traffic signal boxes available in their local area. Concept designs are approved by Urban Smart Projects. Urban Smart Projects release a certain number of boxes four times each year. Individual artists may only paint a box once every two years.

6.
The Artforce criteria for concept designs, assessed by Urban Smart Projects, is as follows.

-
Artforce designs must enhance local identity and be about either: 

-
the character of the local place; or

-
the history of the local place

-
Designs must:

· be an original idea, not someone else’s idea

· foster community pride

· not have large areas of blank colour leaving space for graffiti tags

· be brightly coloured and not use lots of dark colour which can cause the box to overheat

· not be of a potentially offensive or sensitive nature

· not include images that are political

· involve contrast, and not camouflage, due to vision impairment issues

· include the artists’ signature as it will be painted on the box.

7.
Council’s Anti-Graffiti Taskforce clean and prime traffic signal boxes and the artists can collect a painting kit including high-quality paint, drop sheets, personal protective equipment and safety equipment from their local Ward Office.

8.
Artforce supports the career growth of local and young artists by providing opportunity for exposure and networking within Council and the Brisbane arts community.

9.
The Artforce Awards is an annual event hosted by Council to celebrate the achievements of artists over the year. It is a community event with input from Brisbane Street Art Festival, Visible Ink, artists and curators.

10.
The 2019 Artforce Awards will be held on 5 September 2019. The following have been shortlisted by Urban Smart Projects:

-
12 nominations in the 12 & Under category

-
five nominations in the 18 & Under category

-
11 nominations in the Best Organisation category

-
10 nominations in the Best Energex Cabinet category

-
22 shortlisted artworks for the Overall Winner (from 61 nominations)

-
32 shortlisted artworks for the Lord Mayor’s Award (from 83 nominations).

11.
The program receives positive feedback from the community, with benefits seen by increased community interaction and providing a safe and fun activity for people to do in Brisbane. 

12.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Barragan for his informative presentation.

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL MAKE AMENDMENTS TO THE ROOMING ACCOMMODATION CODE UNDER BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014



CA18/1074310

185/2019-20

14.
A petition from residents requesting urgent amendments to the Rooming accommodation code under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 December 2018, by the former Lord Mayor, Councillor Graham Quirk, and received.

15.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

16.
The petition contains 15 signatures. 

17.
The petitioners are concerned that the regulation is open to abuse and could result in a detrimental impact on the community and family environment in Buderim Street, Manly.

18.
The majority of Buderim Street is included in the Low density residential zone, with Character residential (Character zone precinct) land at either end of the street. Dwelling houses of up to two storeys in height are the predominant form of development anticipated under both zonings to ensure that the form and scale of development reinforces a suburban identity of low-rise, low density, detached housing. However, other activities such as home‑based business and uses such as small-scale rooming accommodation are also accommodated provided they meet the applicable criteria.

19.
The petitioners are concerned that rooming accommodation may increase the existing parking congestion that results from school-related traffic and commuter parking for the Manly train station.

20.
The definition of rooming accommodation is prescribed in the Queensland Government’s Planning Regulation 2017, which means Council is unable to change the definition. Rooming accommodation provides occupants with accommodation that is not self-contained, meaning that facilities, furniture and equipment outside an occupant’s room are shared and individual occupants do not have the right to occupy the whole premises.

21.
A development application is not required for a rooming accommodation use in the Low density residential zone or the Character residential zone, provided that there are no more than five people living in the premises at any one time, that there is only one dwelling and that the proposal meets all the requirements of section A of the Rooming accommodation code in City Plan. As rooming accommodation units are not allowed to be self-contained, the design of the building is similar to that of a dwelling house, which is also one of the requirements. The building would be a Class 1a building if not for the rooming accommodation use.

22.
Requirements include provision of a minimum of two car parking spaces, inclusion of a range of safety features for residents, protection of the amenity of adjoining neighbours and ensuring that the building looks like a house.

23.
Illegal use of the rooming accommodation is a compliance matter rather than an issue for resolution under City Plan. Council has not received any complaints about rooming accommodation in Buderim Street, Manly.

24.
Rooming accommodation plays a key role in providing affordable housing choices in Brisbane. The requirements of the Rooming accommodation code are intended to protect the amenity of adjoining properties while providing an alternate housing option.

25.
The Rooming accommodation code does consider the nature of the surroundings in the type of development required and in limiting the number of persons able to occupy the premises without a development application. No amendment of the Rooming accommodation code is proposed.

Consultation

26.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.

27.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Jared Cassidy dissenting and Councillor Jonathan Sri abstaining.

28.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED OF THE INFORMATION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder. 

Attachment A

Information to be provided to the head petitioner

Petition reference: CA18/1074310

The definition of Rooming accommodation is prescribed in the Queensland Government’s Planning Regulation 2017, which means that Council is unable to change the definition. Rooming accommodation provides occupants with accommodation that is not self-contained, meaning that facilities, furniture and equipment outside an occupant’s room are shared and individual occupants do not have the right to occupy the whole premises.

A development application is not required for a rooming accommodation use in the Low density residential zone or the Character residential zone provided that there are no more than five people living in the premises at any one time, that there is only one dwelling and that the proposal meets all the requirements of section A of the Rooming accommodation code in Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). As Rooming accommodation units are not allowed to be self-contained, the design of the building is similar to that of a dwelling house, which is also one of the requirements. The building would be a Class 1a building if not for the rooming accommodation use.

Requirements include provision of a minimum of two car parking spaces, inclusion of a range of safety features for residents, protection of the amenity of adjoining neighbours and ensuring that the building looks like a house.

Rooming accommodation plays a key role in providing affordable housing choices in Brisbane. The requirements of the Rooming accommodation code are intended to protect the amenity of adjoining properties, while providing an alternate housing option.

The Rooming accommodation code does consider the nature of the surroundings in the type of development required, and in limiting the number of persons able to occupy the premises without a development application. No amendment of the Rooming accommodation code is proposed. 

Illegal rooming accommodation is a compliance matter rather than an issue for resolution under City Plan. Concerns about the illegal use of a property can be lodged via Council’s 24‑hour Contact Centre on (07) 3403 8888.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL NOT PROCEED WITH THE HERITAGE LISTING OF THE OLIMS APARTMENTS AT 355 MAIN STREET, KANGAROO POINT


CA18/1093078

186/2019-20

29.
A petition from residents requesting Council not proceed with the proposed heritage listing of the Olims Apartments (former Travelodge hotel) at 355 Main Street, Kangaroo Point, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 December 2018, by Councillor Jonathan Sri, and received.

30.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

31.
The petition contains 62 signatures.

32.
The former Travelodge hotel was identified as having potential cultural heritage significance as part of the process to prepare the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan (KPPNP) in 2018. Council’s independent Heritage Advisory Committee supported the heritage listing and the site was proposed for inclusion in the Heritage overlay of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). The proposed heritage listing and the draft KPPNP were publicly notified from 5 October 2018 to 19 November 2018. Submissions objecting to the proposed heritage listing were received in addition to the petition, which was received after public notification was completed.

33.
The petitioners consider that there is insufficient architectural or cultural heritage significance to warrant the proposed heritage listing of the former Travelodge hotel. The petitioners further submit that the proposed heritage listing will be impractical, will impose a burden to manage the ongoing maintenance of the complex, and be a significant economic impact on owners seeking to perform minor and incidental maintenance to their units. These same issues were raised separately in submissions made on the draft KPPNP during the public consultation period.

34.
A site inspection of the internal and external areas of the former Travelodge hotel was conducted on 18 January 2019 with members of the Body Corporate in attendance. At its meeting on 15 April 2019, the Heritage Advisory Committee considered the matters raised by the petitioners about the architectural and cultural heritage significance of the former Travelodge hotel.

35.
The Heritage Advisory Committee recommended that the 1968 apartment building, located closer to Main Street, be removed from the proposed listing. However, the Heritage Advisory Committee recommended that the 1961 building, located adjacent to the Brisbane River, be included in the Heritage overlay. The 1961 building was considered to meet four of the cultural heritage criteria necessary for a site to be included as a local heritage place.

36.
At its meeting on 11 June 2019, Council considered the report on submissions to the draft KPPNP and resolved to progress the proposed amended neighbourhood plan and supporting amendments to the Queensland Government for a final State interest review and approval to adopt. Council supported the modified heritage listing retaining the 1961 building and removing the 1968 building from the Heritage overlay.

37.
The proposed amendments are currently with the Queensland Government for approval to adopt into City Plan.

Consultation

38.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

39.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

40.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED OF THE INFORMATION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder. 

Attachment A

Information to be provided to the head petitioner

Petition reference: CA18/1093078

At its meeting on 15 April 2019, Council’s independent Heritage Advisory Committee (Committee) considered the matters raised by the petitioners about the architectural and cultural heritage significance of the former Travelodge hotel at 355 Mains Road, Kangaroo Point. 

The Committee recommended that the 1968 apartment building, located closer to Main Street, be removed from the proposed heritage listing. However, the Committee recommended that the 1961building, located adjacent to the Brisbane River, be included on the Heritage overlay. 

The 1961 building was considered to meet four of the cultural heritage criteria necessary for a site to be included as a local heritage place. These include:

	Criterion A (Historical) – the place is important in demonstrating the evolution or pattern of the city’s or local area’s history. 
	The place is important in demonstrating the evolution or pattern of the city’s or local area’s history, as an early example of a mid-rise motel building. It is an early example of the transition to higher-density accommodation on the Kangaroo Point peninsula. It also reflects the transition of Australian tourists away from traditional holiday accommodation such as guest/boarding houses and hotels, toward self‑contained apartments.


	Criterion B (Rarity) – the place demonstrates rare, uncommon or endangered aspects of the city’s or local area’s cultural heritage. 
	The place demonstrates rare, uncommon or endangered aspects of the city’s or local area’s cultural heritage, as a largely intact example of the exterior of an early 1960s mid-rise motel building, which are uncommon in Brisbane. 



	Criterion D (Representative) – the place is important in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a particular class or classes of cultural places. 
	The place is important in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a particular class or classes of cultural places as an example of post-war Modernist motel architecture in Brisbane. It demonstrates the influence of American motel architectural styles and standards of contemporary accommodation and design, self-contained units, balconies, pool, sundeck and former rooftop restaurant. 

	Criterion E (Aesthetic) – the place is important because of its aesthetic significance. 
	The place is important because of its aesthetic significance as a largely intact example of post-war Modernist high-rise architecture in Brisbane. It is also an example of the American-style concept of eye‑catching, contemporary motel architecture. The 1961 building is a striking landmark when viewed from the opposite side of the Brisbane River and from the river itself. 


Council has reviewed all community feedback received during the public consultation period for the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan (KPPNP), and has made changes to the draft KPPNP where appropriate. At its meeting on 11 June 2019, Council endorsed the draft KPPNP and it was submitted to the Queensland Government for a final review of the State’s interests. Council’s decision included the modified local heritage place listing of the 1961 Travelodge building and grounds.

The heritage listing of a property is about managing change to that place, and not about preserving every component or attribute of a place without upkeep or alteration. Heritage listing also does not mean that owners are unable to perform routine maintenance or undertake minor changes to their units or common property areas without Council approval. Council recognises that some change is often required to ensure that heritage places provide comfortable and contemporary living standards. Routine maintenance such as repairs to lifts, repainting of interiors, plumbing repairs, garden maintenance, and cleaning of exterior surfaces are encouraged, as it will help to keep the building and property in good order and does not require specific development approval.

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 3 September 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor HAMMOND.
Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I had the great pleasure of going to the Green Heart Fair at Carindale on the weekend and I would love to give the Chamber some of the stats that we got through, there was an estimated 18,000 people who attended this great sustainability fair. Mr Chair. Oh thank you—with more than—on their Facebook page there was over 200,000 people engaged in the Facebook page. Three thousand free native plants were given away, and with the Green Heart Fair Facebook event they received over 5,900 RSVPs.


What was really interesting and surprising and delighting I will say is 46% of the people who went to the Green Heart Fair at Carindale were first timers. So this just goes to show how important these Green Heart Fairs are.


I haven’t caught up with Councillor ATWOOD or Councillor MURPHY of who won the billycart race. Oh it was Councillor MURPHY. Congratulations Councillor MURPHY.


In the Committee last week we had the presentation of the fabulous Victoria Park vision. We had one park naming and four petitions. I will leave the debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM: 
Thanks, Chair. I rise to speak on item D. Undoubtedly the cutest residents of Coorparoo Ward are the koalas. The Administration wants to make Brisbane Australia’s koala capital. These animals are a true icon of our city and need to be protected.


As many of you know, koalas are already listed as vulnerable under national and State environmental laws, but sadly koala numbers in Brisbane are threatened due to a number of factors, including dog attacks, vehicle strikes and disease. That’s why Council is continuing to invest in programs aimed at supporting and protecting these very special animals.


When I learned about this petition I met with the Coorparoo Finger Gullies Bushcare Group to walk the gullies and to visit the area which is a known home to koalas. On that particular day unfortunately we didn’t spot any, but we did see plenty of evidence of koalas, and every time there’s a koala in the area, I’m grateful for the Bushcare Group who regularly send me photos to keep me updated of the latest local koala activity.


Chair, this time of year, as you know, is breeding season for koalas. Many people know they are more active at this time of year as they search for mates and new habitat and that means they cross roads.


Boundary Road, which runs through Coorparoo and Camp Hill in my ward, dissects two areas of local koala habitat. Variable message signs that alert drivers to the potential presence of koalas have already been installed on Boundary Road, and are being rotated for three two week internals during the breeding season.


Additionally, Council will be increasing koala warning signage on Boundary Road and care for our wildlife koala signage in key locations on local streets between Boundary Road and the Coorparoo finger gullies. Road markings will also be installed at the entrance points to the Whites Hill area on Boundary Road.


Council will also create koala climb-outs on the steep roadside batters to keep koalas that may become trapped on the carriageway. We will undertake additional street and park tree plantings in the area between Boundary Road and the Coorparoo finger gully parks, which will focus on additional food and refuge opportunities for koalas and other wildlife as they move between habitat areas.


We’ll also be erecting signage at the entrances to the Coorparoo finger gully parks advising visitors there are koalas in the area and to keep dogs on leash at all times.


I want to thank Councillor HAMMOND for her support in introducing these practical measures, because these steps can be done relatively quickly and will help protect all local wildlife. It’s also worth mentioning that Councillor GRIFFITHS was supportive of this petition response in Committee, so I want to thank him for that.


In the longer term it would be good to see other wildlife infrastructure introduced along Boundary Road. However, infrastructure like underpasses or overpasses and gantries would really only work in conjunction with wildlife fencing, which acts to funnel the animals through the safe passages. As Boundary Road is a very long road, as many of you know, a wildlife fence in this location is a bigger project, one that I hope we can work towards.


In effect, those who know Boundary Road will also know the tree canopies do reach across the top of the road, almost creating a natural overpass for some fauna. I note this additional infrastructure is being considered for future funding and I welcome the response.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oh wow, yes, it’s not often I’m mentioned by the Opposition. Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the particular petition that was just discussed. I think it is item E. I hope I’ve got the right number but it’s the petition relating to the implementation of road safety measures for the safe movement of koalas and other wildlife across Boundary Road—
Chair:
D.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
D, sorry, item D. I just want to say, yes, that was accurate, I did vote for this last week. I voted for this last week on behalf of the Labor Party because we saw this as the minimum—the minimum, the absolute minimum—this Administration could do in responding to what is—I thought it was 1,000 signatures. It’s the bare minimum. In fact it’s embarrassing how little you’re doing. I’d love to be out there and hold a public meeting and let’s see what residents have to say about the lack of what the LNP has done for the last 15 years in relation to this issue.


Apart from buying blocks of land that they’ve allowed to be cleared for well over the market value of the land. Let’s not go there.


But this, yes, markings on road make a lot of sense. Yes, having koala climb‑outs—I’m not sure if that makes sense but it sounds like you’re doing something. Yes, having flashing signage there makes sense.


I asked for the numbers of koala deaths along this stretch of road and I believe the chairperson told me there had been nine koala deaths and 13 injuries, but I’m happy to be corrected on that.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oh I’m misleading the Chamber. Mr Chair, I thought there was a point of order there, but, no, okay.

Chair:
No there wasn’t. Please continue.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Anyway, it’s interesting the number of koala deaths along that stretch of road. After all this time with the LNP in Administration, with the LORD MAYOR and DEPUTY MAYOR hugging every koala they can get their little hands on, we’re not able to do much in reality to save these koalas.


What’s even worse is we have a weak Councillor over there who has no say in terms of obviously what E&C are doing, and is not able to get the resources for her ward. So she’s over there saying what a great job they’re doing, when in reality I have no doubt that she knows what an appalling job they’re doing.


What I’d like to know is why there is no fencing along this stretch of road. After 15 years of LNP Administration why is there no wildlife fencing along this road? The State have come to the party; they’ve done it over at Toohey Forest at Tarragindi in terms of repairing fencing so that—
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oh here we go. Here we go. Another interjection from the LORD MAYOR but no—actually the LORD MAYOR’s in the room but another interjection from the LORD MAYOR but, no, pull up on that.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS hang on, hang on. Councillor GRIFFITHS you interject a great deal all through the meetings and—
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I get pulled up on it.

Chair:
—you get pulled up—
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I get pulled up on it.

Chair:
—maybe one in every 12 times you interject, alright. So please—
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I get pulled up on it.

Chair:
—don’t—I have a very light touch on these matters. Please—I allow you to interject a great deal and I allow Councillor JOHNSTON to interject a great deal as well. Please continue.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
In any case my points are clear, an LNP Administration has done little or nothing here. Little or nothing.


What we would do is fencing along that road. What we would do is culverts along that road so that the fencing would work, so that the koalas or the wildlife had the opportunity to move under the road or, in the case of—putting gantries across the road as well. So we would provide—we would just move on this and do this, and we’d have better signage and we’d do it in this Budget. 


So this Mayor and this Administration are weak in terms of what they’re doing with the PR but poor with delivery on the ground. What we’ve seen here is very little delivered and a candidate out there, an LNP candidate out there, now wanting to sing the praises of a Mayor who’s done very little for this wildlife. We know the amount of wildlife that is killed along this stretch of road is appalling. This is one of the koala hotspots of Brisbane and yet what this Administration is doing is too little and too late.


So, yes, I’m going to support this petition, but wow as a Council we should be doing so much more and so much better for our wildlife and for our koalas than just running a PR campaign for the Mayor and DEPUTY MAYOR.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak on this matter as well.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
This was—sorry, item—
Chair:
No interjections.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, that was the DEPUTY MAYOR. There she goes again. 

I rise to speak on item D.


This matter came to committee last week and I was astonished at the response from this LNP Administration. One thousand residents of Coorparoo and surrounding suburbs mainly have signed a petition calling on Council to do the following: increase signage, speed reductions, traffic calming, underpasses, rope bridges, an overhead gantry so that wildlife, including koalas, can cross the road.


Now I actually feel sorry for Councillor CUNNINGHAM because she is very new and she does not know when she’s getting done over. She’s got no idea that she’s getting done over when it comes to 1,000 people signing a petition. She’s got a little bit of LNP-itis. She likes to talk about things, she likes to look like she’s doing something, but then you’re not actually doing what the residents of Brisbane—in this case 1,000 petitioners—want you to do.


So let’s have a little talk about what they petitioned for. Increased signage, tick. That’s all we’re getting. We’re going to get some mobile, portable signs on the side of the road. I know koalas are beautiful animals. I’m not sure they’re that smart. Let’s hope that as drivers whiz past at 60 they’ll go there’s a koala sign. Oh was that a koala sign; was that a slowdown sign, was that a roadworks sign; was that a vote for me LNP sign. Could be any of the above.


Here’s what they’re not doing. Here’s what they’re not doing. This is what petitioners asked for. They asked for speed reductions. Is the LNP doing that? No, duh-duhh. Traffic calming—is the LNP doing that? No, duh-duhh. Are they doing underpasses? No, duh-duhh. Are they doing rope bridges to go over the top? Really effective solutions that this Council has used in many other locations around Brisbane, including the outer southern suburbs, that have demonstrated value to help wildlife cross busy road corridors.


Are they doing rope bridges? No, duh-duhh. Or an overhead gantry, are they doing that? No, duh-duhh. However, Councillor CUNNINGHAM is out there—I saw a story in the local paper and I had to laugh my head off—she’s out there with Councillor ADAMS who—I would not be going with her as a role model on how to manage local issues, because Councillor CUNNINGHAM you may have missed it, but she’s not beloved by her community would be my observation.


My observation is that when 1,000 people say to you please help us do something to address the issue of koala deaths and injury or other wildlife at this location, which clearly is a hotspot, we should do something. We should do maybe some of the things that have been suggested. There are six different suggestions. The LNP is doing one of them. The cheapest, least effective one of them. 


Now if 1,000 people in Brisbane want this Council to act I say we should. It is not good enough in my view that the LNP dress up a response that looks like they’re doing something when they are not actually doing anything. You will be found out. This is the biggest thing. I don’t know why you keep thinking you’re going to get away with this. You can’t go out and tell residents you’re doing something and pretend that you’re fixing a problem and then not actually fix it. Residents aren’t silly, they know what’s going on.


So as I said, I feel a little bit sorry for Councillor CUNNINGHAM because she’s new and she does not know that she’s got done over, but to go out and sell such a terrible response to a serious issue, an important issue for the community, as a win, when you’re not actually delivering on the serious practical measures that can help native wildlife in our community, that’s not a win. That is not a win under anybody’s circumstances.


As a member of the committee I was appalled by the fact that we were ignoring what they were suggesting. I don’t think this is good enough. I said it in committee last week and I’m saying it again, there are simple practical measures that we can take that will deliver a better outcome for the wildlife in this area, and stop possums, I don’t know, koalas, whatever’s going—birds—whatever’s going across the road there—it can have a much better outcome if we do some more of these initiatives that the community are clearly asking for. Instead of, over and over and over and over again the residents of Brisbane in their thousands telling the LNP what they want and the LNP going no, not going to do that; we’re going to give you some variable message signs.


I mean even the fencing that they wanted, too hard to do. Too hard to do. I mean Councillor CUNNINGHAM, the LORD MAYOR announced $2 million out of the blue, boom, like that. He’s got the money, he just doesn’t want to do it, and I think that selling it as a win to the community is absolutely wrong. In this case Council should be doing more. I’d like to see them in my area, absolutely, if we had a bit of support to do them out in my area where we have a lot of wildlife crossing the roads. 


I mean this Council says no to me about getting the duck crossing signs. I had to fight to get them. They took them down on The Corso and we noticed they were gone, and I asked them to be replaced and Council said, no, you can’t have your duck crossing signs back. I had to fight to get a duck crossing sign.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Point of order.

Chair:
Okay, look you’ve been talking about duck crossing signs for almost a minute. Could you just—I appreciate you may wish to want to take the whole time, but can you just be relevant for the whole 10 minutes. I mean the duck crossing—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
I thought I was doing a pretty good job.

Chair:
—it was a cute story, but can we wrap it up and get on with it please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I thought I was doing pretty well actually. I can see why you’d want to stop me, but anyway I’m finished now. 


We should be doing more here and I think ignoring 1,000 residents is just not the way to go.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I stand to speak on item D and rebut the condescending bullying speeches that we’ve heard on Councillor CUNNINGHAM from those opposite. Absolutely bullying, Councillor GRIFFITHS. You are abusive and vicious to many members on this side—
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I find that objectionable, especially from—
Chair:
Hey, hey, hey, hey—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
I concur.

Chair:
Everybody sit down. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
The biggest bully—
Chair:
Everybody—hey—everybody stops talking. Everyone cool down. You too Peter—Councillor CUMMING. Alright. This is a place where we are going to engage in courteous and respectful debate about the substance of matters in front of us. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Accusing Councillor GRIFFITHS of being vicious and abusive is a breach of the Meetings Local Law and those comments should be withdrawn. They are offensive. They are an inaccurate reflection upon him.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON, you’ve made your point. There’s no need to debate in the point of order. 

DEPUTY MAYOR, will you withdraw those comments?

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Look I am sorry to say Councillor GRIFFITHS was abusive and vicious. His speech was abusive and vicious.


Councillor CUNNINGHAM has gone out and—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
We all heard Councillor GRIFFITHS in this place. He was none of those things. What Councillor ADAMS is saying is a breach of the Meetings of Local Law and it should—
Chair:
No, do not use point of orders to debate me. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Speaker, point of order.

Chair:
Again I’m not a speaker, I’m a chairman.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, sorry.

Chair:
I mean please do not use points of order to debate.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well I’m just going to dissent so if you can just let me carry out my you know—
Chair:
Okay, alright, I have a dissent—
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Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the Chair’s ruling be dissented from. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion of dissent was declared lost on the voices.


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

AYES: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, and Nicole JOHNSTON.

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

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI. 

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I did withdraw but I’ll move on with item D.


What we see is a response to a petition that has been considered again by our specialists within Council and their consultation with environmental scientists across Brisbane, in particular with professors from Griffith University and University of Queensland that are specialists in the wildlife corridors and koalas in Brisbane.


As the LORD MAYOR said earlier today, if we just saved the money and asked Councillor JOHNSTON then we would have all had a quicker time about it, because apparently she is the know it all of every aspect. Just do it. Just do it. Koalas too now.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors please allow the speaker to be heard in silence. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
It is very clear that there were several things on this list, and guess what, sometimes you can’t do some of these things, physically cannot do them. Can I say the number one issue here is that we don’t want koalas crossing this road. There is nowhere for them to go.


The studies show that koalas when they’re looking for their new territory sought out the next highest tree and just want to get to it. There are some trees on the other side of the road, but then there is residential areas. We don’t want them to go to that side.


The professors have made it very clear from Griffith University that the culverts in this street are absolutely not suitable, large enough, wide enough or go under the road deep enough, to cater for any wildlife let alone large koalas. Not an option. Gantries, swing ropes—only encouraging them to get across. Not an option. 


I am sure we could get signatures of way more than 1,000 people that want everything done possible to save our koalas, and that is what you see in this petition response.


Councillor CUNNINGHAM made it very, very clear that we are investigating whether we can set some of the fencing along this road. It’s a kilometre plus road, but this road is also right beside Toohey Forest. We are investigating the reduction of the speed kilometres. Tick. It’s 70 at the moment. If people stayed in their own patch they’d be right. They don’t know what’s going on in their local areas. In our local areas it’s 70 at the moment. We’re reviewing whether it goes down to 60. Tick.


Wildlife signage—tick. Electronic signage—tick. Two and a half million dollars on an intersection upgrade that is slowing the traffic in that area because cars need to stop now, when before they used to be able to fly through—tick.


We are doing exactly what we need to do in this area and will continue to investigate what else we can do as well. Councillor CUNNINGHAM, as she said, has spoken to the Coorparoo Finger Gullies Group. We have spoken to the environmental groups. We have spoken to the environmental specialists, Councillor GRIFFITHS and Councillor JOHNSTON, and that is not you two in any stretch of the imagination.


If they were concerned more about their own areas, like in Nathan where the State Government—I can tell you what you don’t do to save koalas, and that is sell off bushland.

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Sell off bushland. Councillor GRIFFITHS should be down there having a public meeting every Sunday morning, calling on Minister Dick to save that bushland. Too busy helping Matt and Carly trying to run the campaigns by getting busy in everybody else’s space. Good luck with them now. Good luck with them. An appalling attitude we saw here this evening, Councillor CUNNINGHAM and Councillor HAMMOND. Thank you for the work you’re doing here. There is more to be done and we will be doing it.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on items B and E.
Seriatim – Clauses B and D 

	Councillor Jonathan SRI requested that Clause B, PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THE PARK CURRENTLY KNOWN AS WELLINGTON ROAD PARK, 5 WELLINGTON ROAD, EAST BRISBANE, TO ‘WATT PARK’; and Clause D, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL TO IMPLEMENT ROAD SAFETY MEASURES FOR THE SAFE MOVEMENT OF KOALAS AND OTHER WILDLIFE ACROSS BOUNDARY ROAD, COORPAROO, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor SRI:
I’ll also flag that I’ll be moving that item B lie on the table for further consultation. I’ll get to that in a moment.
Chair:
Right.

Councillor SRI:
Just briefly on the petition for item E, regarding dog off-leash areas in Captain Burke Park, Kangaroo Point. I decided to support the petition response, but I wanted to observe that this raises a broader issue within Kangaroo Point where the population has increased dramatically, but Council hasn’t provided enough public greenspace to cater for that growing population. We now have hundreds and hundreds of residents who live in apartments and own pets. I don’t necessarily agree that it’s good practice to be buying—owning animals when you live in a small apartment, but that’s the reality of the situation.


These people want dog off-leash areas and there’s simply not enough room within existing public parks to deliver them. I think the officers are probably right to suggest that Captain Burke Park, being a major destination park that posts a lot of big events, isn’t the best place for a dog off-leash area. But we do need a dog off-leash area somewhere in that northern part of Kangaroo Point. There’s—existing parks are quite constrained and have other limitations on them in terms of space and land use. 


So I’m saying through you, Mr Chair, to the Mayor, to the DEPUTY MAYOR and to Councillor HAMMOND, we really need new parkland in Kangaroo Point, particularly at the northern end. It’s not enough just to keep cramming more facilities into existing public parks. Those greenspaces are already getting very heavily used, so we need new, public parks in order to cater for the needs of the local community. I don’t think residents are going to be satisfied at all with this petition response. I think when the response to a request for a dog off-leash area is to say, oh, don’t worry, there’s another one at the southern end of Kangaroo Point, 1.7 kilometres away on the other side of several very busy roads, I think residents are going to be pretty unhappy with that. So—yes. It would have been nice to see this Administration engaged more deeply with the broader concerns about insufficient public greenspace in the inner city and I’m sure this issue will continue to pop up in the future.


Just turning to item B, the petition regarding the naming of a park in East Brisbane, I think what’s happened here is that there’s been some miscommunication among Council officers. 


I’m not asserting that there’s any malice, but someone somewhere along the line has made a mistake. A while back I provided my feedback as to—on the draft petition response. So the petition is calling for the—a very small park to be named Watts Park. This is a small, local park on the border of Woolloongabba and East Brisbane. I’ll read a little bit from the written response I provided to the officers. I said, the petition seems to have a little over 100 signatures. 


Out of the petitioners, it looks like only one petitioner lives in Woolloongabba and that’s the head petitioner, who’s seeking to name the park after himself. So the head petitioner lives next to the park or his business is adjacent to the park. He’s seeking to have the park named after his family name. He’s a nice enough guy. I don’t know him too well, but locals speak well of him, but I think there’s a clear process problem here where any business owner can get 100 of their mates to sign a petition saying please name the park after me and then without further detailed consultation, that becomes the park name.


So we’ve been in the process of consulting with local Aboriginal elders to see what name they would like to have for the park and I think what would be a lot better is if the Council were to run and promote a community vote, where residents are invited to suggest different names and vote for or against different suggestions, rather than simply taking the first name suggestion that someone comes forward with a petition. So I’d flag that I’d like a seconder for this.

Procedural motion – Motion that Clause B lie on the table

188/2019-20

Councillor Johnathan SRI moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, that the motion for the adoption of Clause B, PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THE PARK CURRENTLY KNOWN AS WELLINGTON ROAD PARK, 5 WELLINGTON ROAD, EAST BRISBANE, TO ‘WATT PARK’, of the report lie on the table for further consultation. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.
Councillor SRI:
Thanks to the Chamber for that. I will leave my comments there.

Chair:
Now, Councillor SRI, there will be no more discussion. It’s on the table.

Councillor SRI:
Cool.

Chair:
All right. On that matter. All right. 

Further speakers?


Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I’m happy to say and to support that motion, Councillor SRI, that you put up and we’ll hold that over for you. It saddens me in this place, Mr Chair, when attacks—or some things happen in Committee reports when the Councillor is happy to support the petition result. I’m talking about item D and Councillor GRIFFITHS. He was very happy and supportive of the petition response in Committee and then comes in here and just puts politics before koalas. That’s all it is. 

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
It’s putting a stunt out here that we are doing everything practical, Mr Chair. Everything practical to help our koalas and in the petition it’s said we will investigate further measures. I don’t—I’m saddened to think that the vicious attack that was laid upon our Councillor, a female Councillor by a male Councillor, Councillor CUNNINGHAM, is deeply disturbing. Bullying is something that is rife in our schools. 

Councillor CUMMING:
A point of order.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I think that we should be—

Chair:
A point of order to you, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Councillor HAMMOND is crossing the line here. She could easily be sued for this. There is nothing in the speech and—

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor CUMMING. I understand the point you’re making.

Councillor CUMMING:
—she’s—you—well—

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND, please keep your comments relevant and on topic and acknowledge—

Councillor HAMMOND:
I will withdraw the bullying statement, but I will say that bullying rife in some of our schools and we should be showing an example, which is what I was saying. I wasn’t pointing a finger. Maybe Councillor CUMMING has guilty conscious. But I was saying that we should be, as elected members, showing an example out there in our community. It’s also disappointing that I actually went up and gave Councillor GRIFFITHS the stats on koala deaths. He misled the Chamber tonight, which is very disappointing. In the last seven years, Mr Chair, unfortunately, there has been seven koala deaths. 


Seven koala deaths too many. There has been 13, which I told him, hospitalisations of our koalas. Mr Chair, dog attacks are responsible, which I told him, the majority of these hospitalisations. That’s why I clearly said in the question I thankfully got asked this—earlier on today, please be mindful of koalas. Keep your dogs on lead, on—except in dog off-leash areas, of course. Make your homes koala friendly and help us fight the cause. 


Mr Chair, I’ve had enough. I am going to put on the table the truth about what actually happened and the backflips and everything else, the dishonest nature of those opposite. Mr Chair, Carrara Street. When that was going on, the current Labor Lord Mayoral candidate and the lord—sorry—the Councillor candidate for ALP was out there, buy Carrara Street now. Save Carrara Street.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
But what do we hear, Mr Chair, in this place? We hear now the complete opposite. This side of the Chamber is about purchasing hectares and hectares. Over 700 hectares of bushland preservation to help save our koalas. We are planting fodder for our koalas for the rescue. But consequentially over there have now backflipped. They’re supporting the State Labor Government in selling off State bushland. State bushland. The koalas are living. 


If they were serious about this, they would be telling their State colleagues, we can protect—State Government can protect this land simply by not doing a cash grab on our koalas. This is absolutely disgraceful and I’ve had enough of their misleading the community of Brisbane. Let me just make this clear. Over that side of the Chamber, the current Labor Lord Mayoral candidate was out there saying, buy Carrara Street. Buy it now. We did. We did. Now, they’re saying we shouldn’t have purchased it. 


Again, this side of the Chamber is putting koalas before politics and we will continue to do so by investing like never before into our koalas. Buying bushland that no other level of Council administration has ever done before. So stop your attacks on female Councillors on this side and stand where—put your money where your mouth is and go up to your Labor mate just down the road in George Street and say no cash grab for the Labor government, because we know they’re in trouble. You can save this land. You don’t have to sell it off. 


Because this side of the Chamber is investing on private bushland, so we can preserve. Why should the ratepayers of Brisbane have to fork out millions of dollars to the State Government to bail them out of trouble when the people of Brisbane already own this land. 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Mr Chair, I am absolutely gutted by the political games that is happening over there. I am absolutely gutted that politics becomes before anything when it comes to the Australian Labor Party. I am happy to say with the leadership of LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER we will put koalas before politics. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors, I will now put items A, C, E and F.
Clauses A, C, E and F put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A, C, E and F of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
Councillors, item D. 
Clause D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause D of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.
The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Fiona Hammond (Chair), Councillor Kate Richards (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Fiona Cunningham, Steve Griffiths, Nicole Johnston and James Mackay. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – VICTORIA PARK VISION

189/2019-20

1.
Tim Wright, Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Victoria Park Vision. He provided the information below.

2.
On 9 July 2019, Council announced the new vision for Victoria Park, transitioning the golf course to parkland. The budget for the project is $1 million, and it will include all of Victoria Park (including both sides divided by the Inner City Bypass). The park will retain the existing putt-putt area, driving range and function centre. 

3. 
Council plans to include the community in every step of the planning process and will hold forums and public consultation as well as engage experts to create the best design for the green space. 

4. 
The draft vision for this project is expected by December 2019. The objective of the project is to enhance public access to green space and public transport to the area, to develop a world‑class parkland. 

5. 
The project for the Victoria Park Vision is split into three phases. Phase 1 includes consultation and feedback, the release of the draft plan (December 2019) and the release of the final Victoria Park Vision (expected in mid-2020). Phase 2 of the project is the Victoria Park master plan and implementation plan (expected in 2020-21), and Phase 3 is the commencement of construction and the closure of the golf course (expected in 2021). 

6. 
Community engagement began on 5 August 2019 and is scheduled to continue for eight weeks until 29 September 2019. Proposed engagement activities include the following: 

-
an online survey and place-based map, including a virtual tour and opportunities for the public to upload photos and share ideas

-
Council presence at the Ekka for residents to complete a survey on the project 

-
library displays during August and September 2019 at Indooroopilly, Toowong, New Farm, Carindale, Brisbane Square, and Chermside Libraries

-
market displays at the Kelvin Grove market (31 August 2019) and at the Powerhouse market (7 September 2019) 

-
A display in Queen Street Mall (5 September 2019 from 11am to 3pm)

-
videos on Council’s Facebook page to encourage the community to have their say 

-
information flyers delivered to nearby residents

-
a party at Victoria Park on 22 September 2019, with an activation and ideas tent 

-
targeted stakeholder meetings/workshops. 

7.
To date, there have been 303,369 social media views on Victoria Park Vision pages, and 69,519 views of the engagement video. The Victoria Park Vision engagement page on Council’s website has received 6,740 visits, with 268 idea submitted and 875 survey responses. 

8. 
To spark interest and big ideas for what the new parkland could look like, Council asked some of Brisbane’s leading design professionals to develop independent creative ideas for Victoria Park. Five consultants created their own visionary idea for a world-class parkland, which include design images/rendered perspectives and were recently released on Council’s website. The ideas aim to capture the imagination of residents and inspire even more big ideas before the initial phase of consultation closes on 29 September 2019.

 

9. 
Images of the five ideas were presented to the Committee. These ideas are not necessarily what will be built or included in the draft Vision document but are intended to inspire and capture the attention and imagination of the public about different opportunities for the park in the future.

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Wright for his informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL IMPROVE THE TOOMBUL SKATE PARK IN ROSS PARK, SANDGATE ROAD, TOOMBUL



CA19/472441

190/2019-20

22.
A petition from residents, requesting Council improve the Toombul Skate Park in Ross Park, Sandgate Road, Toombul, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 28 May 2019, by Councillor Adam Allan, and received.

23.
The A/Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

24.
The petition contains 16 signatures.

25.
The skate facility in Ross Park is a popular medium-sized skate park located on Sandgate Road, Toombul. Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, is currently undertaking skate park condition audits across the city. The recent skate park audit of Ross Park found it has a fair rating with 50% of life utilised with 10 years remaining. The facility does have minor imperfections but still has functional value. Minor maintenance items were identified in the skate audit and are to be repaired as part of Council’s 2019-20 recurrent parks maintenance budget.

26.
Council’s Public Space Planning team has advised that new and upgraded skate facilities are planned according to citywide priorities based on a hierarchy of facility scales and types, ranging from small skate elements to larger skate parks catering to a diverse range of user groups.

Funding
27.
Funding will be obtained through Council’s 2019-20 recurrent parks maintenance budget.

Consultation

28.
Councillor Adam Allan, Councillor for Northgate Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

29.
The A/Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

30.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL IS CURRENTLY UNDERTAKING SKATE PARK CONDITION AUDITS ACROSS THE CITY. AS PART OF THIS AUDIT, SMALL IMPERFECTIONS WERE IDENTIFIED IN THE TOOMBUL SKATE PARK IN ROSS PARK, SANDGATE ROAD, TOOMBUL. THESE IMPERFECTIONS WILL BE REPAIRED AS PART OF COUNCIL’S 2019-20 RECURRENT PARKS MAINTENANCE BUDGET.

Attachment A

Draft Response
Petition Reference: CA19/472441

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council improve the Toombul Skate Park in Ross Park, Sandgate Road, Toombul.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council’s Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, is currently undertaking skate park condition audits across the city. The outcome from the audit for Toombul Skate Park only found small imperfections. These imperfections are scheduled to be repaired, as part of Council’s 2019-20 recurrent parks maintenance budget.

New and upgraded skate facilities are planned according to citywide priorities based on a hierarchy of facility scales and types, ranging from small skate elements to larger skate parks catering to a diverse range of user groups. 

For further information on Council’s network of skate facilities, please visit Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Ted Krosman, Regional Coordinator Parks, North Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0845.

Thank you for raising this matter. 

ADOPTED

D
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL TO IMPLEMENT ROAD SAFETY MEASURES FOR THE SAFE MOVEMENT OF KOALAS AND OTHER WILDLIFE ACROSS BOUNDARY ROAD, COORPAROO


CA19/585435 and CA19/593562

191/2019-20

31.
Two petitions from residents, requesting Council implement road safety measures such as increased signage, speed reduction, traffic calming, underpasses, rope bridges and an overhead gantry for the safe movement of koalas and other wildlife across Boundary Road, Coorparoo, were received during the Winter Recess 2019. 

32.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

33.
The petitions contain a total of 903 signatures.

34.
Council does install infrastructure that helps to keep wildlife safe when moving across roads and collects data from a variety of sources on wildlife/vehicle strikes. This information is used to prioritise investment in wildlife movement infrastructure across Brisbane. Boundary Road, Coorparoo, and surrounding local streets (known by the community as the Coorparoo Finger Gullies) has been identified as a priority location for wildlife movement solutions, primarily due to the increase in koala/vehicle strike records. 

35.
Council is proposing to implement the following mitigation options.

-
Increased koala warning signage on Boundary Road and ‘Care for our Wildlife’ koala signage in key locations on local streets between Boundary Road and the Coorparoo Finger Gullies.

-
Road pavement ‘Wildlife’ threshold treatment at the entrance points at the top and bottom of Boundary Road.

-
Koala ‘climb-outs’ on the steep roadside batters that may be trapping koalas on the carriage-way.

36.
Variable message signs that alert drivers to the potential presence of koalas have been installed for three two-week intervals on Boundary Road during the peak of the koala breeding season from August 2019.

37.
The existing tree canopy over Boundary Road assists arboreal wildlife to move over the road between the trees. Council will also undertake wildlife street and park tree plantings in the area between Boundary Road and the Coorparoo Finger Gullies parks, to provide additional food and refuge opportunities for koalas and other wildlife as they move between habitat areas. 

38.
Council will also install signage at the entrances to the Coorparoo Finger Gullies parks advising visitors that there are koalas in the area and to keep dogs on-leash at all times.

39.
The petitions also request underpasses, rope bridges and an overhead gantry for wildlife movement. Currently there are several very small pipe culverts under sections of Boundary Road, but unfortunately these are too small to retrofit for wildlife movement. Additionally, fencing along Boundary Road would be required to funnel wildlife movement, including possums and gliders as well as koalas, to underpasses, overhead gantries and rope bridges. These options are being considered for future funding.

40.
Boundary Road, Coorparoo, is identified as a suburban road in Council’s road hierarchy. Traffic calming treatments are generally applied to local and neighbourhood access roads, which primarily provide access to dwellings, residential building and other local streets with limited traffic movements. Traffic calming devices, which inherently impact on the efficient movement of people and goods, are unsuitable for suburban roads.

41.
A review of speed limits on Boundary Road was referred to Council’s Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, for consideration. The proposal to reduce the speed limit to 60 km/h will be reviewed again in 12 months pending the outcome of the other measures introduced to protect wildlife in this corridor. 

Funding
42.
Funding for the installation of additional signage, pavement thresholds and tree planting is available under Program 3.

Consultation

43.
Councillor Fiona Cunningham, Councillor for Coorparoo Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
44.
Measures will be implemented which will help reduce wildlife vehicle strikes on Boundary Road, Coorparoo.

45.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Nicole Johnston dissenting.

46.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE PETITIONERS.

Attachment A

Draft Response
Petition References: CA19/585435 and CA19/593562

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council implement road safety measures to ensure the safe movement of koalas and other wildlife across Boundary Road, Coorparoo. 

Your petition has been investigated and it was considered by Council. It was decided that the petitioners be advised of the information below.

Boundary Road, Coorparoo and surrounding local streets (known by the community as the Coorparoo Finger Gullies) has been identified as a priority location for wildlife movement solutions, primarily due to the increase in koala/vehicle strike records. 

As a result, Council is proposing to implement the following mitigation options.

-
Increased koala warning signage on Boundary Road and ‘Care for our Wildlife’ koala signage in key locations on local streets between Boundary Road and the Coorparoo Finger Gullies.

-
Road pavement ‘Wildlife’ threshold treatment at the entrance points at the top and bottom of Boundary Road.

-
Koala ‘climb-outs’ on the steep roadside batters that may be trapping koalas in the carriage-way.

Variable message signs that alert drivers to the potential presence of koalas have been installed for three two-week intervals on Boundary Road during the peak of the koala breeding season from August 2019.

Council will also undertake wildlife street and park tree plantings in the area between Boundary Road and the Coorparoo Finger Gully parks, which will focus on providing additional food and refuge opportunities for koalas and other wildlife as they move between habitat areas. Signage is also being installed at the entrances to the Coorparoo Finger Gully parks advising visitor that there are koalas in the area and to keep dogs on-leash at all times.
The culmination of the above mitigation measures is intended to enhance the safe movement of wildlife between habitat areas, increase community awareness and create a wildlife friendly koala precinct.

Wildlife fencing along Boundary Road and other options such as underpasses, rope bridges and an overhead gantry for wildlife movement are being considered for future funding. A speed limit reduction on Boundary Road will be reviewed 12 months after the mitigation measures are implemented

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Kristy Thomson, Program Officer Biodiversity Planning, Biodiversity and Conservation Planning, Biodiversity Management, Parks and Natural Resources, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3178 0918.

Thank you for raising this matter. 

ADOPTED

E
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL INSTALL A MEDIUM SIZED DOG OFF-LEASH AREA IN CAPTAIN BURKE PARK, KANGAROO POINT



CA19/593442

192/2019-20

47.
A petition from residents, requesting the installation of a medium sized dog off-leash area in Captain Burke Park, Kangaroo Point, was received during the Winter Recess 2019. 

48.
The A/Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

49.
The petition contains 30 signatures.

50. 
Captain Burke Park measures 9,532 m² and is the only large open space area in Kangaroo Point, which limits the opportunity for any new dog off-leash areas.

51.
While the Kangaroo Point peninsula does not have any dog off-leash areas, there are other dog off‑leash areas nearby. The closest available dog off-leash areas from Captain Burke Park are Raymond Park, East Brisbane (1.7 km), Woolloongabba Rotary Park, East Brisbane (2.8 km), Wembley Park, Coorparoo (3.7 km) and on the northside Victoria Park, Herston (1.6 km). All of these dog off-leash areas include parking.

52.
In addition, Council is in the process of installing a fenced dog off-leash area at Ivory Street Park, Fortitude Valley, which is just on the northern side of the Story Bridge. 

53.
Council does not support the installation of a medium sized dog off-leash area at Captain Burke Park due to the following.

-
Captain Burke Park is 9,523 m² and a sustainable dog off-leash area requires at least 2,500 m². Devoting an area that is more than 25% of the total area of the park to one type of park user would increase the pressure on the balance of the park.

-
Captain Burke Park is a popular venue for community, charity and medium to large park bookings due to the location and beautiful vista of the CBD. 

-
Captain Burke Park is one of the parks selected for Council’s events facilitation project.

-
Council’s Active and Healthy program activities are conducted regularly at this park. Along with the playground, fitness equipment, shelters, barbeques and riverfront bikeway, the park experiences high visitation. 

-
Captain Burke Park is one of Council’s most visited parks for large events such as Riverfire and New Year’s Eve fireworks, and a dog off-leash area would significantly restrict this space.

Consultation

54.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact 

55.
Residents of Kangaroo Point peninsula who own dogs have numerous fenced dog off-leash areas that are within a short distance from Captain Burke Park.

56.
The A/Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Nicole Johnston abstaining.

57.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL DOES NOT SUPPORT THE INSTALLATION OF A MEDIUM SIZED DOG OFF-LEASH AREA IN CAPTAIN BURKE PARK, KANGAROO POINT.

Attachment A

Draft Response
Petition Reference: CA19/593442

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council install a medium sized dog off-leash area in Captain Burke Park, Kangaroo Point.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council does not support the installation of a medium sized dog off-leash area. 

Captain Burke Park is one of Council’s most visited parks for large events such as Riverfire and New Year’s Eve fireworks and a dog off-leash area would significantly restrict this space. The park is 9,523 m² and installing a sustainable dog off-leash area requires at least 2,500 m². It would not benefit park users by devoting an area that is more than 25% of the total area of the park to one type of park user. 

This is a popular park used on a regular basis for community and charity events, Council’s Active and Heathy program activities and park bookings. Along with the playground, fitness equipment, shelters, barbeques and riverfront bikeway, this park experiences high visitation due to the location and beautiful vista of the CBD. 

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brian Lowe, Regional Coordinator Parks, Central Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3027 4387.

Thank you for raising this matter. 

ADOPTED

F
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL INSTALL A PLAYGROUND IN CLYDE STREET PARK, ON THE CORNER OF CLYDE AND SACKVILLE STREETS, PETRIE TERRACE



CA19/649128
193/2019-20

58.
A petition from residents, requesting Council install a playground in Clyde Street Park, on the corner of Clyde and Sackville Streets, Petrie Terrace, was received during the Winter Recess 2019. 

59.
The A/Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

60.
The petition contains 59 signatures.

61.
Clyde Street Park measures 688 m² and, except for a small area close to the street, there is a small amount of open space, which is approximately 60 m² in size. An inspection by Willplay, one of Council’s preferred playground suppliers, resulted in a report that said there was not enough room for a playground at this location. Attachment B (submitted on file) contains photos of Clyde Street Park.

62.
The closest playground to Clyde Street Park is Neal Macrossan Playground Park on Caxton Street, Paddington, located 470 m from Clyde Street Park. Other nearby playgrounds are located in E.E. McCaskie Oval, Kelvin Grove; Grey Gums Park, Kelvin Grove; Roma Street Parkland, Brisbane CBD. The Parks Policy and Planning Team recommends that playgrounds are located within 750 m walking distance for people to access them. 

63.
Council does not support the installation of a playground at Clyde Street Park due to the following.

-
The available open space in Clyde Street Park is not sufficient to install a playground.

-
Council would have to remove trees in this park to provide enough room for a playground and that would not be Council’s preference. 

-
There is a playground within 470 m walking distance from Clyde Street Park.

-
Clyde Street Park is a small 688 m² park that backs onto an extremely busy intersection along Musgrave Road and Hale Street.

Consultation

64.
Councillor Peter Matic, Councillor for Paddington Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact 

65.
Residents of the Petrie Terrace area who are requesting the playground in Clyde Street Park have access to numerous nearby Council playgrounds within a short distance. The closest one is Neal Macrossan Park which is 470 m from Clyde Street Park.

66.
The A/Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Nicole Johnston abstaining.

67.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL DOES NOT SUPPORT THE INSTALLATION OF A PLAYGROUND IN CLYDE STREET PARK, ON THE CORNER OF CLYDE AND SACKVILLE STREETS, PETRIE TERRACE.

Attachment A

Draft Response
Petition Reference: CA19/649128

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council install a playground in Clyde Street Park, on the corner of Clyde and Sackville Streets, Petrie Terrace.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council does not support the installation of a playground at this location.

Clyde Street Park measures 688 m² and, except for a small area close to the street, there is a small amount of open space, which is approximately 60 m² in size. An inspection by Willplay, one of Council’s preferred playground suppliers, resulted in a report that said there was not enough room for a playground at this location.

The closest playground to Clyde Street Park is Neal Macrossan Playground Park on Caxton Street, Paddington, located 470 m from Clyde Street Park. Other nearby playgrounds are located in E.E. McCaskie Oval, Kelvin Grove; Grey Gums Park, Kelvin Grove; Roma Street Parkland, Brisbane CBD. The Parks Policy and Planning Team recommends that playgrounds are located within 750 m walking distance for people to access them. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brian Lowe, Regional Coordinator Parks, Central Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3027 4387.

Thank you for raising this matter. 

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 3 September 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. Just before moving to my report, I would like to update the Chamber on the issue of glyphosate. Now, I’ve heard from residents who have concerns about glyphosate following media reports, leaving them worried about the safety of their families. Whilst we’ve been assured that our current program is safe, it is our responsibility to ensure that there is no stone left unturned when it comes to ensuring the safety of our officers and the communities they serve. As the saying goes, you can never be too sure and every resident deserves to feel safe. 


That is why LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER reported to this Chamber a month ago that we have taken action to go a step further to ensure that there is absolutely no doubt in the safety of Council’s weed management program and the use of glyphosate. We asked officers to write a report outlining absolutely every detail between how, what, where, when and why we use glyphosate products. I say again, politicians don’t make decisions on which chemicals are safe or how they should be used. The scientists do, as they should. That is why we sent that report to the APVMA (Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority), as Australia’s peak authority to review.


We asked them, as the nation’s best scientists and experts, to be absolutely scrupulous in their scrutiny of the report and not hold back on their feedback. The APVMA is considered one of the world’s most rigorous safeguards for the control of agricultural chemicals, such as herbicides. I am pleased to report that Council received a letter of response from the CEO of the APVMA last week where he said, it’s pleasing to me to see such a responsible approach from Brisbane City Council to ensuring that glyphosate products are used safely and in accordance with label instructions. 


So, Mr Chair, just for the benefit of the Chamber, you can find a full copy of that report, as well as a copy of the response from the CEO of the APVMA on Council’s website by searching weed management. So I just wanted to put that on the record. Moving to the Committee report, last week we had an informative presentation from the manager of Greenspace, Asset Services on Council’s leading mosquito management program. Council’s mozzie controls activities are scientifically managed, targeting specific areas where and when breeding is known to occur. 


As this Chamber is aware, Brisbane leads the nation in mosquito management. We remain the only Council in Australia to employ two expert medical entomologists who collaborate with leading researchers to ensure we are using the best information and technology available. So together with ground treatments, Council delivers these treatments via aerial sprays, which typically treat 1,500 to 2,000 hectares with Council undertaking 10 to 15 treatments in an average season, which can cover up to 30,000 hectares in a season. 


Council also carries out more than 110,000 ground-based visits every year to treat mosquito breeding sites. Of course, our entomologists work closely with Queensland Health to ensure early virus detection. Currently, Council manages more than 2,500 known freshwater mosquito-breeding sites across the city. In a typical season, our mosquito control unit will treat around 20,000 hectares of coastal saltmarsh by helicopter with ground support by quadbike teams, utility and teams on foot. 


Our mosquito and pest management officers take great pride in their work and I would like to thank and commend them on their outstanding dedication and pride in their work to keep residents safe and protect our Brisbane lifestyle. Last week in Committee, Councillor STRUNK asked the question about climate change. This Administration has always acknowledged climate change and we do not deny that climate change—what we do do, though, is to take it very seriously. The only difference on this side is that we do not engage in alarmist scaremongering. 


While Labor is focused on making noise, we are focused on delivering for the residents of Brisbane. So, Mr Chair, I just would like to say that there’s an article in The Courier-Mail where Councillor STRUNK is asking us to double the mosquito budget and, again, I don’t know how many times we have to say this and to put it on the record. It is the long-held position of this Administration that the budget is unlimited when it comes to managing mosquitos in the city. 


Unfortunately, it seems that Labor have not listened when we have said time and time again that whilst over $5 million is allocated for mosquito and pest management in this year’s budget, this figure is simply an estimate and a place‑marker for bookkeeping purposes. We will always allocate whatever resources and budget necessary to our mosquito program. Council is always able to respond immediately to any and all works identified by our two expert entomologists. Every, and any requests from these entomologists has been immediately responded to and completely fulfilled. 


This has always been and always will be the case. Council has the capacity and is ready to respond to any changes that could occur due to climate change. We have to remember that weather does change and some years the mosquito season starts earlier than others. Dr Hugo from the QIMR (Queensland Institute of Medical Research) Berghofer Medical Research Institute, senior research officer, is quoted himself in today’s paper saying, it’s one year. I think we need to watch for emerging trends in climate changes to be sure that we are saying it is associated with climate change. Dr Hugo said himself that it is a complex situation.


So last year, the mosquito season started later with our first spray in November and this year the season started earlier, with our first spray on 8 August. In 2016-17, our first spray was on 5 August and 10 years ago in 2009-10, we had our first spray in August as well. So, Mr Chair, safety is our utmost priority. It’s clear that Council continues to deliver Australia’s leading mosquito program without compromise and continues to deliver the best possible standard of service to the ratepayers of Brisbane and I commend the report to the Chamber. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor STRUNK. 

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. The information presentation session on mosquito management was interesting, but somewhat revealing. We heard about what Council was doing to respond to the mosquito in relation to seasonal treatment and the occasional breakout that happens from time to time. Now, as probably one of the Councillors that has a large, still body of water, probably one of the largest in Brisbane, my community, of course, is very concerned when it comes to mosquitos and the infestations that can happen with the still body of water. I posed a question as the Chair—so I posed the question to Council officers the view that climate change is real and that global warming is taking place. What are we doing to increase the seasonal treatment to address climate change? 
At that time, 6.36pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair.

The response I got from Council’s presenter, right, and some other Council officers who were there as well was that they did recognise that, of course, there is an increase in global warming. But there isn’t a specific plan to increase the treatment at this stage, but they, of course, are factoring that in long term. 


Mr Chair, I thought that the response from Council officers as—and any response was a particular good response for what they—from the limited way they could actually, I suppose, respond to my question, because there would probably need to be a policy change for them to elaborate on what they probably were feeling at the time that I asked the question. So, Mr Chair, on reflection, I think the investment of $5 million—and we’ve heard from the Chair that that is unlimited. 


But I think what you put in a budget, the amount of money you put in a budget or the amount of money you publicly announce that you are probably going to expend in any particular financial year is probably what you will. So I thought that to double that would not be out of—would not be out of reason, right? There was the article in The Courier-Mail and we saw the response from the LNP Administration and, I quote, Brisbane City Council’s mosquito management program has the resources and flexibility to respond to change. Mr Chair, we can’t afford to wait. We need to get in front of the issue. 


It is not simply respond after it happens. The Brisbane City Council response is not really good enough. We know that Dengue fever, Ross River fever and Zika virus thrive in tropical and subtropical climates. Mr Chair, I’ve had a few friends over the years that contracted Ross River fever and I’ve seen the long-term debilitating effects of this disease on them. Mr Chair, the health of the residents of this city should be a paramount concern to any administration. 


The more we can do to reduce the mosquito infestation now and into the future, the more that we can reduce the impact of climate change in this particular area. Mr Chair, we probably only have a few years to get ahead of the issue and I call upon Councillor HOWARD to advocate for more funding to better respond to what we know is a very concerning, growing ecological problem that will impact many of our fellow residents into the future. I don’t think what I said in what I—how I was quoted in the paper was anywhere near a level of an alarmist. I think I’m a realist and know that you really need to invest in the future. If we know something is about to happen or about to take place in the next coming years, isn’t it—we owe it to the residents of Brisbane to invest to try to get ahead of the problem that we know is going to happen. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Deputy Chair:
Further debate?


Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Acting Chair. I rise to speak on item A, and old favourite of mine, mosquito management and mosquito control. As the former Chair of Field Services, I had the responsibility of this for a number of years. This is, of course, budgeted through program 6, Community Health, but—so it’s where the budget sits, but for delivery in Field Services. As Councillor HOWARD has quite rightly pointed out, which has been pointed out on numerous occasions in the past, the budget for mosquito control is as much as is required as directed by the scientists. 


We’ve just heard Councillor STRUNK perhaps more gently than some of his predecessors in this place, undertake a scaremongering campaign about the impact of mosquitos in this place. I’ll come to Councillor Flesser, the unlamented former Councillor for Northgate Ward, in a moment. But the reality is that this is a program that is at the direction of entomologists who are the best in their field. Brisbane City Council is the only Council in Australia that employs entomologists to undertake that task. Mosquito management is an issue all up and down the eastern coast of Australia. It has been all year. 


In Sydney, I can tell you, they don’t have any capacity to do anything down there, because of the disparate number of small councils. They don’t have any capacity to undertake any mosquito control and the State Government down there doesn’t do anything either. So Brisbane Council is at the forefront of mosquito control on the east coast of Australia. The other councils turn to Brisbane City Council to find out what they can do to assist and they take the advice of the Council’s entomologists in this regard. 


I noted Councillor STRUNK’s suggestion that the budget should be doubled from the current budget allocation of $5 million to $10 million. Look, the last time I looked at it, throwing dollars at mosquitos won’t kill them. So—and he—but he talked about the need for policy change, but didn’t say what that policy change should be or could be. So what do we expect from the ALP? In the past, I mention the former Councillor for Northgate Ward, Councillor Flesser previously, he had some wonderful ideas for the expenditure of a Council budget on mosquito control. 


He wanted to release a noxious fish called the Gambusia into the waterways, a noxious fish that has been described, quite rightly, as the cane toads of the waterways. That was his suggestion. That was his solution. His other suggestion, which has never been renounced by the ALP as a policy direction, was to crisscross the wetlands with runnels, with channels to drain the wetlands dry. So a kill the village to save the villager response to dealing with mosquito patrol.

Councillor HAMMOND:
A point of order.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
That’s been the ALP policy in the past.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Point of order.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Is that what Councillor STRUNK is now suggesting with his suggestion of raising the budget from $5 million to $10 million? Is that what—is that what he’s really advocating here? He didn’t say anything. He just said, oh, there should be more money spent on it, but didn’t actually advocate for anything in particular. I’d be interested to see if they are indeed advocating the discredited, not supported by expert, policies that the former Councillor for Northgate Ward once advocated in this place. Councillor HOWARD quite rightly said in response to the—well, in her earlier debate, that this is an unlimited budget. 
At that time, 6.43pm, the Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, resumed the Chair.

The budget is what it should be or needs to be, depending on what the experts say. We should follow the expert’s advice. This is a program that should and is quite rightly undertaken at the direction of scientists. Let’s listen to the scientists and undertake the approach that they advocate and we will continue to do that in this place. A policy direction based on science, not on a thought bubble about doubling a budget without any idea about what it should be spent on.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on the Committee presentation on mosquito management. I think poor, old Councillor McLACHLAN has finally lost it, Mr Chair.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Because that is the same speech that he gets up and gives in this place year after year after long year after year after year. That is based in no fact whatsoever. Though, I will talk about facts when it comes to the mosquito management program and the disaster that my community faced last year when this Administration and this area headed by Councillor HOWARD sacked 12 permanent ground crew—and we’re not talking about the medical entomologists, we’re not talking about the aerial spraying program, which is the only two things that the Administration will talk about.


We’re talking about those ground spraying crews that were dismissed in the lead up to last mosquito season and not replaced. When we started raising those questions last year, Chair, all of the LNP politicians go and said, no, no, don’t know what you’re talking about. We know nothing about these 12 staff being sacked. Nothing to see here, from the Mayor down to Councillor HOWARD. 


But after weeks of intense community pressure, they were finally forced into admitting that they had removed 12 permanent positions from that area and miraculously, we’ll put some contractors on, they said, and that will do. Well, that didn’t do, because what we saw were mosquito numbers in plague proportions. The worst mosquito season in living history and I will not accept the excuses from the LNP that there was no correlation between sacking 12 people from that mosquito spraying area that had intense—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
A point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
A point of order to you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
You’ve been quite ruffled but there’s no correlation to the Committee report here either.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
We’re talking about mosquito management in Brisbane. 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Sorry. Hang on.

Chair:
No. Hang on. No. No. No. No.

Councillor CASSIDY:
No. No. No. I’ll let you—yes.

Chair:
I appreciate what you’re saying DEPUTY MAYOR however I read item 6 the Ground Program treats 24,000 known mainly freshwater breeding sites and by implication there must be somebody who does that. So I’ll allow discussion around that.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you. Thank you, Chair. So the contractors that were brought in had no experience in these areas. I’m not saying no experience in this area, but no experience in the particular areas, the saltmarsh areas, that are mosquito breeding sites in my community. So what we saw was an explosion in the mosquito population. People that had been living in that community, my community, for decades and decades and decades—many, many of them—hundreds of people came forward and said this is the single worst season.


So what we saw was a decision taken by this Administration. They thought they could get away with it, Mr Chair. They thought they could get away with removing 12 permanent full time positions and replacing them with a bit of overtime and a few contractors. It was as I said after intense community pressure that we actually saw this Administration backflip spectacularly. Following on from them saying that there is nothing to see here, we don’t need to replace these staff. We have enough contractors, enough people doing overtime. After that intense community pressure we finally saw them back down and a recruitment process actually start to replace those staff.


So I want to thank and congratulate my community over the last year for standing up and making their voices heard on this very important issue. I know we will have Councillor McLACHLAN running around talking about something that was said, I don’t know, eight years ago or something like that. But what is actually important and what is actually happening in people’s backyards out there in Brighton, Sandgate, Shorncliffe, Boondall, Zillmere and Taigum and suburbs all across the north side is they don’t want to see the plague proportions of mosquitos coming back this season as a direct result of decisions that this Administration make.


So I want to give that commitment to my community that I will certainly be keeping on top of this issue and requesting the regular briefings that I have now been offered from the Divisional Manager in this area to make sure that my community is protected from this Administration’s bad decisions.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. Well, Chair, it is absolutely disgraceful and quite frankly extremely disappointing that Councillor CASSIDY is again deliberately raising community fears and using something as important as public safety to play politics. It’s unbelievable the lengths that Labor will go for their political gains. Public safety is Council’s utmost priority. Again I assure the residents of Brisbane that there has been absolutely no impact on our mosquito management program. Council prides itself on its high level of service to residents.


In June last year there were a number of employees in Council’s pest control team that were found not to meet these high expectations. I can advise that all staff dismissed during the disciplinary process have been replaced with permanent staff—nothing to do with Councillor CASSIDY. Public safety is our utmost priority. I provide assurance to all residents of Brisbane that Council has all staffing and resources on hand at all times to undertake any work necessary. I am also very disappointed to hear that Councillor STRUNK doubts the advice of our expert entomologist.


How appalling to hear someone that I quite respect on my Committee stand up here in this Chamber and argue about the advice that was given by our professionals. So, Mr Chair, again a stunning display of political grandstanding from those opposite in this Chamber but today Labor has stooped to a very new low. Chair, I just want once again to put on the record that we at all times make sure that this program is fully funded, that we at all times allocate whatever resources and budget necessary to our mosquito program. Through you, Mr Chair, I recommend this to the Chamber.
Chair:
Thank you Councillor Howard. 

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 Lisa Atwood, Kara Cook, Steven Huang and Charles Strunk.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – MOSQUITO MANAGEMENT

194/2019-20

1.
Peter Owen, Business Manager – Greenspace, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Mosquito Management. He provided the information below.

2.
The objective of Council’s Mosquito Management program is to improve the liveability of Brisbane by:

-
reducing nuisance mosquito numbers (especially the Saltmarsh mosquito)

-
preventing mosquito-borne diseases such as the Ross Rover virus and Barmah Forest virus

-
undertaking surveillance and control of invasive mosquitoes in conjunction with Queensland Health and Commonwealth Biosecurity (especially the Dengue mosquito and the Asian Tiger mosquito)

-
meeting obligations under the Public Health Act 2005 regarding preventing and controlling public health risks in relation to mosquitoes.

3.
The Committee was advised of the life cycle of mosquitoes and the effects of chemical control on their evolution. The two main chemicals used are ‘Bti’ and ‘Methoprene’.

4.
The aerial (helicopter) program, specific to treating Saltmarsh mosquitoes, targets breeding habitats in tidal wetlands including: 

-
Tinchi Tamba Wetlands

-
Boondall Wetlands

-
Luggage Point

-
Mud Island

-
Bulimba Creek

-
Tingalpa Creek.

5.
The full aerial treatment area is approximately 1,800 ha and takes one to two days to complete, weather permitting. Saltmarsh mosquitoes can travel more than 10 km. 

6.
The ground program treats approximately 2,400 known, mainly freshwater, breeding sites across Brisbane. Each week, 1,000 sites are checked and treated if breeding is found, while 1,400 sites are checked after periods of rain or big tides. These checks are undertaken by spray trucks, quad bikes, Argo All Terrain Vehicles (ATVs) and on foot. An additional Argo ATV has been added to the ground program fleet.

7.
Adult mosquito control spraying, or ‘fogging’, is only undertaken in special circumstances such as:

-
for schools, aged care centres and outdoor events

-
when there is a clear target to spray e.g. if mosquitoes are resting in dense vegetation

-
in response to exotic mosquito appearances.

8.
Adult mosquito control products are all pyrethroid insecticides and will kill all insects, as well as fish and crustaceans (unlike larvicides which are mosquito specific). Further, the products used have no long-lasting, residual effect and reinfestation from surrounding areas can be immediate.

9.
The exotic (invasive) mosquito program targets the Dengue mosquito and Asian Tiger mosquito. It is a joint program with Queensland Health and Council provides surveillance trapping, potential invasion identification and rapid chemical response at ports of first entry. There are 35 suburban surveillance traps near high risk entry points including nine traps at the domestic airport terminal and 10 traps in the Lytton commercial precinct.

10.
Education on mosquito management is available on Council’s website to provide the community information on the types of mosquitoes, ways to protect yourself and what Council is doing to manage mosquitoes. 

11.
VectoPrime (Bti plus methoprene) is a new mosquito control product available from a local supplier that will soon be trialled. It has the potential to provide broader control at different stages of the mosquito life cycle and better vegetation penetration. Potential disadvantages are that it may take longer to apply than liquid and the treatment process is more labour intensive.

12.
Another new technology being used is the ultrasonic water depth sensor for remote locations which provides the following features: 

-
measures standing water depth in real time 

-
potential ability to add water temperature measures

-
provides more accurate data then indirect measures currently used such as rainfall and tide height.

13.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Owen for his informative presentation.

14.
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 3 September 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? Anyone at all? 

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

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Peter Matic (Chair), Councillor Fiona Cunningham (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Peter Cumming, Tracy Davis and Kate Richards. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – LORD MAYOR’S WRITERS IN RESIDENCE PROGRAM

195/2019-20

1.
Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Lord Mayor’s Writers in Residence program (the program). She provided the information below.

2.
Announced by the then Lord Mayor in March 2012, the program commenced in 2012-13. It delivers high profile author events and writing workshops in libraries across the city, hosting local, national and international authors. The program fosters a love of reading, writing, creativity and ideas, and has continued to evolve, establishing partnerships with the Brisbane Writers Festival and Love YA. Events for some of the very popular authors, who draw great interest and very large audiences, are held at Brisbane City Hall.

3.
The program provides opportunities for residents to:

-
meet authors, experience their works and engage in shared conversation around literature, reading and writing

-
increase their knowledge and appreciation of reading, writing, literature and Council’s libraries

-
enjoy participating in library programs which achieve Council’s vision for a vibrant and creative city.

4.
The program positions Council’s libraries as great places for inclusive literary events and first-hand experiences with authors, delivering engaging events which also support and encourage borrowing from a collection of more than 1.4 million items. It also provides opportunities for libraries and Council to engage with large reader audiences and author fan bases. The program builds partnerships with publishers and local booksellers to promote the sale of books and support author signing sessions.

5.
The following author events have been hosted in the main auditorium at Brisbane City Hall to accommodate large audiences.

-
Raymond E. Feist, with 1,350 attendees

-
Andy Griffiths and Terry Denton, with 1,300 attendees

-
Lee Child, with 1,300 attendees

-
Leigh Sales, with 1,110 attendees

-
Dr Michael Mosley, with 1,050 attendees

-
Matthew Reilly, with 732 attendees.

6.
Local authors who have been featured in the program, of whom images were shown to the Committee, include Venero Armanno, John Birmingham, Dame Quentin Bryce, Matthew Condon, Trent Dalton, Nick Earls, Richard Fidler, Kari Gislason, Peter Greste, Susan Johnson, Krissy Kneen, Benjamin and Michelle Law, Bri Lee, Melissa Lucashenko, Mary-Rose MacColl, William McInnes, Cass Moriarty, Kristina Olsson, Steve Parish, Tim and Judy Sharp, Rebecca Sparrow, Frances Whiting, and Tammy and Leslie Williams.

7.
National authors who have been featured in the program, of whom images were shown to the Committee, include Terry Denton, Jelena Dokic, Mark Donaldson, Colin Fassnidge, Kurt Fearnley, Carly Findlay, Peter FitzSimons, Mem Fox, Julie Goodwin, Kate Grenville, Andy Griffiths, Kon Karapanagiotidis, Kerri-Anne Kennerley, Hannah Kent, Michael Kirby, Jay Kristoff, Dr Karl Kruszelnicki, Hugh Mackay, Melina Marchetta, Peter Menkhorst, Liane Moriarty, Turia Pitt, Geoffrey Robertson, Michael Robotham, Jessica Rowe, John Safran, Leigh Sales, Don Watson, The Chaser team and Tim Winton.

8.
International authors who have been featured in the program, of whom images were shown to the Committee, include Holly Black, Sir Julius Chan, Lee Child, Cassandra Clare, Ann Cleeves, Raymond E. Feist, Mireille Guilliano, Paula Hawkins, Julie Kagawa, Derek Landy, Alexander McCall Smith, Monica McInerney, Dr Michael Mosley, Jodi Picoult, Kathy Reichs, Karen Rose and Karin Slaughter.

9.
Since 2012, the program has attracted a total of 47,949 attendees to more than 600 author events, and more than 2,000 attendees to more than 100 writing workshops. In 2018-19, the program had its largest attendance to date with 9,078 attendees at 120 author events, and 324 attendees at 20 writing workshops. The highlights of that year’s program included the Lee Child and Leigh Sales author events.

10.
Images of authors participating in the 2019-20 program and their publications, and an image of Raymond E. Feist’s author event were shown to the Committee.

11.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Harvey for her informative presentation.

12.
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 Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 3 September 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Excellent. I will now—is there anyone at all? 

I will now put the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the Finance and Administration Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Adam Allan (Chair), Councillor David McLachlan (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Peter Cumming, Kim Marx, Ryan Murphy and Charles Strunk.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – MATURE AGE WORKFORCE PROJECT

196/2019-20

1.
Katrina Odgaard, Chief Human Resources Officer, Human Resources, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Mature Age Workforce project (the project). She provided the information below.

2.
Australia’s workforce is changing with:

-
an increased life expectancy

-
a birth rate that is below the replacement rate

-
a forecasted economic growth that is creating an increased demand for skilled workers

-
changes to pension and preservation ages

-
the current super balance being $80,000 for women and $150,000 for men.

3.
Currently, Council’s workforce profile, which are the drivers for the project, has:

-
an average retirement age of 65.2 years

-
an average tenure of 14.2 years for employees over 45 years of age

-
some work areas having as many as 40% of their workforce being able to retire within 10 years.

4.
The project aligns with Council’s Our People 2017-2022, which is a plan for how Council will:

-
attract and retain staff

-
provide a positive and productive work environment

-
develop and support its staff

-
inspire and engage leadership.

5.
As part of the project, Hudson conducted a study of Council’s workforce and:

-
held face-to-face interviews with 75 employees and three team leader focus groups

-
delivered 17 late career and retirement planning workshops to 252 employees

-
developed a sustainable delivery model in partnership with Council’s Learning and Development Services, Human Resources, Organisational Services.

6.
From the study, the following ongoing workshops were developed and are currently available for staff in Council’s SAP learning portal:

-
Living a full life beyond work – this workshop provides an understanding of key retirement trends and late career options; impacts of retirement and how to plan for the changes; and goal setting and resources for effective retirement planning

-
Leading a mature aged workforce – this workshop provides information on leading an age inclusive workforce and transitioning to retirement, including a conversation guide.

7.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Odgaard for her informative presentation. 

8.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE REPORT – BANK AND INVESTMENT REPORT – JULY 2019



134/695/317/1028
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9.
Paul Oberle, Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Finance, Organisational Services, provided a monthly summary of Council’s petty cash, bank account and cash investment position as at 2 August 2019. 

10.
During the July period, total Council funds held by banks and investment institutions (per general ledger) decreased by $10.2 million to $436.3 million excluding trusts (Ref: 1.4 in the Bank and Investment Report). The net decrease is predominantly due to payments for major projects.

11.
Council funds as at 2 August 2019 held by bank and investment institutions (per statements) totalled $462 million (Ref: 2.4 and 3.1 in the Bank and Investment Report). The variance relates to timing differences between transactions recorded in the general ledger and those reflected in the bank statements.

12.
Unreconciled bank receipts and payments relate to reconciliation variances at the end of the period. The majority of these transactions have since been reconciled.

13.
Surplus funds are invested daily with approved counterparties.

14.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE REPORT, as submitted on file, BE NOTED.

ADOPTED

CONSIDERATION OF NOTIFIED MOTION – Purchase of bushland at 67 Chapman Place, Oxley
(Notified motions are printed as supplied and are not edited)

198/2019-20
The Chair of Council (Councillor Andrew WINES) then drew the Councillors’ attention to the notified motion listed on the agenda, and called on Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON to move the motion. Accordingly, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that—

This Council purchases the bushland at 67 Chapman Place, Oxley to protect it from development.
Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise tonight to speak on behalf of residents of Oxley who I’ve met over recent weeks. They are on the other side of the road to my ward boundary with Councillor GRIFFITHS in Moorooka. Based on the determination by the Queensland electoral commission, at the next election they are likely to become Tennyson Ward residents. Residents contacted me to advise me that a DA had been lodged on 67 Chapman Place, Oxley. Councillor GRIFFITHS organised a public meeting. I think about 30 residents turned up from the surrounding streets. They are extremely concerned about the future of this bushland.


I know Councillor GRIFFITHS has moved two urgency motions to try and protect this land, the first of which earlier this year I seconded and one only a couple of weeks ago, both of which the LNP majority Council have voted against. Today I am moving this motion because this is a valuable piece of bushland that should be protected. It is linked to the Oxley Secondary College across the street which is linked to the Fort Road Bushland Reserve, the Canossa Bushland Reserve, which is linked to the Brisbane River and Rocks Riverside Park. The addition of 67 Chapman Place, Oxley, to Council’s bushland reserve would be an important step forward in protecting habitat for native wildlife.


This site as I understand it has a really difficult history. There have been five different DAs. This Council has indicated it would buy it but has just never acted. I think Councillor GRIFFITHS might say a little bit more about this. Having only come to the issue this year it strikes me that it is absolutely essential that this land is bought back. Now I wrote to the LORD MAYOR about this a few weeks ago. I got a one line response from him today. Basically he said to me that—actually I might read it out because—I’ll read out what I wrote to him. Dear Adrian, it’s come to my attention via the community today—this is 27 August—that a new DA has been lodged at 67 Chapman Place, Oxley, and this significant bushland site is under threat.


Councillor GRIFFITH wrote to you about this matter two years ago. I understand that you had indicated—or the Lord Mayor at the time did—that the land should be protected. Two years on nothing has happened. I have repeatedly lobbied you and the former Lord Mayor and the parks chairs, McLACHLAN and HAMMOND, over several years about the need to protect and buy back land closely adjoining this site at Canossa and the Oxley Secondary College in my ward. The land at Chapman Place would provide a further link in the area to the existing Fort Road Bushland Reserve and the Brisbane River.


It is a highly valuable ecological corridor teeming with native flora and fauna. This land should be bought back urgently. I wrote this on the day they voted down the urgency motion. I go on—I’m shocked this afternoon the LNP have voted down another urgency motion to protect this land. Council recently spent $6.2 million buying back three residential blocks in Mt Gravatt with nothing but a few palms on them. This land is native bushland and I urge you to act to immediately protect it. This was the LORD MAYOR’s response that I got about an hour ago.


I’ll read it out—I refer to your email in relation to 67 Chapman Place, Oxley, located in Moorooka Ward. As you are aware this matter is on the Council agenda for discussion today and I would not want to pre-empt the outcome. Now that’s what he says to me. However he’s been writing to the residents today.

Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
He’s telling them something different. So I don’t know why—honestly I don’t know why you keep doing this—because it just—these people talk to us. I don’t know what you think we’re doing out there. But we genuinely engage with residents and they talk to us.


So a resident sent me a reply she received from the LORD MAYOR this afternoon. I have to say it’s—number one different to mine. He did not tell her, well there’s a motion coming to Council and I’ll update you about the discussion afterwards. He didn’t say that to her. He told her that Council wanted free bushland. That’s what he told her. Council wants free bushland. They don’t want to pay for bushland. Now let me be clear. That is contrary to Council policy. Council can resume bushland for compulsory resumptions. It can resume it out of the existing bushland buyback fund or it can now purchase it out of the new green slush fund the LORD MAYOR has set up.


But no, this LORD MAYOR wrote to a resident this afternoon and he said this to her. Well first he told her it was weeds on this land and he didn’t consider it to be ecologically important. Now this is despite the fact that it is mapped under the Brisbane biodiversity overlay with a high ecological significance. A small tiny part of it is zoned for residential. But the rest of the site is zoned as high ecological significance. Now the LORD MAYOR thinks he knows better. It’s just weeds out there. That’s not actually what the report has said for the DA and the reports for the previous DAs.


But let me come back to that. What I want to say to you is this is what the LORD MAYOR wrote to the residents of Oxley today. Council’s practice is to secure bushland at no cost to ratepayers where possible. Now I’m sure they went up to the residents—the owner of the land at Mt Gravatt East and said, mate give me your free land, please. I’m sure that’s his first approach when it came to three residential blocks not mapped in the ecological corridor, not containing any bushland. I’m sure he went up to the owner of that land in a marginal LNP ward and said, give me your land for free.


That’s what he thinks should happen here in Oxley, that residents should hand over the land for free. But in marginal LNP wards this Council will fork out $6.2 million. He then goes on to say that Council will consider—consider the request after the conclusion of the public notification period. That’s in two days. That’s not good enough. That’s kind of the response last time where the LNP did nothing. They said because it was in appeal we couldn’t do anything. The appeal stopped. Two years later we’re back, same boat, Council has done nothing.


The LORD MAYOR’s letter goes on—Council is not ruling out the purchase of the land should the majority of it not be able to be secured for preservation at no cost to the ratepayers. Talk about mealy-mouthed up and down and around. So he is saying he will consider buying it. I can tell you that simply saying to residents that you want to acquire land for free is not what you have done in other parts of the city. The residents of Oxley deserve their ratepayer funded bushland buyback levy being allocated into purchasing land that is mapped in Council’s biodiversity overlay in an area of high ecological importance.


Now the blocks that you spent $6.2 million on at Mount Gravatt did not fall into that category. The land at 67 Chapman Place does. I want to just give you a few comments from residents who have been writing to you in their droves and tell you what they want from you, LORD MAYOR. Here’s one—I’m writing to you to urgently buy back 67 Chapman Place, Oxley, a wonderful piece of bushland that is home to many wonderful native birds, mammals, frogs and reptiles. I am a local resident, local business owner and a wildlife veterinarian that sees and appreciates the ecosystem as a whole and the role this piece of land plays.


Our bushland levy should be spent on pieces of land just like this. They go on. I thank every single one of these residents. It’s been a joy to work with them. They are informed. They are knowledgeable and they are absolutely wanting to see the DA stopped and this land purchased. I will go on and give you an idea of how important this land is. This land is not suitable for development because there are 112 identified flora species and six fauna species including hollow‑bearing habitat trees. Now that’s actually out of the DA’s own ecological report that’s currently before Council.


This person goes on—and it would disrupt an identified waterway corridor and we would see trees lost. Over the years we have personally witnessed a number of wildlife species. This year we have encountered a family of possums, numerous scrub turkeys, a 10 foot carpet python. We’ve seen nests and feeding places where people make their homes in the bush. So these residents who live adjacent to this site obviously can see the importance of it for local wildlife. There are many letters exactly like this. It is absolutely critical that residents listen to Brisbane—Brisbane residents. Here’s another one. This resident identifies to the LORD MAYOR all the wildlife they’ve seen—green tree frogs and striped marsh frogs—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—tawny mouth—frogmouth.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON your time has expired. 

Councillor RICHARDS.

Procedural motion – Motion that the notified motion lie on the table
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Councillor Kate RICHARDS moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, that the notified motion submitted by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON lie on the table. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Division. We need a division.
Chair:
Division called by Councillor JOHNSTON and no one else?
The division lapsed for want of a seconder.

PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors are there any petitions? 

Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Chair. I have a petition for residents wanting a security camera in a DOLA (dog off-leash area).

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN. 

That’s all right. 

Councillor STRUNK

Councillor STRUNK:
Yes, Mr Chair. I am presenting a petition for the Councillor of Morningside, 14,000—I’m just trying to focus—829 people that want to save a German Shepherd by the name of Katie from destruction.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, I just have a petition in relation to address noise pollution and safety concerns in Annie Street, Rocklea.

Chair:
Any other petitions? 

May I please have a resolution?

200/2019-20
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Peter CUMMING, 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

	CA19/862733
	Kim Marx
	Requesting Council install a security camera for the purposes of extra security and evidence of criminal behaviour in the off-leash dog park situated at 97 Nathan Road, Runcorn.

	CA19/871712 and CA19/871859
	Charles Strunk on behalf of Kara Cook
	Requesting Council save Katie the German Shepard.

	CA19/862665
	Steve Griffiths
	Requesting Council change the existing rights of businesses in Annie Street, Rocklea, which currently fall under the 1965 Town Plan, and introduce reasonable operating hours, and address noise pollution, parking and safety concerns.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors, General Business. Councillors—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, there is General Business, Mr Chair. 

I have General Business.

Chair:
Thank you, no, hang on. No, don’t do that. Please take your seat. 

Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of a Councillor Conduct Review Panel order? 

Councillors are there any matters of General Business?

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Yes.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I stand briefly just to tell the Chamber about and get very excited to support my local Councillors in our community planning day that will be happening on 28 September. We have a very excited and supportive Mt Gravatt East Townhouse Development Action Group that are looking forward to planting over 2,000 trees on a recently purchased site in Mt Gravatt East. They are also very keen to name this site Carter’s Rest after the koala that unfortunately died at the hands of some domestic pets in this local area because it didn’t have any trees to climb up.


I have started a petition on my Facebook so that we can present that to Councillor HAMMOND in the next session to get that moving as well. It is a small size reserve so it does mean that we need special effort. The residents absolutely understand this as well. We need to secure it and make sure that we get the plants planted so that we can nurture and make this a sustainable site for wildlife from the outset and long into the future. It’s a very important part of the corridor, again something that the residents are very, very conscious of.


It will be a respite for the koalas and even though it only did have some palm trees on it—the photos you can clearly see that are in The Courier-Mail and the local paper had koalas. Even though they were climbing palm trees it was a corridor that they use to move through this very important part. It is a very important link between two larger habitats between Whites Hill and Toohey Forest. That is why, as we heard in the petition today and as we are doing across Brisbane, wildlife signage on all the major roads, flashing wildlife signs, at these sensitive road crossings, at Cavendish Road, Pine Mountain Road and Boundary Road in this area as well.


I am more than happy to support my local residents to call it Carter’s Rest. I am—I apologise to them on behalf of the Chamber as they said they are very upset given the ill-informed and politically motivated criticism of Council’s purchase of this site particularly when we know when there was an actual on‑site meeting—not on-site, a local meeting on 2 December last year every colour of the spectrum—greens, red and blue—were there, hands jumping up and down saying yay, we are purchasing the site. Corrine McMillan was there. Rod Harding was there. My opposition was there.

Jo Briskey was there. Ross Vasta was there. Jo Briskey’s T-shirts have clearly got their hands up, my opposition has too, cheering that we were buying the site. The hypocrisy is astounding. But we know this is about Councillor GRIFFITHS protecting himself on the Nathan site as well. There will be VPOs (Vegetation Protection Orders) on this site because it’s Council land so it instantly becomes protected. But it’s more important so because in the future it will be food trees for koalas and other wildlife as well. I’m looking forward to the community planning day on 28 September. I hope all the residents will be coming as well. Considering it is after seven o’clock, Mr Chair, I move that the meeting now conclude.
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The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, that the meeting conclude. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
There are still items of General Business that Councillors have in this Chamber, myself and other Councillors here. This meeting shouldn’t be shut down.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor GRIFFITHS. I have to inspect the rules.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, do not talk to me like that please.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, why are you still speaking?

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Okay—
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
—because of Councillor JOHNSTON’s behaviour I will accept the resolution. 

Councillors interjecting.
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
The meeting has concluded.
Councillors interjecting.
The Chair subsequently directed that the divisional bells be rung. After the divisional bells ceased ringing, a quorum was present and the meeting resumed.
Chair:
Councillors—okay, all right Councillors, thank you for returning. There has been some conjecture about whether there was an appropriately made vote or not on the resolution to close the meeting. So I will accept the resolution.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Division.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Division called by Councillor CASSIDY and division called by Councillor GRIFFITHS. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, your point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
My point of order is if there was no proper—you have to put the motion. It’s not been put. The motion was put before the fake closure of the meeting. There was no division called. You have to do it properly this time round. You can’t just call it for something from 10 minutes ago. Divisions have to be called straight away and it did not happen in this case. Therefore there was no proper closure of the meeting. You cannot just put it yourself at a later point.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor JOHNSTON. As I recall this—the way I recall it is that there was a vote. I am doing this as a matter of courtesy to the Opposition. There is a standing division—Councillor CASSIDY and Councillor GRIFFITHS. 
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well I’ve definitely got General Business, Mr Chair. You’re well aware of that.
Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Steve GRIFFITHS called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 20 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
I declare the meeting closed.
QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston on 4 September 2019
(All questions, 1- 15 below relate to the proposed Moggill Rd and Coonan St intersection upgrade – concept design options)
Q1.
What is the current AM peak hour traffic time estimate for vehicles heading northbound on Coonan St now?
Q2.
What is the estimated AM peak travel time detriment to Coonan St traffic heading northbound if Option A is implemented?

Q3.
What is the estimated AM peak travel time saving to Coonan St traffic heading northbound if Option B is implemented?

Q4.
What is the proposed traffic light timing length for right hand turns from Coonan St into Moggill Rd east-west traffic light timing versus Moggill Rd?

Q5.
What is the proposed traffic light timing for right hand turns from the Coonan St bridge into the Moggill Rd slip lane in Option B? 

Q6.
What is the proposed traffic light timing for right hand turns from the Moggill Rd slip lane into the Coonan St bridge into in Option B? 

Q7.
Is the Moggill Rd slip lane from the bridge in Option B two lanes? If so how long is the merge along the slip lane?

Q8.
In Option B, how many lanes are there east of the proposed bridge along the main section of Moggill Rd?

Q9.
With respect to Option B, is the southbound lane of Coonan St two lanes or one south of Keating St?

Q10.
Will the exit from the strip shopping centre shown on both Option A and B be controlled by traffic lights? If not, by what signage?

Q11.
How will traffic heading northbound along Coonan St access the strip shopping centre if Keating St is closed to right turns?  

Q12.
There does not appear to be any provision for cyclists along Coonan St? How do the bike paths, if any, connect to Moggill Rd? What alternate cycling access has been provided along other parallel streets if not on Coonan St? Are protected on or off road cycling paths proposed for the project? 

Q13.
The Lord Mayor promised the project would fix Coonan St but the project does not include any upgrades south of Keating St, such as the single lane sections of Coonan St or the diabolical Westminster intersection? Why not?  

Q14.
Will the surplus land around the intersection upgrade be converted to parkland or for community use? 

Q15.
Is Council planning to sell or develop the surplus land around the intersection upgrade for residential, commercial, or other for-profit purposes?
Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths on 5 September 2019

Q1.
Please advise the number of bookings for each of Council’s 24 hirable community halls for each of the last five financial years:
	2018-19
	2017-18
	2016-17
	2015-16
	2014-15

	
	
	
	
	


Q2.
Please provide the names and addresses of the “more than 20 parks offering BMX facilities in Brisbane” as per page 123 of the Annual Report.
	Park Name
	Address

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q3.
How many new sporting fields with artificial turf will to be installed across Brisbane in the next 12 months?

Q4.
How many new council park barbecues across Brisbane have no accessible water for residents to clean them after use?

Q5.
Which council libraries are due to be upgraded in this financial year 2019/20 and in the new financial year 2020/21?

Q6.
Is there any private or public land that needs to be secured for the proposed intersection upgrade of Pine Road, Archerfield Road and Azalea Street, Richlands so that lights can be installed?

Q7.
What criteria is used to determine when a Council park needs to have amenities installed or upgraded?

Q8.
Please detail any ratepayer-funded legal advice provided to Councillors this financial year, the name of the Councillor, cost of the advice and reason for the advice.
	Name of Councillor
	Cost of Advice
	Reason for Advice

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Q9.
Please detail any ratepayer-funded legal advice provided to Councillors in the 2018/19 financial year, the name of the Councillor, cost of the advice and reason for the advice.
	Name of Councillor
	Cost of Advice
	Reason for Advice

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Q10.
Please detail any ratepayer-funded legal advice provided to Councillors in the 2017/18 financial year, the name of the Councillor, cost of the advice and reason for the advice.
	Name of Councillor
	Cost of Advice
	Reason for Advice

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Q11.
Please detail any ratepayer-funded legal advice provided to Councillors in the 2016/17 financial year, the name of the Councillor, cost of the advice and reason for the advice.
	Name of Councillor
	Cost of Advice
	Reason for Advice

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Answers to questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting of 3 September 2019)

Q1.
At the Council meeting of 25 March Council approved the purchase of land at 64 and 68 Carrara St and 8 Nurran St Mt Gravatt East for $5.2m, this included estimated stamp duty of $258,825. At the Parks Environment and Sustainability Committee meeting held on 27 August Cr Hammond advised that the extra $1,000,000 allocated in the Bushland Preservation Levy Report ending June 2019, bringing the total amount paid to $6,252,135m was for stamp duty and remediation. Why did Council pay double stamp duty of these three blocks?
A1.
The premise of this question is false. Council did not pay double stamp duty for these properties.
Q2.
What was the total stamp duty paid for 64 and 68 Carrara St and 8 Nurran St Mt Gravatt East?

A2.
$279,525
Q3.
When was the additional expenditure of approximately just over $1,000,000 approved for 64 and 68 Carrara St and 8 Nurran St Mt Gravatt as allocated in the Bushland Preservation Levy Report ending June 2019?
Q4.
Which Council Body approved the additional expenditure of approximately $1,000,000 approved for 64 and 68 Carrara St and 8 Nurran St Mt Gravatt?

A3 & A4.
The acquisition of these properties was approved by full Council on 5 March 2019, based on an estimated cost. The authority to pay costs associated with acquisition of a property is granted as part of the delegate’s approval to purchase the property.
Q5.
Please provide a breakdown of the of the additional expenditure of approximately $1,000,000 approved for 64 and 68 Carrara St and 8 Nurran St Mt Gravatt?
A5.

	Valuation and town planning advice
	$3,790.00

	Stamp duty
	$279,525.00

	Transfer fees and searches
	$16,305.00

	Queensland Urban Utilities charges
	$474.00

	Corporate overheads
	$752,655.00


Submitted by Councillor Steven Griffiths (from meeting of 3 September 2019)

Q1.
In your answer to Questions on Notice that were published on 27th August 2019 there were a number of Council Cab charge trips from the location of Robertson to Home and Robertson to other destinations on Councillor Owen’s cab charge card. Can you please advise what is located at Robertson that the Councillor is attending on multiple occasions listed below:

	1/3/2016
	Robertson
	Brisbane
	$50.30

	1/3/2016
	QUT
	Robertson
	$35.00

	23/3/2016
	Robertson
	Hamilton
	$84.30

	23/2/2016
	City
	Robertson
	$43.50

	12/11/2016
	Robertson
	South Brisbane
	$37.70

	29/7/2016
	City
	Robertson
	$54.80

	6/8/2016
	Suburbs
	Robertson
	$54.90

	17/9/2016
	Robertson
	South Brisbane
	$49.50

	18/9/2016
	South Brisbane
	Robertson
	$50.00

	12/11/2016
	Suburbs
	Robertson
	$35.10

	24/1/2017
	Robertson
	South Brisbane
	$37.70

	24/1/2017
	Suburbs
	Robertson
	$76.20

	27/4/2017
	Robertson
	Brisbane Airport
	$74.30

	1/5/2017
	Brisbane Airport
	Robertson
	$114.10

	29/7/2017
	Robertson
	South Brisbane
	$54.23

	29/7/2017
	Hillcrest
	Robertson
	$60.39

	3/8/2017
	Robertson
	Newstead
	$68.31

	3/8/2017
	Newstead
	Robertson
	$44.88

	4/8/2017
	Robertson
	North Quay
	$56.65

	4/8/2017
	Southbank
	Robertson
	$51.70

	11/8/2017
	Robertson
	Jamboree Heights
	$39.82

	2/9/2017
	Robertson
	South Brisbane
	$42.79

	3/9/2017
	South Brisbane
	Robertson
	$120.34

	28/10/2017
	Robertson
	Brisbane
	$50.72

	28/10/2017
	Brisbane
	Robertson
	$49.98

	17/2/2018
	Robertson
	City
	$53.03

	18/2/2018
	City
	Robertson
	$51.03

	8/4/2018
	Belmont
	Robertson
	$53.66

	19/4/2018
	Robertson
	Woolloongabba
	$44.10

	19/4/2018
	Home
	Robertson
	$42.00

	20/4/2018
	Robertson
	Fortitude Valley
	$59.01

	20/4/2019
	Home
	Robertson
	$52.50

	12/5/2018
	Robertson
	Southbank
	$52.50

	12/5/2018
	Home
	Robertson
	$40.11

	26/5/2018
	Robertson
	Brisbane
	$51.33

	26/5/2018
	Home
	Robertson
	$115.50

	9/6/2018
	Robertson
	Roma Street
	$52.50

	9/6/2018
	Home
	Robertson
	$81.69

	22/6/2018
	Home
	Robertson
	$52.08


Q2.
Please detail the Brisbane City Council business for which Councillor Angela Owen claimed cab charge for the following:

	17/10/2016
	Suburbs
	Brisbane Airport
	$69.80

	19/10/2016
	Brisbane Airport
	Algester
	$126.40

	27/4/2017
	Robertson
	Brisbane Airport
	$74.30

	1/5/2017
	Brisbane Airport
	Robertson
	$114.10


A1 & A2.
Council officers have advised this information is not kept in Council’s records.
RISING OF COUNCIL:

7.15pm.

PRESENTED:





and CONFIRMED
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     CHAIR
Council officers in attendance:

Julie Park (Acting Senior Council and Committee Officer)

Ronda Tunguz (Acting Council and Committee Officer)

Ashleigh Mansfield (Acting Council and Committee Officer)

Victor Tan (Acting Council Orderly)

[image: image3.jpg]






[image: image4.png]


[image: image5.jpg]BRISBANE CITY

Dedicated to a better Brisbane



