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PRESENT:

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

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

	Krista ADAMS (Holland Park) (Deputy Mayor)

Adam ALLAN (Northgate)
Matthew BOURKE (Jamboree)

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

Vicki HOWARD (Central) 
Steven HUANG (MacGregor)
James MACKAY (Walter Taylor) 
Kim MARX (Runcorn)

Peter MATIC (Paddington)

David McLACHLAN (Hamilton)

Ryan MURPHY (Chandler)
Angela OWEN (Calamvale)

Kate RICHARDS (Pullenvale)
Steven TOOMEY (The Gap) (Deputy Chair of Council)
	Peter CUMMING (Wynnum Manly) (The Leader of the Opposition)
Jared CASSIDY (Deagon) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition)
Kara COOK (Morningside)

Steve GRIFFITHS (Moorooka)

Charles STRUNK (Forest Lake)


	
	Queensland Greens Councillor (and Ward)

Jonathan SRI (The Gabba)

	
	Independent Councillor (and Ward)
Nicole JOHNSTON (Tennyson)


OPENING OF MEETING:

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


Are there any apologies? No apologies, or no one rising for apologies?


Confirmation of Minutes, please.

MINUTES:

841/2018-19
The Minutes of the 4592 meeting of Council held on 4 June 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.

QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
There is no public participant today and so we’ll begin Question Time. 


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


Councillor MACKAY.
Question 1

Councillor MACKAY:
My question is to the LORD MAYOR. This Administration is committed to cutting the cost of living for seniors in Brisbane. Can you outline what tomorrow’s budget will mean for them in terms of public transport and getting them home quicker and safer?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor MACKAY, for the question. Councillors would be well aware that I have risen many, many times in this Chamber to talk about the cost of public transport fares, a cost that is set by the State Government, a cost where the revenue goes to the State Government and something that we don’t directly control, but something I believe does impact on patronage.


We have been entirely consistent and clear with our position on fares, and that is that they should be cheaper to encourage more public transport use. On the other hand, those opposite, they can’t seem to decide whether fares should be cheaper or whether they should stand up for their State Government colleagues, because whenever we talk about fares, they say, oh no, there’s other factors involved. Fares were reduced back in 2016; there’s no problem, nothing to see here. 


Yet, sometimes they come out with their own ideas about fares, like free ferries or fare free Friday for example—wasn’t that a great one. But, Mr Chair, this particular initiative is consistent with our approach, it is consistent with LNP policy, and it is consistent with the policy the State LNP team went to the last election with, which is free travel for seniors during off-peak times. 


Why have we put this forward? Number one, we want to boost patronage. We are currently running buses, ferries and CityCats around, whether it’s peak or off-peak; those services are being provided. Whether they are full or whether they are not full, those services are being provided. We’d like to see them being used. We’d like to see use of existing capacity, and we know that during those off-peak times there is plenty of capacity for more people to jump on board public transport.


But we also know that for our seniors, social isolation is a big problem. It’s a big issue out there in the community. Now, we don’t want to get our seniors home quicker and safer, we want to get them out quicker and safer. We want to get them out and about quicker and safer, and at no cost. This is a big part of what we’re pushing for here as part of this policy. This initiative, which we want to start in October, as soon as possible, will involve us paying around $3 million to the State Government to reimburse them for their lost fare revenue. 


Now, this is something that we believe will be important to get more people on public transport to support our seniors, and it is something, Mr Chair, that you know came from community feedback. We were just up in your ward a few months ago talking to your seniors in your transport forum you organised about what they’d like to see happen, and there was a lot of great feedback and initiatives that came out that. This was one of those suggestions put forward by the community. So we know that people are asking for this to happen. We know that our seniors want to get out and about at no cost on our public transport to enjoy the things this great city has to offer.


This should be a city for all. That means that if you are living by yourself or if you’re getting on in age, you shouldn’t be locked out of the benefits of this great city. You should be able to participate; you should be able to get out and about and particularly for those seniors on very low incomes or on pensions, I know this will make a difference. My parents are pensioners themselves. They do use the public transport to get out and about, and I know that this is something that they will take advantage of and benefit from just like all seniors and pensioners will, the people who are eligible for the seniors go card. 


So this is an exciting initiative, not only about public transport but also about social inclusivity, about making sure that people have the opportunity to enjoy the great lifestyle opportunities that Brisbane has, but also we know that our seniors do an incredible amount of work for community organisations. They get out there; they support their local community groups, and this will help them in that cause as well. There are thousands, or tens of thousands of hours done by our seniors on a voluntary basis for organisations across the city, and this particular initiative will help in that respect as well.


So there are many benefits to this initiative. I can’t wait for it to get up and running in October. Once again, I wanted to call on the State Government to make sure that they allow us to have a speedy implementation of this initiative. It would be great to get it up and running before 1 October, and we will certainly do that. We can get it up and running as quickly as TransLink signs off on it. So I put that out to the State Government. We will get it up and running sooner if they approve it sooner. All they have to do is take our money—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR—

LORD MAYOR:
—All they have to do is take that $3 million.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 


Are there any further questions? 


Councillor CUMMING.
Question 2
Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. Can you today confirm that not one cent of the $1 million allocated to the Victoria Park announcement will be spent on any advertising with your face on it in the lead up to the election?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I’ll make that confirmation if you confirm not one cent of ratepayers’ money will go to newsletters in your ward with your face on them. Because it seems to be okay for Labor Councillors to send out newsletters with seven photos of themselves on, using ratepayers’ money, but you know what, not okay for the LORD MAYOR to communicate with the residents of Brisbane. Not okay. That is another case of double standards here.
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—This is a purely political question.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry, I’m having trouble hearing the LORD MAYOR.

Chair:
I agree. 


Councillors, we were beginning to get a little bit rowdy there. Please allow the LORD MAYOR to answer the question in silence. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, it just beggars belief that Labor keeps pushing this ludicrous suggestion that it’s okay for them to do it, but not okay on this side of the Chamber. Okay, so the LORD MAYOR of Brisbane, whoever it might be, has an electorate of 1.1 million people or over 700,000 enrolled voters. There is a responsibility of office to communicate with those people, and in fact to let those people know how we are investing their ratepayer dollars, to let them know the projects that are coming, to let them know what we’re doing to build our infrastructure, to grow our parkland, to invest in our new green space, like Victoria Park, and it is okay for them to send out newsletters with seven photographs of themselves on, but it is not okay for the LORD MAYOR. 


So these double standards beggar belief. The reality is we will be consulting with the community on Victoria Park, because this is an exciting parkland initiative that people want to know about, that people want to get involved in. What I’m interested in is what the Labor Party’s position on this is. Because when we’re talking about golf courses, we know that there are many types of golfers, but there’s also a type of golfer called the Sunday hacker, and the announcement on Sunday brought out the Sunday hackers. First to tee up was Councillor COOK. Councillor COOK wanted to claim credit for this particular announcement. She teed off and said this was Labor’s idea. Unfortunately, she rushed it—

Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Could you bring the LORD MAYOR back to the question?

Chair:
Carry on, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. She rushed it and she ended up in the bunker. So, second to tee off was Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
This is fun, Mr Chair, of course, but on relevance—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
No, I won’t sit down. This is a point of order, Councillor MURPHY. On relevance, Mr Chair; this was about advertising spend, not what Councillor COOK or what I have said.

Chair:
The question was about the exposure of Councillors in regard to Victoria Park.

LORD MAYOR:
That’s right, exactly. The fun police strike again.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yes, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Would you like the Leader of the Opposition to read the question again, because the question was very clearly about advertising money, Mr Chair.

Chair:
He asked about photographs, yes, asked about the image of Councillors.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay, so we’re talking about the consultation process with residents on Victoria Park, and that was the question. Am I the only one to hear that? The fun police are out again. They want to ban something else. The want to ban the LORD MAYOR’s photograph. They like to ban everything—smoking.


Mr Chairman, so Councillor COOK ended up in the bunker. So Councillor CASSIDY teed up, and guess what he wanted—a feasibility study. When has anyone in history needed a feasibility study to create a park? Parks are feasible. I can tell you, parks are feasible. Why? We’ve got 2,000 of them out there. Do people want more or less parks? They want more. It’s feasible. No study required, Councillor CASSIDY.


When you’re asking for a feasibility study into a park, you know that you’ve been put up to do media, and you have nothing to contribute at all. They may have a new media adviser. Unfortunately, they’re getting bad advice in this case, because there is nothing anywhere in the world that would suggest we need a feasibility study to create a new park. I can tell you, people of Brisbane believe it’s feasible. The people of Brisbane want more green space and parkland. We don’t need a feasibility study to tell us.


Do you know why we would need a feasibility study?

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
You’ve allowed the Mayor a lot of leeway, but on relevance, this is a long way from the question that was asked.

Chair:
I think that we’ve discussed relevance and I think the LORD MAYOR is on topic. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. So no feasibility study for a parkland on this side, you can be assured. We’re going to get on and communicate with the people of Brisbane, consult with them, and talk about the types of facilities—

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—they would want there.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Mr Chairman, the LORD MAYOR was asked: is any of this money going to be spent on advertising with his face on it in the lead up to the election? He has not answered that question.

Chair:
I believe he has answered that question.

LORD MAYOR:
I have made it pretty clear. There will be no photographs of me if there are no photographs of you on your newsletters—as simple as that. Simple as that. So, you know, the power is in your hands, Councillor CUMMING. If you’re quite happy to take your photos off any material that you produce using ratepayer dollars, then we’ll do the same thing. We’ll do the same thing.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Ten and a half million photos—well, I don’t ever remember sending out a newsletter with seven photographs of myself on it, Councillor CASSIDY. I don’t ever remember doing that. But the reality is, this is a purely party political question. This is a purely party political question, because they’re not interested in new parkland; they’re not interested in consulting with people—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
—they’re interested in party politics.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 


Further questions?


Councillor—

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CUMMING.

842/2018-19

At that juncture, Councillor Peter CUMMING moved, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That Council sanctions the LORD MAYOR from allocating any funds from the Victoria Park announcement to be spent on advertising including his face.
Chair:
You have three minutes.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. This LNP Administration has got an appalling track record of spending funds on projects to boost the LORD MAYOR recognition factor. There’s recent example, of course, of the Metro, another Metro document put out recently—

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, can I just—

Councillor CUMMING:
—with Councillor SCHRINNER’s face on it—

Chair:
I just remind you—

Councillor CUMMING:
—that added precisely—

Chair:
I just remind you, Councillor CUMMING, just to keep on why it is urgent today.

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes. It precisely added—the Metro document added precisely nought to the knowledge of the people of Brisbane of the Metro project, but it was a good opportunity for this Administration to get the new LORD MAYOR’s face on a document, Mr Chairman.


It’s essential that this resolution be passed today, because the Council needs to make it clear that this sort of behaviour from this Administration, from this LORD MAYOR, is inappropriate. They’ve spent millions of dollars on brochures and produced millions of dollars of documents that have been put in letterboxes up and down the length and breadth of Brisbane that we estimate last year, last calendar year, some 15 to 20 documents were put in every letterbox in the city with a photo of the LORD MAYOR. It doesn’t happen at State level. It doesn’t happen at Federal level. They’ve got rules to stop it happening, but it does happen all the time in Brisbane. It’s a disgrace. 


This will continue to be done right up to the election to add to the LORD MAYOR’s profile. It’s about getting the LORD MAYOR elected; it’s not about consulting with the public. They don’t need his face on the document to consult with the public. It’s urgent that the LORD MAYOR make it crystal clear that—sorry, that Council make it crystal clear the money will not be wasted on this type of expenditure, and we would ask that the Council support this resolution.

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, do you have that in writing for distribution?


Alright. Alright, all those in favour of the proposal of the urgency motion.

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

Thereupon, Councillors Peter CUMMING and Jared CASSIDY 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 Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.

NOES: 19 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, 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:
Councillor HUANG, I believe you were asking a question.
Question 3

Councillor HUANG:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, Councillor COOPER. The Prince Charles Hospital in Chermside is undergoing expansion by the State Government, meaning an increase in traffic and more pressure on parking in the area. Can you please give us an update on the ongoing talks with stakeholders and any progress that has been made?

Chair:
Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Thank you very much, Mr Chair, and I very much thank Councillor HUANG for the question. I know that he is very interested in this particular matter, as is of course, Councillor HAMMOND, who regularly sort of asks me for updates. This Chamber would be well aware that the Prince Charles Hospital is one of our State’s premier cardiac hospitals. It employs over 3,000 people who provide medical assistance for over 420,000 people a year, so very much important to us on the northside.


The site also includes what was formerly known as the Holy Spirit Northside, a private hospital, which has now been renamed the St Vincent’s Hospital. It is basically serving the community as is the public facility. In August 2000, the State Government then removed the hospital from Council’s planning, so it was then designated as community infrastructure, and since then has grown into a substantial medical precinct. So it is exempt from any consideration by Council in terms of what is proposed on that site.


Since 2007, we’ve seen the major upgrade of the hospital, so the general medical and surgical services have been added, including general adult medical emergency services. The whole precinct has particularly grown very much since then, with a lot more staff, a lot more patients, and certainly the local community on a regular basis report that they are having challenges as they try to access their local community, and seeing particularly parking in the local streets becoming an issue with staff choosing to park in the streets for free, rather than utilise those sites on the hospital premises.


So in February this year I met with Minister Lynham, the State Member, to discuss the ongoing expansion of the Prince Charles Hospital, including two new proposed car parks which will require access to and from Council’s road network. As I highlighted to Minister Lynham, we’re very keen to work with all of the stakeholders to improve safety to the Prince Charles Hospital precinct. In line with our commitment, we will be undertaking the fast tracking of a preliminary design to cost up signalising lights on Hamilton Road, possibly at Staib Road, at our cost. So we’ll be undertaking that design work, and that is currently under way and is due at the end of this calendar year. 


We’ve also committed, because that was a concern of the State Government, that we will be entirely responsible for any future maintenance and operation of those lights. We’re also working with the hospital, as this Chamber knows, to deliver the first ever Move Safe plan. At that meeting, the Minister advised me that a master plan had been completed for the hospital, and while Council hadn’t been involved, the Minister undertook that Council would receive a copy of that master plan. I took Dr Lynham at his work, and we have contacted the Health Department to follow up on Dr Lynham’s commitment for a copy of the master plan, but they have said no, they would not be able to share it with Council.


So we’ve repeatedly requested a copy of that master plan—27 February, 30 April, 14 May, 7 and 3 June—and despite being assured by Dr Lynham that we would be able to receive that information, I have now been told that it would not be released to Council. It is, in fact, very, very disappointing. Last week, I met with the Community Alliance Union and updated them on Council’s progress with the preliminary design. I conveyed to them that Councillor HAMMOND has been strongly advocating for funding to construct or to make a contribution towards the construction of signalised lights at the intersection. I let them know that the work we had undertaken, and that we also, unfortunately, were not able to receive a copy of the master plan.


So I had to let them know that, without these details, without a copy of the master plan, without the traffic modelling that would underpin that master plan, Council will not be able to properly complete these preliminary design works that we have undertaken to do. So I note that Dr Lynham said that they are going to build two new car parks under their planning exemption. So there will be about 750 spaces in each, so a total of 1,500 spaces. They will both be accessed to and from our road network. Wherever they would be, we do not know. What roads they will access, what times they will be used—again, we do not know.


We are seeking to assist. We want to work with the hospital, but without this information, this precise detailed information, we cannot properly define infrastructure—

Chair:
Councillor COOPER, your time has expired.

Councillor COOPER:
—for the future needs of the community. Thank you.

Chair:
Are there any further questions? 


Councillor SRI.
Question 4

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. The Local Government Infrastructure Plan identifies quite a few large sites around inner city Brisbane to be acquired for the purposes of public parkland. In many cases these sites are owned by large companies that know that their land will continue to rise in value over the coming years. Some of these sites are due to be acquired by Council no later than 2021. If these owners know that their land value is continuing to rise, they’re not going to be willing to sell. 


So my question to Council is: what plans do you have to acquire these sites if indeed some of these companies don’t wish to be relocated out of the inner city because they’re making more money just simply waiting there for the land values to continue rising?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay, thank you, Mr Chairman, and thank you Councillor SRI for the question, and it is a good question, and it is a fair question. In terms of the parks that we’ve identified in the LGIP, the Local Government Infrastructure Plan, there is indicative timeframes associated with parkland. Part of that has to do with the pace of development in a particular area and the anticipated growth of an area. Sometimes areas can grow faster than we anticipated; sometimes they can grow slower than we anticipated. So the LGIP provides an estimate on when growth will occur and when particular infrastructure may be required.


The LGIP, though, requires us to make acquisitions if necessary on a compulsory basis. Now, we would always seek to go in and acquire land by agreement; that’s our first approach when we acquire property. But if for some reason that is not a course of action open to us for various reasons, we can have the option of compulsory acquisition. To that is something that is in the many different tools that we have available to us to progress the acquisition of parkland.


So you’ve seen coming through this Chamber many different options when we buy new parklands. Some of them have been by agreement when we buy new land; some have been by compulsory acquisition. So we will make sure that as the development of the city occurs, we provide new parkland. We are planning for that new parkland through the Local Government Infrastructure Plan, and through our new Green Future Fund funded by the dividends of the CBIC, the City of Brisbane Investment Incorporation. So we have multiple programs of purchasing new land for parkland and for turning unused land into parkland, or underutilised land into parkland.


So we will continue to roll out record investment in parkland. If we need to have some compulsory acquisitions as part of that process, then we will certainly pursue those options where they’re appropriate. But as I said, Councillor SRI, in the first instance, we prefer to acquire land by agreement with the owner, and when we acquire land, we do so on a fair basis. 


Now, I know that Councillor SRI doesn’t think developers have the same rights that other people do, but if you’re a landowner, you have a right to a fair value on that land. So just because someone might be a developer, it doesn’t mean they’re not entitled to a fair value on the land that they own. They have the same rights as any other kind of owner, whether it’s a private owner-occupier or whether it is a corporation, ultimately we are bound by the requirement to give someone fair market value. So we will progress through the processes that we have, in the first instance acquiring by agreement and the second instance, compulsory acquisition if that is necessary. So I hope that answers your question, Councillor SRI.

Chair:
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. Over the weekend, the LORD MAYOR announced that this Administration would create the largest new park Brisbane has ever seen in the past 50 years.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, you arrived a minute ago—please.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS, please continue.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Councillor HAMMOND, can you outline what this will mean for residents and for Brisbane as a clean and green city?

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Councillor RICHARDS, for the question. I’d be delighted to answer it. As you know, on Sunday 9 June 2019, the LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER and I, accompanied by Councillor MATIC and Councillor HOWARD, announced this exciting new project up at Victoria Park. The LORD MAYOR announced that Council will be turning Victoria Park golf course into the biggest park we’ve seen in 50 years, more than double the size of the City Botanical Gardens in the CBD. 


The Victoria Park golf course will become public parkland and also complement the places that are already up there. It’s important to note that the popular putt, driving range, function centre and bistro will all be staying up at Victoria Park. We will be consulting with our community, and going out in a couple of months, I believe, LORD MAYOR, to consult with the community to see what they would like to see this park transformed into. This is going to be a massive public asset. It’s not only going to be for the golf players anymore; it’s going to be opened up to everybody with all abilities and all ages. I’m excited to start this consultation process, LORD MAYOR, and deliver your vision and the vision of Brisbane.


This project will include all of Victoria Park, including both sides of the Inner City Bypass. After the public consultation carries through, it will be about two years before the public golf course actually shuts down. So we’ll be working, doing up a vision for this park. There may be some planning that we have to do that might include going through your area, Councillor BOURKE, but this is what we’re going to do. The Brisbane Metro is going to complement this site, and make it more public and active transport friendly. There’s also bikeways through this park.


LORD MAYOR, I am so excited about this announcement, and I cannot wait to work with the community and see what their vision for our city is. Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor COOK.
Question 6

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. You and your LNP Administration have ripped out $45 million in rates from the Morningside Ward in the last financial year. You have reinvested a meagre $5 million back in capital spending. Residents and businesses in my ward have been fighting a 10‑year campaign which has included five petitions to get this Quirk/Schrinner LNP Administration to fix The Corso shopping precinct in Seven Hills. 


You have now announced that my residents in Seven Hills will have one of the highest rate rises in the city at 5.8%. LORD MAYOR, where is my residents’ $45 million, and what do you have against the residents in Seven Hills who have been campaigning for The Corso precinct upgrade for over 10 years?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, for the question, and the answer to that question is: I’ve got absolutely nothing against anyone at all, because this budget that will come down tomorrow will be a budget for the whole city. It will be a city shaping budget that delivers new infrastructure, that invests in new green space, that provides better public transport, including free public transport in off-peak times for seniors in Seven Hills, in fact, and seniors in every single suburb of Brisbane. 


There are a number of new initiatives in this budget which will benefit all residents across the city, which will be accessible to all residents across the city. But, Councillor COOK, you talked about rate increases in particular suburbs. Labor has a record of very deceptively and mischievously trying to suggest that Council suddenly or somehow decides that one area should get a different rate to another. That is not what happens. That is not how the rating system works. 


If you turn to the back of the budget book tomorrow, you will see the rate in the dollar for owner-occupied properties. Does it say one rate in the dollar for Seven Hills and a different rate in the dollar for Woolloongabba? No. It is the same rate in the dollar for every single property in the owner-occupied category across Brisbane. We rate all properties the same and the only differences between properties, or between suburbs, is based on State Government land valuations. So if rates in Seven Hills are going up higher than the average, it’s because the valuations in Seven Hills, according to the State Government, are going up higher than the average. That is the only reason.


So, her area, and that area of Seven Hills, is doing really well when it comes to the property market. The valuations in that area are increasing very healthily, and that is a good thing. That is a good thing, because in the end—

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—Councillors, like Councillor COOK—

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Can you bring the LORD MAYOR back to the question? I just wanted to know where my residents’ $45 million was. Thank you.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. So, when areas in your ward do well, you should be supportive of that. You should be excited about that. If areas are going ahead, that is something we should all celebrate. But, Mr Chair, Labor will continue to try and play politics with this. They will try to misuse information, misrepresent the facts, and that is their game. That is what they always play. They’ve played it every budget. They’ve tried to indicate to residents that somehow different suburbs get treated differently. No, they all get rated the same. They all get rated the same rate in the dollar. That is a fact. That is an indisputable fact.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Answers will be heard in silence.

LORD MAYOR:
I didn’t hear Councillor COOK complaining when the Seven Hills Theatre and Community Hub was established. I didn’t hear her complaining about that investment. I didn’t hear about that. 


Now, If you have a look at every suburb across the city, there are projects that happen from year to year, and there’s rises and falls in those projects based on the competing needs of different areas around the suburbs. One year a suburb will get far more investment than the amount of rates paid by that suburb; the next year it might be different. This is the nature—this is the nature of a growing city. 


But, those residents also benefit from the wide range of citywide services and facilities that are open and accessible to everyone. Who is going to pay for them? Across the city, we all contribute to facilities like our 33 libraries; we all contribute to the cost of CityCats, of buses, of cross-river ferries; we all contribute to the waste collection services that are provided, the grass cutting that is done, the road resurfacing and the footpath maintenance and all of those things which happen right across the city on an ongoing basis. We all contribute to them, and we all get a citywide benefit from them.


So, to try and simplistically portray this as, oh, we should only—it should be a zero sum game with the rates that we pay and the rates that we get back in the ward. Don’t take into account all of those citywide things that Council does, and more importantly, Councillor COOK and her colleagues come into this Chamber on a regular basis talking about staff—staff EBAs, staff wage rises, staff conditions—

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—who’s going to pay our staff?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
Who’s going to pay our staff?

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor MARX.
Question 7

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Chair; my question is to the Chair of Field Services Committee, Councillor HOWARD. The introduction of a waste levy across many of Queensland’s councils will come into effect from 1 July this year. While Council will receive a rebate on waste collected from residents, can you outline what this levy will mean for Council’s projects?

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Well, thank you, Chair, and I thank Councillor MARX for her question. As you stated, the levy will begin on 1 July at a rate of $75 per tonne for general waste, $155 per tonne for category 1 regulated waste, and $105 per tonne for category 2 regulated waste. These amounts are in addition to the standard disposal rate. The Labor State Government waste levy is designed to encourage resource recovery and recycling activities over contemporary landfill practices. Let me be clear, Chair, even prior to this levy, this Administration has always been committed to waste minimisation and resource recovery. It’s as simple as that.


When we turn our attention to projects that this levy creates a big burden for, we must consider the cost implications for businesses in the construction industry. This Labor State Government has only in recent months said that this levy will not cost Council anything. Well, this couldn’t be further from the truth. Most, if not all construction works, have some form of waste which will be diverted to landfill. 


Let us consider the costs associated with existing projects as a result of this waste levy, costs which could be more than $10 to $20 million. In fact, the State Government itself will also be faced with significant cost impacts on their new projects like Cross River Rail and Queen’s Wharf because of the levy. 

 
Some of the Council projects potentially impacted by this levy include the Ascot Park upgrade, the Milton Urban Common, the Wynnum Skate Park, the Murarrie Recreational Hub and the Boondall Wetlands Environment Centre, and that’s just to name a few. Now, I’m sure, Chair, that Councillors in this Chamber today could think of many far more important and beneficial projects these unanticipated funds could be spent on. 


While Council has mechanisms in place to support the recovery and reuse of some construction by-products, it is not always possible to do this for all materials. It should be noted that regulated waste can involve chemical contamination, and there are limited disposal sites. Gate fees associated with regular waste disposal vary between $600 a tonne to $1,200 per tonne prior to any additional levy costs.


Removal of waste material to an off-site recycling resource centre may incur additional costs including transportation costs and plant recycling fees. It’s likely that an assessment by the contractor will have to be made with regards to the location of the recycling plant to the project site compared to a waste facility location. So ultimately any increase in construction costs is highly likely to put pressure on exiting project budgets and contract values. In saying this, it is likely that not only will the waste levy be passed on to Council, but also the contractors’ costs associated with managing the introduction of the waste levy. 


This then leads me to the cost implications for ratepayers. In her media statement on 14 February 2019, the Minister for Environment and the Great Barrier Reef, Minister for Science and the Minister for Arts, the Honourable Leeanne Enoch, said ‘The Palaszczuk Government is also standing by our commitment that Queenslanders will not have to pay more to take out their wheelie bin every week. We are providing advanced payments for councils over and above the rate of household waste that goes to landfill to ensure the costs are not passed on to ratepayers.’ Labor’s magic pudding economics doesn’t seem to understand that extra costs resulting from the waste levy on projects must be recouped. Money just does not magically appear from the abyss. There are always indirect costs that come because of these types of levies, and as the LORD MAYOR has said previously, if there are costs over and above what has been anticipated, then we will be sending that bill to the State Government. 


Our Council endeavours to assist reducing ratepayers’ costs of living, but with this new waste levy and its impacts on construction, it is going to become increasingly problematic. Council intends on establishing a working group to deal with the Queensland Government’s waste levy. I finish by stating that only this Administration can be trusted to deliver our commitment for a clean, green and sustainable city for residents and businesses alike.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CUMMING.
Question 8

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. Given that your Administration has wasted $100 million and counting on cost blowouts since the last election on projects like Kingsford Smith Drive, TechnologyOne, the Zipline, Green Camp Road and Anzac Square amongst others, will you now apologise to the people of Brisbane for a rates rise that is 70% higher than inflation to cover your financial mismanagement?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chairman—well, thank you, Councillor CUMMING, through you, Mr Chairman. First of all, the figure that was given by Councillor CUMMING is incorrect—is incorrect. If you want to talk about cost blowouts, the Queensland State Government is competing for the Olympics. They are the Olympic world champions of cost blowouts. We just saw recently the IT cost blowouts. Isn’t it fascinating—these guys opposite here were harping on about this sort of thing here just a short time ago—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

LORD MAYOR:
—yet their colleagues up the road—

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Chair: under the Meetings Local Law, the LORD MAYOR is not allowed to argue the question. He must answer it. The question was about rates, not the State Government, and I for one am interested in an answer about the rates issue for our residents.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
I was actually referring to a part of the question which was factually incorrect, Mr Chair, and the incorrect claim of $100 million in cost blowouts. They’re making this stuff up. They’re making this stuff up.


But we do know that Labor is the champions of cost blowouts. We have seen—there’s never been an IT project that Labor has touched that hasn’t blown out. Queensland Health, they’re going through it again. Tens of millions of dollars—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

LORD MAYOR:
—in cost blowouts under the hand of Labor.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, I note you did not make a ruling on my previous point of order. I again draw your attention to the fact that the LORD MAYOR is arguing the question rather than answering the question as he is required to do under the Meetings Local Law.

Chair:
The question is about rate rises and cost blowouts; that’s what the LORD MAYOR is discussing. But I will take a moment to remind the LORD MAYOR that he is not permitted to debate the content of the question, but answer the question. 


LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. So the question referred to an incorrect figure on cost blowouts. It also referred to inflation and it referred to rates. So there were three components to that question. I’ve got to say, I won’t stand up here and let incorrect information go unchallenged. That’s the reality. I will not let that go unchallenged.


But it’s also been interesting because Labor can’t seem to decide on what the inflation rate is as well. Because the State budget or the State Government shows their inflation of 1.7% and their estimated inflation going forward in 2019-20 is two per cent. Yet Labor’s bandying around this figure about three times the rate of inflation. Well, first decide what the rate of inflation is before—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, Councillor CUMMING said 1.5, Councillor CASSIDY said 1.3. They cannot agree on what the inflation is. The State Government said 1.7 today.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, Councillor CUMMING appears to be the one that has done his research, but certainly Councillor CASSIDY hasn’t. They can’t agree on an inflation rate. They just make stuff up. They put out incorrect figures. They make claims about three times the rate of inflation. Once again, that is incorrect. It’s incorrect. 


I also know when it comes to rates. The question was also about rates. That was the third component of the question.

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Claim to be misrepresented.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, you mentioned rates.

Chair:
Alright, I’ll note that. You’ve come to the end anyway.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
No, no, Councillor CASSIDY said that. Councillor CASSIDY is reported in the media and on social media as saying three times the rate of inflation. So, look, these guys are all over the shop. But another example of Labor being all over the shop is Councillor CUMMING’s question about rates. He has stood up in this place and on the record said that rates should be linked to the wage cost increases for our staff. He has said that. He has said that rates should go up in line with the increases that we’re paying our staff. 


Now, we’ve got many staff in this organisation; they are getting a 2.5% pay increase. That is something that I assume Labor supports, because it’s under the EBA that we’ve all agreed to. They’re getting a 2.5% wage increase, our staff; Labor supports that. Councillor CUMMING said rates should be linked to that. I mean, these guys need to choose a position. They need to pick a position and stick to it. 


Look, the farce gets worse, because Labor was out there just a little while ago saying this rates increase was artificially low, and now apparently I have to apologise for the rates increase. Look, Mr Chairman, Labor are once again trying to run a political strategy. They’re coming from all over the shop. They can’t agree on what their arguments or points are. All they want to do is just throw mud and attack. They’ve got nothing positive to offer for this city. They’ve only got negativity. 


This Administration, on the other hand, is focused on delivering a budget which will build a better Brisbane, build the infrastructure, the public transport, the new bridges, the public transport infrastructure and ferries that this city needs, and deliver the new parkland and green space this city needs as it grows. That’s our focus, not on petty party politics.

Chair:
Thank you, LORD MAYOR. 


Look, Councillor CUMMING, I think you can only call a misrepresentation if you’ve spoken in the debate at that time. 


Can I have further questions please?


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.
Question 9

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, over the weekend the LORD MAYOR announced a package to inject new life into Brisbane’s suburbs. Can you explain how backing small businesses will help create a city of neighbourhoods and rejuvenate local retail precincts?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you Councillor CUNNINGHAM for the question. I am very excited for some of the initiatives that we have announced already for our economic development of Brisbane and, of course, for that more than 80% of our small businesses that we have in Brisbane—more than 80% of businesses we have in Brisbane that are small to medium enterprises.


We are making sure that we are going to be working with our local businesses to bring our suburbs back to life in those 124,000 of them that we have right across the city. We are determined to make sure that we have got a better Brisbane tomorrow than we do today. That means giving residents more opportunities to enjoy Brisbane’s beautiful climate and connect with families and friends, and make sure that they can get around the city easy with our announcements on travel for seniors to visit those wonderful places that we’re going to be working with the local community on.


We know when local businesses are strong, our local communities are stronger. That’s why we are slashing the fees of those most heavily impacted—our cafes and our restaurants in the suburbs across Brisbane. Like footpath dining permits, food van licences, market stall fees and business advertising applications, the ones that really do hit those small businesses in the pockets. It has been amazing to see the feedback already from Saturday on social media from those businesses saying, yes, that’s exactly what we’ve been asking for, and very excited about this opportunity we will have now to free up some of that cash for our businesses as well.


We also want to see the opportunities to work with our small businesses to encourage start-ups in the suburbs, work with those shopping centres that we’ve got right across the city to make sure we can activate those shop fronts and work about making people in their suburbs have more to see and do as well.


Some of the fee reductions we’re talking about is halving the annual footpath dining fees for new cafes and restaurants, making it easier to access outdoor dining permits, saving about $670 on those permits, so residents have even more opportunity to get out in that al fresco dining in this beautiful weather that we have as well. We’re also looking at halving the food business licence fees for new cafes and restaurants, providing more dining options in the suburbs as well. 


Reducing these fees is just one way Council is supporting business in the suburbs and working to bring new life to our suburban retail areas. I had the great pleasure last Thursday night on joining the graduates from Impact Boom’s social enterprise program that we have been supporting over the last two years now, the third year of the social enterprise program, where Tom Allen and the team, a team of about 30 mentors from across businesses and companies in Brisbane, supporting young and sometimes not so young entrepreneurs in their social enterprise, to step them up to that next level, to get them the business acumen they need to be able to pitch their product to people that have the capital that are able to support them in their enterprises.


We saw some fantastic opportunities to work with these people not only across Brisbane but within Council as well. So we had Bee One Third that, I think, were the winners of the people’s choice that night, but are already speaking to CitySmart, to make us realise that one-third of the food that we put into our mouth actually has been grown with the pollination of a bee. So beehives are very popular in Brisbane, and I think if you’re a local community like mine, onto a lot of bushland, beehives are becoming more and more popular. Getting them to spread the word of pollination and growing your own food within our community gardens and across the city as well.


We have Navisafe, an app to get people out and about with guided tours for those who are vision impaired in our beautiful natural areas. Again, something we’ll be talking to inclusive communities about. Then someone like Motley Bunch. A lady who was in corporate business five years ago had an epiphany and decided she could do better. She went to so many events and saw these beautiful flowers at one event being thrown in the bin. She now gathers those flowers from those events and delivers them to women’s shelters, to aged care facilities, to hospitals for those who may not be actually getting those flowers as well. 


They were just three of 15 fantastic ideas, and we are going to be working with another group in the coming financial year of graduates, or 15 that can come through and work with the producer that we have of that program to make sure that they are ready. They are shop-front ready. We have the opportunities to link them with our empty shop fronts and make sure that we advance our community.


On top of that, we’ve seen the recent announcements around strategic procurement to make sure that we are looking at local buy. Local buy will also support those small to medium enterprises. On top of that, our $4 million commitment to social enterprises.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, your time has expired.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
That concludes Question Time.


Can I draw the Council’s attention to the Establishment and Coordination Committee Report of 3 June? 


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 3 June 2019, be adopted. 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, is there any debate?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Pont of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I refer the LORD MAYOR to item C, the contracts and tendering report, and page 9. It’s contract number 22, Master Media Advertising Services. Could the LORD MAYOR please explain what the $3.6 million is that is being allocated towards this media contract?

LORD MAYOR:
Okay, thank you. That question has been noted. I have no doubt that question will be addressed during this discussion. But first, look, I wanted to make an apology. I misrepresented Labor Councillors. I claimed that Labor Councillors had newsletters going out with seven photographs on. I got it wrong. Nine photographs on Councillor COOK’s, and it was actually six on Councillor CASSIDY’s. So Councillor CASSIDY was like restraining himself in his newsletter. But the reality is this line that they keep pushing that it’s okay for them to do something but it’s not okay for the LORD MAYOR to do something is absolute hypocrisy. They are communicating with their electorate. That is their right and responsibility to do as an—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence. Councillor CASSIDY! 

LORD MAYOR:
Labor’s comment here says it all. They said it was my budget. It’s not my budget; it’s the ratepayers’ budget, just like their ward budget is the ratepayers’ budget. It’s not their budget, it’s the ratepayers’ budget.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
It all comes from the same source—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence.

LORD MAYOR:
—which is the rates that people pay.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
I can understand why Labor Councillors aren’t happy. They’ve really gotten it wrong today. The reality is they have a responsibility as local Councillors to communicate with their electors. They have anywhere from 26,000 or more electors in each ward; I have 756,000 electors that I need to communicate with, in the same way that they do.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
The semantics about which pot of money it comes from is ridiculous. This is all ratepayers’ money. It all comes from the same source.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors, please, allow the LORD MAYOR to address the issues.

LORD MAYOR:
So the suggestion that somehow the LORD MAYOR should not be able to communicate with the people of Brisbane about the agenda going forward, the projects that will benefit or affect them, the initiatives in the budget which the ratepayers are contributing towards financially, is just a ludicrous suggestion. It is a ludicrous suggestion. It is one set of rules for them and another for us.


So whenever the Labor Councillors sign up to putting out newsletters without their photos on, then we’ll reconsider our approach too. But Councillor CUMMING, I think it was, said, oh, it would never happen at the State Government level. Well, you know, there is a flyer here that was put out across the Mt Coot-tha electorate using taxpayer funds which has two photos of the Premier, Annastacia Palaszczuk. This is not a Labor party brochure. It doesn’t refer to the Labor Party anywhere. It is not authorised anywhere. 


This came from an electorate office funded by the ratepayers, and it talks about the Cross River Rail project, and it has two photos of the Premier on it. It talks about only Annastacia Palaszczuk and her Government will deliver Cross River Rail. So their suggestion that the State Government would never do this is wrong. It is wrong. Do you know what? I respect the right of the Member for Mt Coot‑tha, at the time, to distribute that material. It is part of the information and engagement process that is important in our democracy.


Now we know that Labor, they have real trouble winning elections by fair play. They have to change the rules. Just like the union campaigns they run about changing the rules, if they can’t win on a level playing field, they have to try and tip the goal posts in their favour. So they want to communicate with their electors, but they don’t want us to be able to communicate with our electors. That’s really what they’re saying. Just like they want their State colleagues to change the electoral system in their favour. Just like they want to fiddle around with electoral funding laws. The reality is they’re doing it for one reason only: to give themselves a political advantage and to rig the next election.


Now, if they don’t have enough opportunities to rig the next election already based on what’s on the table—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, that’s pretty strong language. Can you bring it back—

LORD MAYOR:
No, I stand by the claim that Labor are trying to rig the next election. I’ve said it before and I will say it again.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
They are trying to rig the next election. 

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
I think that goes way, way beyond imputing motive. I would ask that you, Chair—

LORD MAYOR:
I am imputing motive.

Councillor CASSIDY:
—as the Chair, that you as the Chair, please request that the LORD MAYOR withdraw that comment. And if he doesn’t, Mr Chair—

Chair:
I can handle it, Councillor CASSIDY, thank you. Before you stood up, I did ask the Mayor to tone down his language. I’ll ask him to withdraw. 

LORD MAYOR, will you withdraw?

LORD MAYOR:
Mr Chair, I have said this in the Chamber on the record. It’s in the Minutes before. The Labor State Government is trying to rig the election, going forward, by changing the electoral laws, by various other so-called reforms—

Chair:
Can I ask you to be more circumspect and proportional going into the future, please.

LORD MAYOR:
That is my view, Mr Chair. I don’t—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, it’s clearly an act of disorder under section 21 of the Meetings Local Law to use indecent or offensive language, or to make a statement adversely reflecting on the character of pretty much anybody, or failing to comply with the direction given by you. It’s not appropriate for someone to claim that an election is being rigged, and I would ask that you direct the LORD MAYOR to withdraw that comment.

Chair:
As you’ve heard me say only moments ago, I’ve asked certain actions to occur.


I’d like the LORD MAYOR to take those into consideration, please.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay. Mr Chair, you have asked me to withdraw and I will withdraw. I will rephrase in a more circumspect manner. The Australian Labor Party, with the help of their colleagues up in George Street, are changing the rules to specifically benefit themselves at the next Council elections. There is more than enough evidence that that is occurring. We’ve been really clear. We’ve had big debates in this place about it.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON! Councillor JOHNSTON! Please! Just don’t yell out for no reason, please. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Look, that is my view. There is enough evidence to support that. In fact, all the evidence comes from the things that have come out of Labor party reports, of Councillor CUMMING’s own mouth. The reality is they advocated for these changes because it will give them a political benefit. How clear is that? It is very clear. Yet they don’t like to be caught out on the way that they operate, on the sneaky, manipulative way that they are operating.


So look, I withdraw my claim about rigging; I simply put it that they are trying to blatantly change the rules in their favour. Some people would call that rigging. It’s—you know, in the end it’s up to you how you interpret that, but that’s what’s happening here and I firmly believe that.


But, Mr Chair, the reality is, going forward, Labor continues to focus on party politics, on political games, and we continue to focus on the infrastructure our city needs for the future, and that’s what tomorrow’s budget is all about. That is what our team’s focus is all about. We will remain committed to that.


Now, whatever might happen in March next year is a matter for the people. I support the democratic process. I don’t support unnecessary manipulative changes to the system, but I support the democratic process, and it should be free and fair. But, whatever happens, we are well and truly focused on the next five to 10 years going forward. We’re focused on building five new green bridges. This is not something that’s going to be delivered before the next election; this is a long-term plan for the city. We’re focused on delivering new parkland. We’re focused on those long-term things that matter and make a difference to the people of Brisbane and their lifestyle, and their quality of living. That’s what really matters going forward.


We’ve had a busy week in the City of Brisbane. Across the suburbs there’s been a lot of exciting things happening in this past week. One in particular was the Lord Mayor’s Tourism Summit which I attended here in City Hall with well over 100 tourism operators and people in the tourism industry, to talk about growing our local tourism opportunities and the exciting things that are happening, and how we can help as a city to grow tourism. 


I believe that growing tourism is probably the single biggest opportunity we have to grow our local economy because it is an export industry. We are seeing people from other parts of Australia and other parts of the world investing and spending their money here, and that creates jobs and has a big flow-on effect across the economy. We know that, particularly while the Australian dollar is lower compared to the US dollar, there’s great opportunities here for us to capitalise on tourism. We are absolutely focussed on working with the industry to deliver those outcomes. I know that that is shared by everyone in this team.


Another thing that is shared by everyone in this team is the support for our wonderful multicultural community and the many different multicultural groups across Brisbane that make up our diverse community. This was really evident on Friday night at the Luminous Lantern Parade at South Bank. This was an incredible event. This literally took my breath away. To see, I understand, 39,000 to 40,000 people coming to South Bank to be part of this event is just incredible—just incredible. 

 
So last year, we understand that there were somewhere between 7,000 and 15,000 people involved, and this year up to 40,000 people. So it was just incredible. It was all community groups coming together, organised by the MDA, Multicultural Development Association, with the support of Brisbane City Council, the support of the State Government and a range of different sponsors. It was just a fantastic event for the city and one that we look forward to continuing to support.


We had the first Koala Festival on the weekend as well, out at Mt Gravatt East, on land that was purchased through the Bushland Acquisition program, on land that we are adding to our green space and parkland—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

843/2018-19
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 Kim MARX.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair—on land that we purchased through the Bushland Acquisition program, adding to our green space, adding to our conservations reserves, adding to that precinct and corridor that links into Whites Hill, that links into Bulimba Creek. It was fantastic to see the local interest. So residents rolled up, not to see a koala but to plant trees, to plant native trees. Within about an hour and a half, Councillor ADAMS—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—2,500 native trees were planted. Just people rolling up, rolling up their sleeves, getting their hands dirty, and it was great to have Councillor ADAMS and Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM there; also the Federal Member, Ross Vasta, and many local community groups, including the B4C (Bulimba Creek Catchment Coordinating Committee) and representatives from Lone Pine, there to support the first Koala Festival. It was a raging success, and just shows that the community shares our view and our desire to make sure that Brisbane is the koala capital of Australia. They are prepared not only to support that ambition but to get involved in that ambition as well, by planting native trees and supporting the work that Council is doing.


It was also a pleasure to be with Councillor TOOMEY up in The Gap on Saturday to help him open up his new dog off-leash area at Paten Park. This is a dog off-leash area that in fact made me jealous. After serving for 13 years as a local Councillor myself, I’ve seen a lot of good dog off-leash areas, but this one was the best I’ve ever seen. Incorporated into the design was a giant sandpit for the dogs to play in, and they loved it. Unfortunately, I couldn’t stop Monash and Wolfgang playing in the sandpit as well. You never know what they found in that sandpit, I can say that. But it was a fantastic event. Credit to Councillor TOOMEY for bringing the community consultation on that particular upgrade to fruition, rolling it out, and such a fantastic community outcome there.


Also, it was great to be part of the Eid Down Under festival at the Islamic College of Brisbane with Councillor MARX and Councillor Angela OWEN as well. There was a great roll up to that event, and it’s getting bigger and bigger every year. In particular, thanks to Councillor MARX for setting up a stall and staying the whole day, engaging with her local Muslim community.


Moving through to the official items on the agenda here, going to item A first. Item A is a new lease for the Crushers Leagues Club. On 2 March 2018, the new one-year licence to Crushers Leagues Club was granted for the former Stafford Bowls Club premises. The previous tenant was Stafford Bowls Club, and they vacated the premises on 30 November 2016 due to declining membership and increasing operating expenses. Council conducted an EOI (Expression of Interest) process in November 2016 to identify a suitable eligible organisation to reactivate and manage the facility for community benefit. 


Yet another example, Mr Chair, of how we work with community organisations to open up these community facilities. Yes, sometimes bowls clubs struggle financially. Sometimes they are forced to shut down, but we make sure that they’re reactivated and reused for another community or sporting purpose, and this is an example of that.


So Crushers were the successful applicant, and they have proposed to invest approximately $4.7 million to refurbish the facility, including a new multi‑purpose undercover sports surface, upgrading the existing lawn bowls green, new carpets, new furniture, internal and external painting and upgrading the function rooms. Given this significant $4.7 million investment, they have requested a 20-year lease through Council. Crushers has also committed $50,000 per annum to maintain the neighbouring rugby fields to support the activities of the Gibson Park Committee, and they will also provide $150,000 per annum in sponsorship to local families and clubs to assist with the costs of participation in sport.


On 4 April 2019, Council approved a development application for a material change of use to permit a reconfiguration of lot to allow the Crushers to commence building works on the premises. These works are proposed to be commenced next month. An acceptable new lease application has been submitted by Crushers for the 20-year term, and the local Councillor, which is Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, is in support of this proposal. So, that is up for discussion and debate today.


We have, at item B, the lease of community land to Council organisations. These come through on a regular basis, listing the different organisations that we are entering into leases with. So, that information is there for everyone to see. 


At item C, we have the contracts and tendering report, which is the regular monthly report that comes through. Item D, we have the Audit Committee Report. That is presented to Council in line with the City of Brisbane Regulation involving the ongoing review of Council’s own internal audit report on the operation of risk control measures that we’re taking. Council, as you know, has an independent audit committee which has been in place for at least 25 years, and will continue going forward.


Item E is the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan. This submission is following the public consultation of October to November last year. Council received 77 submissions. The neighbourhood plan is replacing one of Brisbane’s oldest neighbourhood plans which was previously adopted in 1990 for a suburb that has been long identified for high density living. 


The draft plan retains and provides additional clarification and certainty around building height controls in the Main Street and Thornton Street precincts to preserve views to and from the Story Bridge and Bradfield Highway deck. It reinforces the residential character of the peninsula, but also allows some small‑scale non-residential uses to occur to improve the leisure and lifestyle opportunities for those living in Kangaroo Point. 


It does not increase the amount of land included in the High density residential zone, and in fact proposes to rezone some existing high density residential areas to community facilities, specifically for the land under the Story Bridge which is being rezoned as special purpose utility services. That relates to the land in particular that Council has its depot in for the bridge maintenance, and the land running along underneath the Story Bridge. 


The plan results in two additional properties being protected under the heritage overlay and retains heritage provisions on existing heritage places, and it adds additional landscape features being protected under the Significant landscape tree overlay. It maintains the peninsula’s open spaces and anticipates a future pedestrian and cyclist green bridge connection through to the city, which is obviously one of the bridges that we are committed to building and one of the bridges that we’re currently finalising the business case on. 


That bridge will absolutely transform the connectivity of Kangaroo Point and particularly the Kangaroo Point peninsula. It is going to be a game changer for the precinct. We have ensured that this is incorporated into the plan going forward so that Council can get on and build this great active travel infrastructure to benefit not only the people of Kangaroo Point but from much wider afield—people coming from that eastern corridor through the area and wanting to get across into the city and to the City Botanic Gardens.


Council has also considered all submissions lodged during the public notification period and made some changes to the draft plan in response to these submissions. The most notable of these changes includes amending the proposed heritage overlay for the former Travelodge Hotel at 355 Main Street to reflect the riverside building only. I mentioned about the depot already underneath the bridge.


The draft plan also proposes to expand the city frame car parking rate to cover the entire neighbourhood plan area. Obviously I’m proud to support this neighbourhood plan, and look forward to the discussion on this document today.


Item F is the integrated mass transit service contract. This was previously the 3G contract between TransLink and Council for the provision of bus services to the City of Brisbane. It was originally going to be a 4G contract but, despite protracted negotiations, the 3G contract was extended a number of times, and we now have reached an agreement—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

844/2018-19

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:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. So we now have reached an agreement on all of the terms of the contract, and we need Council approval to enter into that contract with TransLink. The term of the contract will be for three years with the option for Council to extend for a further year. Compared to the current agreement, many aspects remain the same. However, there are some new inclusions when it comes to reporting and key performance indicators. As part of the contract, TransLink will also be funding the installation of a telematics system in all of our buses. Telematics will gather fast and reliable intelligence about how the bus is travelling in terms of on-time running and performance. Additionally, the contract also makes sure to include the City Loop and CityGlider services which are not present in the current contract. 


Council looks forward to signing the mutual agreement with TransLink to ensure that Brisbane residents can continue to catch public transport across the city in our modern bus fleet, Mr Chair.


Item G is the Plumbing and Drainage Act fast-track permit work. This is a pretty basic submission to the State Government’s new Plumbing and Drainage Act and supporting regulation—allows a continuation of fast-track permit work. The fast‑track permit allowed under State Government regulation applies only to low-risk plumbing and drainage work that connects directly to the town water and sewerage network. 


Under the new Act, applications lodged under a fast-track permit have been reduced in timeframe from 10 business days to two business days, with some exceptions. To ensure Council can continue to offer this service to the industry, the Administration is supporting this E&C item. I think that’s it, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CUMMING.

Seriatim en bloc - Clauses A, B, C, F and G
	Councillor Peter CUMMING requested that Clause A, NEW LEASE TO CRUSHERS LEAGUES CLUB LIMITED; Clause B, LEASE OF COUNCIL LAND TO COMMUNITY ORGANISATIONS; Clause C, CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR APRIL 2019; Clause F, INTEGRATED MASS TRANSIT SERVICE CONTRACT; and Clause G, APPROVAL TO DECLARE PERMIT WORK OF A STATED TYPE TO BE FAST-TRACK PERMIT WORK; be taken seriatim en bloc for voting purposes.


Seriatim en bloc - Clauses D and E
	Councillor Peter CUMMING requested that Clause D, REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 16 MAY 2019; and Clause E, KANGAROO POINT PENINSULA NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN; be taken seriatim en bloc for voting purposes.


Councillor CUMMING:
Yes, thank you. 


In relation to item A, the lease to the Crushers Leagues Club, this proposed lease of a Council park, Gibson Park, is located at 352 Stafford Road, Stafford. The previous tenant was the Stafford Bowls Club, a lawns bowls facility, and they vacated the premises back on 30 November 2016, which is some two and a half years ago. But under this proposal, the Crushers Leagues Club is proposing to spend approximately $4.7 million to refurbish the facility, and there doesn’t seem to be any timeframe for that work to be carried out. If there is, I’m happy to hear about it.


However, it would appear to be in the club’s best interests to do this work as soon as possible, as I would have thought it would make the club more profitable. So, they’re going to be a gaming machine club. Amongst the upgrades will be some lawn bowls facilities, so any members of the club wishing to play lawn bowls will still have facilities available, so ex-members of the Stafford Bowls Club and any other people who want to play lawn bowls. So that’s all good.


The Crushers Leagues Club is also required to make a community support contribution each year of at least $200,000 a year, which is increasing under the formula set out in the document. The club will also support local sporting organisations—the Stafford District Cricket Club, Padua College, Brothers Junior Rugby League, and as I said, the remaining members of the Stafford Bowls Club. It will contribute $50,000 per annum to maintaining the rugby league fields and $150,000 in sponsorship to local families and clubs to assist with the cost of participating in sport. 


The Crushers Leagues Club is relocating from an address in the Grange because of losses incurred when it ran the NRL franchise some years ago. I wish the Crushers all the best. I do say they have taken on fairly onerous responsibilities in my view. I know the gaming machine market is a very competitive market in most of Brisbane. It’s certainly not a licence to make money. I believe the Crushers club may be obliged to take on a fair bit of debt to pay for the upgrade, but any arrangement which helps junior sport and bowls is one which we’ll support, Mr Chair. 


In relation to item B, the lease of Council land to community organisations, this is the necessary legal technicality that’s required before Council can enter into leases with community groups. This is the one that was sort of ignored or overlooked by Council for a number of years, but anyhow, they’re on top of it now. This one seems to be a different way of doing it in that they’ve grouped together some—I’ve counted about 70 organisations and they’ve all got the exception now, so they can go ahead and Council can enter into a lease with them without breaking any laws, so that’s good. That’s good, and there’s many worthy community groups in that list, including a couple from Wynnum Manly Ward.


In relation to item C, the contracts, there’s 23 contracts, and in seven cases some of the unsuccessful tenderers are cheaper than the successful tenderer. The one that stands out is contract 2, where the margin is some 19.91%, so the unsuccessful tenderer is 19.91% cheaper than the successful tenderer. They’ve got a rating for their VFM (Value for Money); the VFM for the unsuccessful tenderer is 4.7 and for the successful tenderer, 4.76. There doesn’t seem to be a lot of difference there, but anyhow, perhaps whoever is—what Chair is responsible could explain why that’s been the case.


There’s also three cases there’s only one quote or one tender received, which is always a bit disappointing when the system the Council uses hasn’t generated any competition. That’s a bit disappointing, again. 


In relation to item D, the Audit Committee, well, what more can you say about the Audit Committee. I noticed they had a report on SIF (Lord Mayor’s Suburban Initiative Fund) and the Ward Footpath and Parks Trust Fund, so it’s interesting that that would be considered. I’d be interested in hearing more about a sort of unfortunate situation which obviously is of concern to Council, and should be, but there was a briefing on the abuse of an aggressive behaviour of substance abuse related issues, and that’s a matter of great concern to anyone working in Council and dealing with the public.


In relation to item F, we obviously support Council continuing to supply bus services for the State Government through TransLink. It’s interesting, some people still sort of don’t understand that the State Government actually pays for most bus services in Brisbane. The State pays for the buses, the wages of the drivers, the fuel, and in return receives the revenue received in fares, but that doesn’t in any way, shape or form cover the cost of running the services. So the State Government pay quite a very large subsidy for public transport in Brisbane, and good on them for doing that. 


It’s a shame from time to time that this Council Administration didn’t give credit to the State Government for the subsidy that they’re providing, but you know, as I said, unfortunately they have this attitude that they’re not prepared to give any credit to the State Government, which is most unfortunate. Then they complain when they have difficulties in dealing with the State Government. Well, anyhow.


In relation to item G, this is another legal technicality which Council is required to comply with under the new Plumbing and Drainage Act, and we support the action being taken.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Chairman. I rise to speak on item A, and I do want to correct the record from Councillor CUMMING. The old Crushers site—he was correct—it was at the Grange. A little bit of history on this site. It was given to rugby league—I’m not going to mention the club it was actually given to back then. The land was given by the Hickey family. It was known as Corbett Park, where there was extensive sporting fields attached to what then became Crushers Leagues Club. 


That land was privately owned and sold off with the full support of Councillor Hinchliffe at the time, where Councillor Hinchliffe supported the fields turning into townhouses because he said in the original DA (Development Application) of that site there was amply sports fields in that area. So, it’s a sad loss for the Grange area to have lost those sports fields that was fully supported by the ALP Council at the time.


The Crushers Club did not fail because of their affiliation to league. I’m not sure where that came from. The days of clubs and dining facilities and whatever in back streets across our city have long gone. There was no affiliation with the sport of league that made them fail at that spot. I am absolutely delighted that Crushers are going into the old Stafford Bowls Club. You’ve got to remember that, in 2016, the bowls club was suffering and Council did step in and help them. They voluntarily handed in their keys. There was lots of proposals at that time for high rise development on that stage where developers came swooping into the Stafford Bowls Club. This is Council land. I am delighted—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
It’s Council land. It’s different to what those opposite say. This is Council owned land. We went out for tender and Crushers came with the winning tender. They’re investing $4.7 million into this site. Councillor CUMMING said, when is it starting? The LORD MAYOR clearly said it’s going to start in the next month, the sod-turning and whatever at this site. What is also brilliant about this concept that Crushers Leagues Club are doing is they’re investing into the Gibson Park Committee, Councillor CUMMING. They’re not investing into Padua College or to Brothers or to the cricket, it’s the committee, the Gibson Park Committee.

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 


Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I’m not sure how he was misunderstood because he clearly said that they were investing into Padua College, into Brothers Rugby League Football Club and to the Stafford Cricket. The Crushers Leagues are supporting the Gibson Park Committee. They are also investing into young families in the area to get into sport, to help people get healthy and active and to play sport. There was a famous quote from Kevin Sheedy—and I’m not an AFL follower, but it made sense. Kevin Sheedy said that 90% of children and our youth get into trouble because they have never played team sport. 

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair. 

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor HAMMOND take a question?

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND, will you take a question?

Councillor HAMMOND:
No. I will later, though, Councillor SRI. I’ll talk to you afterwards.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND, please continue.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I am delighted that this Crushers site are investing in the youth of today for tomorrow. We need kids to be more healthy and active. I cannot wait for this facility to open up and bring the bowlers back on this site with a brand new refreshing build on this site, the $4.7 million investment into a Council asset. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you. To—

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, just to misrepresentation, please.

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes. I said that the Crushers were relocating due to costs incurred. That’s what’s stated in paragraph 7 of the E&C. It’s a shame Councillor HAMMOND didn’t read it. The lease document, the draft lease document, E&C, Clause A, Attachment B, the organisation, which is Crushers Leagues Club, has confirmed it will support local sporting organisations—Stafford District Cricket Club, Padua College Limited.

Chair:
Okay, yes, thanks.

Councillor CUMMING:
If Councillor HAMMOND had taken the opportunity to read the document—

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor JOHNSTON 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak on hopefully all items in the E&C report. 

Seriatim - Clauses D and E
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause D, REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 16 MAY 2019; and Clause E, KANGAROO POINT PENINSULA NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN; be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Seriatim - Clauses F and G
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause F, INTEGRATED MASS TRANSIT SERVICE CONTRACT; and Clause G, APPROVAL TO DECLARE PERMIT WORK OF A STATED TYPE TO BE FAST-TRACK PERMIT WORK; be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, okay, good. Thank you. Look, just briefly on item A, I certainly wish the new club over there good luck. I have a bit of concern about the scale of this, given that this type of model has not been effective in our community for some years. I know everybody enters into these arrangements with the best of intentions, but there’s a huge financial commitment a not-for-profit group is taking on here, with a big loan and a big investment. I don’t know any group in my ward where a restaurant/club and poker machine model is working to sustain the group any longer. 


Look, I appreciate that they have the absolutely best intentions for sport in our community, but I hope that 20 years down the track, or even 10 years down the track, we’re not dealing with a problem here. To me, 20 years seems like a bit long. But I wish them luck, and I understand they have the best intentions.

 
With respect to the lease of Council land to community organisations, there is a change in process here which I do not support. When this was brought to my attention a few weeks ago, I wrote back to Council seeking to clarify what was being proposed. The change is that we are going to be told that the leases are going to be renewed. We know that this Council had been improperly disposing of land for many years and was caught out during some sort of audit. The LORD MAYOR changed the process back to our statutory commitment. 


That meant that all of the internal work that needs to be done before a lease renewal occurs—consultation with internal stakeholders, consultation with external stakeholders, consultation with us as Councillors—is done, and then the lease comes up here to Council for endorsement. Now, that is a process that I support. I believe that is the right way to go about it. You do your due diligence first and then you approve the lease. 


The arrangements that are being put in place today turn that around. So this Council will sign off on a lease renewal before any due diligence is undertaken. All of the due diligence will occur after this Council has signed off on the lease renewal. This means that if, say, we as Councillors have a concern about how something is running, basically we’ll be blowing in the wind because the decision has already been made by Council to renew the lease, and it will be delegated off to a Council officer to do. As this Chamber knows, I have strongly opposed the delegation of Council decision making to officers. So I do not support what is happening here. I believe it is back to front. I am concerned that it will mean that there will be leases where there may be problems, but it’s already been endorsed by Council.


So I just say the proper way to do this is the way we’ve been doing it for the past almost year, which is to ensure that the due diligence is done first, that everyone is consulted in the process, and then the lease is brought up to full Council for decision, and in my view, absolutely, that is the way that it should be done.


With respect to item C, I’ll just say that it sticks out like a sore thumb in the contracts. There’s a $3.6 million contract for something called Master Media Advertising Services. I would have thought that’s over the delegation limit for contracts and tendering myself. So I’m not sure why we’re just ticking off on it, given the decision has already been made rather than it being approved by Council. 


But the big problem here is, I mean, I asked the LORD MAYOR for information about what this is and he did not provide it. So this contract is for more media services, more marking services presumably, and it’s valued at $3.6 million. Master Media Advertising Services. So, you know, I don’t know what it is. It’s a simple question. I mean, we come into this place—the rules say that if you need clarity around any decision being brought to Council, you can stand up and request that information. Now, I’ve done that, and it’s not been provided by the LORD MAYOR. 


Not unsurprisingly, it’s about media contracts and it’s about media services, and it is about $3.6 million of Council ratepayers’ funds that this Council is going to apply—I don’t know, is it to promote the LORD MAYOR? Is it to promote Council in the community? Is it to do with The Great Outdoors Channel Seven TV advertising? Is it for Living in Brisbane? I don’t know. Hence my question, which was put out there in good faith in seeking an answer, but I did not get one. 

 
So, into a vacuum. You can only presume that this is—I don’t know—rigging the Council election outcome by applying $3.6 million—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, we went over this earlier in the day.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Oh, did we?

Chair:
Please use more circumspect and proportionate language. That was discussed at length. Please do not use those terms. I have asked all Councillors to not describe things in that manner.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Oh, right, okay. So I don’t even finish my sentence and I’m told I can’t say it, but the LORD MAYOR said it, what, five times, I believe. So let’s be clear—

Chair:
And I corrected him as well. Please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I thought—well, only after being, you know, pushed. So let’s be clear—and it’s all on the record. So let’s be clear, I have a question about what $3.6 million in Master Media Advertising Services is for, and that question has not been answered by the LNP.


I am concerned about the Kangaroo Point neighbourhood plan, but I’ll defer to the local Councillor and listen to his views on this. With respect to the integrated mass transit contract, that’s our bus contract with the State Government, this is probably—I think it might be the biggest contract we enter into, like, for ongoing service delivery. For those listening at home, I’m not allowed to tell you how much it’s for, because it’s commercial in confidence. God help us that, you know, the ratepayers and the taxpayers of Queensland might actually know how much the bus contract costs. That would be terrible, wouldn’t it? So I can’t mention it, but it’s a huge, huge sum of money. 


We’ve got less than half a page of information about this. Now it kind of implies in this that we have to do it or bus services are going to stop at the end of the month, which is a bit of a worry. So I don’t know what’s gone on here, but it would not be advisable for Council to operate bus services beyond 24 June 2019 without a service contract with TransLink. So I just say you’re cutting it a little bit fine, I would have thought, given it’s, what, the 12th or the 11th of June today. So I just think that we should have some more information about these things that are on the public record, so that everyone in Brisbane can understand the arrangement.


Finally with respect to item G, I just do not support this. Fast tracking development approvals can only lead to mistakes and problems. I absolutely under no circumstances support this. This Council has increasingly, over the past few years, introduced multiple new categories of planning and assessment where character homes are waived through in a matter of days, and they’re modern. No one is looking at the character code or the design. Now, when it comes to drainage and plumbing, if you get that wrong, it can have very serious consequences. 


Council is intending to reduce the approval or oversighting down to two days. Now, there’s no way they can do that. Maybe the LORD MAYOR is going to stand up tomorrow and say there’s going to be 50 new plumbing officers in Council, but I can tell you I don’t think there will be, and I know the plumbing officers that are there now, and I know how many complaints come through my office about illegally or improperly connected drainage. This is a massive, massive mistake, and I do not support it. 


We should be conducting independent checks of drainage approvals, and I know that this says that they’re low risk. They are not low risk when you have flooded homes. They are not low risk when you have plumbing improperly connected to old grey water lines. They are not low risk when they flood neighbours. They are not low risk when they cause sink holes and cause land to collapse. 


We have massive problems with our drainage network in Brisbane in the way that the old scheme was disconnected and not properly disconnected, and the new scheme now is going to have even less oversight from Brisbane City Council. Two days is simply—you get your form in, you get it paid, you get a tick, and it goes out. 


So, I am extremely concerned about this. I will not support it. I’ll be calling for a division. I do not want to see any future homeowner impacted by fast tracking something that should be carefully checked before it is approved by Council, and before it’s signed off.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired. 


Further speakers?

Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair; I rise to speak in regards to item B and the comments in regards to the lease of Council land to community organisations. I also wanted to provide some clarity to the Chamber based on the comments that Councillor JOHNSTON has just made in regards to leases being approved in this Chamber before and then going to consultation. We have undertaken a new process, Mr Chair, which I spoke about in this Chamber previously. 


For me being able to speak on this point is simply also as a clarification to Councillor JOHNSTON. This point was raised by her in an email to the officers in regards to the leases within her own ward, and an email will be going to her shortly. But I just wanted to clarify for her and for all the Councillors in this Chamber that we are not approving the leases, Mr Chair, in the Chamber today. All Councillors will have a full ability to be able to provide feedback and their feedback will be very much sought in regards to the formal negotiations of the lease and the terms. 


What we are doing today, Mr Chairman, is—as part of a process to expedite applications, where Councillors have previously in this Chamber noted that it has taken a significant amount of time for leases to be done—this new process will actually streamline that quite significantly. In order to be able to do that, there is a two-step process that was previously done as a single process, and that two‑step process firstly is to seek the exemption under the City of Brisbane Regulation so that we can continue to negotiate directly with the existing lessees, which we’ve always done previously, rather than go to market. We’ve given the existing lessee the opportunity to do that.


The documentation before us and the leases that are before us today are simply in the Chamber for the simple process of seeking that exemption. Once that exemption is then ratified by this Chamber, Mr Chair, then officers will undertake the necessary processes of the negotiation with the existing lease owners and will be seeking Councillors’ feedback in regards to terms, conditions and other related matters in regards to that lease.


What previously happened was that both of those steps were then undertaken, and a file was created for each lease brought to this Chamber. Councillors had the opportunity, if they so chose, to review it, and then they had the opportunity at that point to either support or not support. But, it took a significant period of time for that to occur. So it was the exemption plus the negotiation. We’ve now broken that into two in order to reduce what would normally be a year process down to five or six months.


So today is simply about the exemption which was sought and continues to be sought in the ordinary course under law, and all Councillors will then follow through in the ordinary process. The leases that we have here today are a clear example of this Administration’s strong commitment to supporting our community organisations and making sure that those that are already on site and wish to continue that relationship have the ability to do so. 


Once we get past this initial stage, the conversation with the particular clubs around terms and other such conditions, or even sub-lessees or licences that may currently be in place, will then also be part of that negotiation. This is an important process that is one that is done efficiently by officers and thoroughly in order that the leases reflect the needs of the club, and the Councillor as always continues to play a pivotal role in support of their organisation and providing further feedback or insight that officers would always look forward to because of the close relationship that all Councillors have with their clubs. 


I certainly call on all Councillors to support this. This is just a streamlining and a continuation of what we have always done. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item A and also on item E, the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan. Just firstly on item A, the lease to the Crushers Leagues Club, I’ve said this in the past and I’ll say this again: I think it is disgusting and shameful that this Council continues to lease out public facilities to operators that use poker machines. I think all Councillors in this place need to reflect deeply on the damage that poker machines are doing in our community and what scope there is within our power to challenge and change that. 


I acknowledge that, to some extent, the decision around which club to give a facility to might be considered separate from whether or not poker machines are a good thing, but this is something that we do have control over. We as Councillors can make decisions about what sorts of groups gain access to subsidise Council facilities and have some influence over where poker machines appear in our communities. 


I don’t need to quote all the statistics for you. I’m sure most of the Councillors in this Chamber are well aware of the damage that poker machines do; are well aware of the negative social and economic impacts of problem gambling; and understand the fact that the money that might flow back into the community in terms of infrastructure upgrades or subsidised services does not offset the massive cost and the massive harm that problem gambling and poker machines do in our society. We have a choice. We have a choice here, and I’m proud of the fact that none of the community facilities in my ward use poker machines. The soccer clubs and the footy clubs work really, really hard to remain viable, and particularly I congratulate Souths Leagues Club and Easts Soccer Club for not using poker machines. They do that because they have the support of the community and the support of the local Councillor to follow other business models.

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING. Point of order to you, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Will Councillor SRI take a question?

Councillor SRI:
Sure.

Chair:
Councillor SRI, would you take a question?

Councillor SRI:
Yes, sure.

Councillor CUMMING:
Is Councillor SRI aware that Easts Soccer Club receives a substantial grant every year from a gaming machine club in Kessels Road, Mt Gravatt—I think the Southside Community Club—which provides generous financial support mainly raised from gaming—

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, it is a question, not a statement, please.

Councillor CUMMING:
—to Easts Soccer Club?

Chair:
In future, please keep questions to questions and not statements masquerading as questions.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry, no, I wasn’t aware of that, but I’ll happily chat to you about that further because that’s very interesting to me, thank you. I won’t harp on about it, but I just really do think we should be sending a clear message to the community that we don’t want poker machines in our neighbourhoods, and that for those facilities that we do have control over, we say no. It’s quite simple to me.


Turning to the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan, I have a number of concerns about this. But I think the broader overarching concern is that this neighbourhood planning process is not actually a holistic neighbourhood plan. When I talk to councillors from other councils around Australia, they’re surprised at how limited the scope is of the neighbourhood planning process that Brisbane City Council undertakes. It would be better described as an upzoning plan or a rezoning plan rather than a holistic neighbourhood plan.


I say that because it doesn’t include a proper transport plan for the area in question; it doesn’t have a plan around supporting local commerce or local business; it simply acts to upzone or change the zoning of private land uses, but does not include funding for necessary infrastructure and community facilities. So the plan says a whole bunch of great stuff about, oh, there’s a footbridge and we’re completing the Riverwalk, and this will happen and that will happen, but there’s no money attached to any of those commitments. What we’ve seen with other neighbourhood plans in my ward is that the infrastructure that is promised to cater for population growth never comes. The South Brisbane riverside neighbourhood plan, which was drafted back in 2010 and approved in 2011, promised a CityCat terminal at Victoria Street to cater for that population growth in upzone, and that still hasn’t been delivered by this Council. 


So the problem here is that we are upzoning and increasing the density of neighbourhoods around Brisbane, but not delivering the infrastructure and services to match.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
And that’s really concerning. I know that the LORD MAYOR was a bit clever with his words. He tried to mask the fact that—I think he said something along the lines of no new sites have been added to the high density zoning, and that’s technically correct, but the height limits on many sites that are already within that high density zoning are still being increased. So while at first glance it might not seem like there’s a lot of upzoning going on, in actual fact this Council is upzoning to allow significantly increased density. 


As I’ve mentioned before, there’s no funding for community facilities; there’s no funding for public infrastructure; and most concerning, there’s no new land identified for public parkland. So you’re cramming thousands of additional residents into an area where they won’t have backyards, where they won’t have much private green space, but you’re also not giving them anymore public green space. I think that’s a real failing on the part of this Council.


The other big concern I have is around retrospectively legitimising dodgy approvals. So, for example, the site at 26 Cairns Street, which under the previous neighbourhood plan had a height limit of three storeys was recently approved by this Council with a development for upwards of 15 storeys. So the Council didn’t even comply with its own existing neighbourhood plan, and now the new plan that’s come in has—magically that site has been upzoned to 15 storeys to legitimise that previous approval. 


I encourage Councillors, if they’re interested, to check that out. I’ve raised it in this debate several times in the past, where a deliberate decision was made by this Council to say, yes, we know that the neighbourhood plan says three storeys for that site, but so what, we’re going to allow these two high rises there anyway because we think that’s a better fit. Then later, it comes through and says, oh yes, well, that used to say three storeys, but now we’ve approved these big towers, we might as well change the zoning retrospectively. That’s a very poor process. That’s a very poor process.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
Councillor BOURKE, I can hear your interjections. You can check the record. That site was clearly identified under the neighbourhood plan for three storeys and open space, and Council approved it for two towers. So I welcome the debate if you want it.


The other concern I have is around the fact that, although the city frame has been expanded—and I think that’s a positive and I congratulate the Administration for that—we’re still requiring developers or forcing developers to provide more off‑street parking than the market demands. So in that part of Kangaroo Point, the street parking is already maxed out. A lot of it is metered parking. So if you don’t provide off-street parking, that doesn’t necessarily force lots of cars onto the street; it just means that people can’t own as many cars, because there’s literally nowhere left in the peninsula. It’s quite a distinct situation from out in the suburbs. 


But what Council is doing is still forcing developers to provide certain minimums of car parking, even when the developers are saying, well, actually, this site is right next to a free ferry; it’s going to have a walking bridge directly to the CBD. The people who will live in this part of the peninsula don’t necessarily want to own multiple cars in the future, yet we are forcing the market, we are forcing private developers to deliver something which drives up the cost of construction. Those costs are passed onto the buyers, but actually doesn’t meet the needs of the local community. So I think greater flexibility around those parking requirements would have been a lot better to see.


Other lost opportunities in this plan include the fact that we haven’t fully addressed the concern around short-term accommodation where apartments, which are supposed to be used as rental accommodation or owner-occupier accommodation for long-term residents, instead get converted into de facto hotels. This is something that I hope both Liberal Councillors and Labor Party Councillors will take note of, because it’s a growing trend in our city.


Instead of renting out apartments to local residents, developers and investors are renting them out via Airbnb or other short-term hotel booking sites, with the result that all this increased density—we’re actually just getting more hotel rooms disguised as residential apartments. That has a negative flow-on impact, driving some of the existing motel operators out of business, but it also means that we’re not actually meeting the need for housing in the city.


So we have what should have been a residential apartment might be rented out one or two nights a week and then sitting empty four or five or six nights a week. Council has mechanisms available to address this, but so far in this plan, and more generally in the city, doesn’t seem to have done a particularly good job of addressing that concern.


I also have the same old concerns about the fact that we’re missing opportunities to provide public housing or community housing as part of these neighbourhood plans. I am not satisfied by the excuses that, oh, that’s a State Government issue. There are many mechanisms available to introduce forms of inclusionary zoning via local land use planning changes, and I think this Council hasn’t seriously and sincerely explored those options.


I guess overall I’m concerned that our densification strategy is encouraging and concentrating development in areas that are already more than dense enough, and paradoxically is undermining the potential for development to occur in other parts of the city where it’s really needed. For example, there are parts of Kangaroo Point that are already five and six-storey apartments, where those apartments are now being demolished and replaced with even taller buildings. Now, it would make more sense to preserve those five and six-storey apartment blocks and encourage development to be spread around a bit more in other parts, even of The Gabba Ward, but instead we’re essentially creating the situation where some pockets are so densely populated and so underserved by public parkland and community facilities that it’s having a material and significant negative impact on people’s quality of life, while other areas remain neglected while we see vacant lots proliferating, while we see investors sitting on sites and not doing anything with them. So the whole strategy of land use rezoning is failing.


Finally, I have one positive piece of feedback which I’m very grateful—

Chair:
Councillor SRI, your time has expired. 


Further speakers?


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair; I rise to speak on items C and D. In terms of item C, I’ll quickly touch upon contract 22 which has created a bit of debate this afternoon. The contract with Zenith Media is to communicate with the residents of Brisbane. We have a very, very significant range of projects currently under way. Those currently in planning and obviously Metro springs to mind, and in future obviously, initiatives such as the green bridges and the Victoria Park vision. So we have an obligation as a Council to communicate with our 1.1 million residents.


The contract in question allows us to place media, place advertisements in appropriate publications. It includes the communication of things such as neighbourhood planning advertisements, upon which we have a requirement to communicate with our communities. It also includes advertisements for programs such as Love Food Haste Waste. If you pick up a local newspaper at any month and have a look through the kind of things we’re trying to communicate to the wider Brisbane community, you’ll get some good insights into what that money is spent. 


While there’s been a lot of debate around the size of the contract, the particular contract that we’re looking at today is for $476,000 to communicate with 1.1 million residents. That’s 50 cents per resident. Anyone want to guess how much it costs to buy a packet of chewing gum—$2. So 50 cents to communicate with our community; that is not a lot of money. You need to put this into perspective, I think.


Accordingly, I’ve never had anybody come to my ward office and say, ‘Councillor ALLAN, I’m getting too much information.’ What they say to me is, ‘This is great, love what you’re doing. Keep me informed.’ The only people who seem to be complaining about it are sitting over here. They’re not coming into my ward office. So enough for item 22. 


While we were debating that, I thought a far more important contract was the next one, contract 23, which is a short-term professional counselling service for our staff. Now, this is to counsel staff where they’ve had some sort of traumatic incident, potentially. I’ve had first-hand knowledge of a member of the community, not a staff member, who was a witness and involved as the first responder in a motor vehicle accident, so I can appreciate how traumatic these events can be. The fact that our Council is providing these types of services to support our staff I think is really important, and potentially a lot more important than contract 22 which created so much debate.


Moving on to the Audit Committee report, obviously Council has an obligation under the City of Brisbane Regulation to have an Audit Committee, and that Audit Committee reviews the internal audit report and other operational risk reports that come before it at each of its meetings. At these meetings, the CEO, CFO and others present as they have in this particular instance about different aspects of their operational purview. 


The particular point that Councillor CUMMING raised around the Ward Parks and Footpaths Trust Fund was simply that, at a point in time, the State Government, in their attempts to potentially influence elections, were looking at discretionary spending obligations, and obviously we needed to understand what that was about. That was addressed at that point.


In terms of the abusive and aggressive behaviour which Councillor CUMMING raised, look, sadly we are getting more or this. We are seeing people in our Council facilities, whether it’s our libraries or our regional offices, where they’re coming in and they’re potentially under the influence of alcohol or drugs and they are aggressive. That does create a security concern for us. We need to coach and train our staff members to be able to respond to these situations, and obviously have in place the appropriate hardware and services that we need to manage these situations, such as CCTV. So it is a reality. It is unfortunate. In fact in my ward just recently at Nundah Library, there was a fairly significant case of vandalism where all of the outdoor furniture was destroyed one evening. So we are seeing this. It’s an unfortunate reality of our society, and from a Council perspective and in the interests of managing our risks, we need to be aware of it. We need to consider how regular the incidences are, and also have appropriate plans for our staff to be able to respond. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	845/2018-19

At that time, 3.58pm, 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 4.04pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back. 


Further speakers? 


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise today to speak on item F, the integrated mass transit service contract. This item today seeks Council’s approval to enter into a new contract with TransLink finally for Brisbane’s bus services.


We have been working with TransLink for a number of years now on renewing the existing contract, and as the LORD MAYOR said earlier, not a whole lot of changes. We were hoping for a 4G. We’ve got 3G renewed plus—3G renewed—and we have agreed on all the terms of the contract and we just need the signing off this afternoon to enter into this.


So this wasn’t something that happened at the last minute, as was mentioned by other Councillors, leaving it until the very last minute before the contract fell over at the end of this month. This is something that has been in the pipeline since—I’m going to say 2013, we started the extension of the 3G. It’s been many, many years we’ve been working through this; always working with TransLink in line to make sure that the start of the contract was ready for the end of the extension, as the case may have been.


The contract will be for three years with the option to extend for a further year, and some new inclusions, as I said, mainly the same but there’s some new inclusions when it comes to reporting and key performance indicators. As part of the contract, TransLink will be funding the installation of the telematics system that the LORD MAYOR mentioned on all of our buses and they’ll cover the costings for those. So we’ll be able to get some reliable and fast intel about how the bus is travelling in terms of on-time running and performance matters.


They are some of the new components of the contract to ensure that Council does deliver a better bus service year on year. We can learn from our past experiences and make them better in the future. Things like missed trips; on‑time running; customer experience that can be surveyed; customer safety, particularly when we’re looking about vehicle specifications, approved vehicles on routes and major defects; reporting, so fare revenue collection, revenue reporting, incident and network reports and attendance at critical meetings as well.


The contract also very importantly includes both the City Loop and the CityGlider services which are currently managed by a separate agreement, but they are now coming all under the one roof of this contract that we have here today.


In terms of revenue for bus wraps, we have an agreed figure with TransLink around how much they receive from us, which is $2.3 million annually. This has been agreed no matter how much revenue Council receives from bus advertising.


Can I congratulate the officers on many, many years’ hard work, and TransLink as well to coming to a mutual agreement so that we can ensure Brisbane residents can get home quicker and safer on Australia’s most modern bus fleet. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I’m going to speak on item E, Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan and briefly on this contract for integrated mass transit service, item F, and I’ll just start briefly on that.


As the Leader of the Opposition has said, we of course support this contract and clearly this side of the Chamber has a great track record when it comes to providing public transport services to the people of Brisbane. We’re very interested in the details of this ongoing contract negotiation. It’s something I’ve regularly asked about in the Public and Active Transport Committee over the last couple of years. 


It’s something that we should all be very interested in when we know that the value of this contract is $328 million including base contract fee and other contributions, depending on the type of service fee recalculated annually based on mixed methodologies, i.e. consumer price index, wage price index or actuals.


So that’s a pretty serious contract talking $328 million per annum and we’re given one and a half pages of information. The half page—so on the one page of information, there are some dot points and single lines at each point, and on the half page of information, most of that is blanked out for commercial and confidence. So the only figure we see on the second page is the 50% of net service costs of blue CityGlider $5.244 million and the 50% cost extension Langlands Park, Coorparoo Square, for the Maroon CityGlider, $74,647.


So as a Council that is charged by the people of Brisbane to make decisions on their behalf as elected representatives entering into a contract—authority to enter into this contract—with TransLink worth $328 million a year, a little more information would go a long way to dispelling the strongly held view out in the community that this Council is not really all that open and transparent when it comes to information, and particularly these kind of big financial contracts that this Council is entering into. But we will of course support the provision of bus services in this city. 


On item E, the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan, last time this came to the Chamber, Labor supported it going out for consultation but raised a whole series of concerns around that. I share some of those concerns that Councillor SRI, the local Councillor, has raised in the debate, Mr Chair, particularly around the provision of infrastructure to accompany the increase in housing density and the increase in population growth in this peninsula.


So, yes, population growth in this city is requiring Council to look at where people are going to live and plan for that, and clearly the Kangaroo Point area is an area that can accommodate that growth. So what we’re seeing, as Councillor SRI said, some of those zones and some of those areas and particular properties within them have seen significant upzonings. 


We will now see 20 storey towers in parts of the Kangaroo Point peninsula, but what is lacking from this Council and this Administration is the clear provision of that infrastructure that needs to go with a growing community like this, particularly around things like walkability around this peninsula.


Now we heard from the LORD MAYOR about the provisions for planning for the Kangaroo Point active transport bridge, which Labor proposed at the last election. So we know there is talk of this, but when it comes to connecting these other areas that will be developed significantly over the coming years, there is a failure to plan for that.


The other concerning thing in this neighbourhood plan, as in some others we’ve seen come through this place, is the lack of clearly-defined acceptable outcomes in so many different aspects of the neighbourhood plan.


So, yes, we’re operating in a performance-based planning system set out under the Planning Act and there have to be performance outcomes that are listed so we can assess against them, but all too often this Administration relies entirely on the performance outcomes and doesn’t prescribe any acceptable outcomes whatsoever.


So when it comes to things like the views of the iconic Story Bridge, no acceptable outcome prescribed; just a vague performance outcome. When it comes to developing of supermarkets, no acceptable outcome; just vague performance outcomes. 


Again, another one on views. This is the performance outcome: development preserved views to and from the Story Bridge but there are no acceptable outcomes when it comes to developments that will actually cause buildings to be built in those views.


When it comes to large-scale developments of things like hardware stores, trade supply stores, showrooms, things like that, particularly in the Main Street precinct of the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan, no acceptable outcome is prescribed; just a vague performance outcome.


When it comes to pedestrian connections once again between Main Street and the bridge undercroft area, Main Street to Story Bridge deck and undercarriage, and the bridge undercroft area between Baildon Street and Holman Street, no acceptable outcome is prescribed.

In the Thornton Street precinct, where it comes to the development of and around heritage and preserving the heritage and landscape qualities of some of those historic buildings there, surprise, surprise, no acceptable outcome is prescribed; just vague performance outcomes.


Mr Chair, this goes on and on when it comes to pedestrian connections, the connections to the proposed bridge, open spaces and walkability and non‑residential uses as well; A012, A013, A013, A014, A015, A016, all no acceptable outcome is prescribed.


So this Administration’s approach to planning is very clear and has been for some time; that it’s Rafferty’s rules for developers when it comes to complying with acceptable or performance outcomes, because the preference of the Administration is that in neighbourhood plan it should be dealing with the fine‑grained planning of a community. 


There is no requirement to stick to that neighbourhood plan based on what we would hope was feedback from the local community. It is just relying on dozens and dozens of vague performance outcomes, and we don’t think that’s good enough for this community and isn’t in line with the Administration’s much vaunted planning blueprint, and the exercise that local residents in the Kangaroo Point peninsula area went into in good faith. So we won’t be supporting the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chairman. I just rise to enter the debate on E, very briefly on F and then on item G.


I’ll start with item F because Councillor CASSIDY—I wasn’t going to talk on this but Councillor CASSIDY made this wonderful statement that his side of the Chamber—that this side of Chamber has a proud track record when it comes to delivering public transport.


Well I don’t know what history you’re trying to recreate Councillor CASSIDY but I remember public transport under the Australian Labor Party in this place. I remember the media articles about buses that didn’t have backdoors; I remember the media articles about buses that caught fire; I remember the media articles about buses—I remember catching buses as a school child when Jim Soorley was the Lord Mayor in this place that didn’t have air-conditioning, that weren’t environmentally friendly. I also remember the track record of the Australian Labor Party when it actually comes to buying buses in this place, Mr Chairman, where in one five year period they bought the grand total of 63 buses. One five‑year period, they bought 63 buses; 63 buses.


Honestly—Mr Chairman, through you—the gall of Councillor CASSIDY, the bluff and bluster, the creative reinventing of history that he tries to do in this place when it comes to public transport and a range of other issues. It just must eat away at the Labor Councillors in this place that this Administration has been the best friend when it comes to the environment in this city. It’s been the best friend when it comes to Public and Active Transport in this city, whether it is buses, whether it is cycle ways, whether it’s our investment in ferries and CityCats. It must eat away at them. 


It must just eat away at them at night to see that this side of the Chamber is actually doing the things that the Labor Party likes to talk about as opposed to just talking about doing them.


So turning to item G and item E, Mr Chairman, I’ll deal with item G first so this is the Plumbing and Drainage Act fast-tracked permits work. Councillor JOHNSTON spent a fair bit of time talking about her lack of support for this item. We also did get a little bit of a lecture about not complying with laws potentially ourselves, and then Councillor JOHNSTON encouraged Council not to comply with the State Government’s laws when it comes to the Plumbing and Drainage Act.


These are not changes that Council has—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 

Councillor BOURKE:
These are not changes that Council has created by itself. These are changes in the State Government Act. We are bound to implement the changes that the State Government have put forward. They have said you must change the time you give permits out in from 10 days to two days. It is not Council going, ‘Hey, it would be great to change the time and lower the time, and get a quicker turnaround from 10 days to two days.’ It is the State Government. It is a requirement of us to implement these changes.


So as much as Councillor JOHNSTON might like to arc up about this, if we don’t implement these changes we would be in conflict with the provisions that the State Government have put into their Act and into their regulations, Mr Chairman. So we are going about the work that we have to do to make sure that we are complying with those State Government regulations.


What type of works are being undertaken? Drain sealing off, so sealing an existing sanitary drain would be a two day turnaround; drain—excuse me—drain reconnection so connecting an existing sanitary drain to a new connection point would be a two day turnaround; drain works, repairing an existing sanitary drain; other repairing to existing water service works; plumbed-in rainwater tanks and prefabricated pods for offsite plumbing units including laundries, bathrooms and kitchens.


These are the sort of things that the State Government has said to councils—not just Brisbane, but councils across the State—you must now change your regulations and you must provide a response back within two days on these outcomes. So I hope that all Councillors can support that this afternoon and show their support to make sure Council is in compliance with the State Government laws and regulations.


Just turning to the neighbourhood plan that we have before us, Mr Chairman, we have obviously gone out for public consultation on the Kangaroo Point neighbourhood plan. There were 77 submissions that came in as part of that consultation and Council has undertaken its due diligence to review those; to make changes where appropriate.


As the LORD MAYOR said, this is one of the oldest neighbourhood plans, it dates back to 1990 and there has been considerable changes in Kangaroo Point between—in those 28 interceding years.


I did listen with some interest though to Councillor SRI who made a number of comments about this particular plan, and that he doesn’t like the density that is going to be seen in Kangaroo Point. This, I guess, is part of an ongoing conversation that Councillor SRI’s had and the Labor Party also has in this place, where there doesn’t seem to be an appropriate place to put density in the city.


So we’ve had them out against greenfield developments, so a greenfield development was out, Mr Chairman, when we debated the developments up at Keperra up in Councillor TOOMEY’s ward. Infield development is out because Labor Councillors want us to get rid of character too, so you can’t build some townhouses in and around some of those well-serviced parts of the city.


High-rise development is out because Councillor SRI doesn’t want people living in Kangaroo Point or in West End in high-rise buildings. So where—I mean this is the real challenge and the real question for Councillor SRI and the Labor Party in this place—is where do the people who are coming to the City of Brisbane who want to work here, who want to have jobs, who want to enjoy our lifestyle, enjoy the climate and enjoy everything that this great city has to offer—where are they going to live?


Are you going to force them to live out at Logan and Ipswich because that would go against your mantra of trying to create easier lifestyles for people and less impact through carbon emissions and not having to drive? Where are they going to live? 


If Kangaroo Point is not an ideal location in the city to put density then I don’t know where is, Mr Chairman. It is well serviced by public transport; there is buses; there is three ferry—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor BOURKE take a question?

Councillor BOURKE:
I’ve got a lot of material to cover here, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE, will you take a question?

Councillor BOURKE:
I’ve got a lot of material to cover. I’m sorry, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
No, he’s declined against a question.

Councillor BOURKE:
As I was saying, there is three ferry terminals that service this peninsula as well. There is a new footbridge that this LORD MAYOR’s committed to that will provide access and connection straight over to the City Botanic Gardens and link into the CBD, and through nature of its location be able for residents to then link straight across the Goodwill Bridge over to South Bank.


This is a location where our city can support increases in density, just as the CBD and parts of the city frame can also support those increases in density. You know why we go about this process, through the neighbourhood planning process, and this is where the density is going in our city? Because that’s what the residents of Brisbane told us, Mr Chairman.


When we did the CityShape process back in 2006, the residents of Brisbane said we want the density in the CBD and the frame and along the transport corridors. When we did Brisbane’s Future Blueprint, the residents reinforced those views and that’s why we’ve been going about the process of implementing neighbourhood plans across this city, and facilitating that feedback from the residents of Brisbane.


So when Councillor SRI stands up and goes, ‘I don’t think this is great,’ I don’t think he’s gone out there and talked to all the residents across the whole of the city and gone, ‘Where do you think density should go in the City of Brisbane?’ We’ve undertaken those processes three times: City Plan, CityShape and Plan your Brisbane. Residents have clearly said that these are the sort of areas which can support growth and support density in our city.


We’ve taken on board residents’ feedback around heritage issues and removing one of the buildings at the old Travelodge site, Mr Chairman, from its heritage protection. We’ve removed some of the high density zoning that was around the Story Bridge. We’ve also put in greater controls on significant landscape trees as well.


So what we’ve done is we’ve listened to the residents. Councillor CASSIDY though took quite a bit of time at the end of his speech to have a crack about performance outcomes versus acceptable outcomes. Now I actually had a little question with the Council officers earlier today about the Temporary Local Planning Instrument, because if you read the Temporary Local Planning Instrument that we have before us today there is no acceptable outcome prescribed in the Temporary Local Planning Instrument either.


There’s a very good reason for that; because there is no acceptable outcome other than the one that we have already said in that Temporary Local Planning Instrument. The same goes for the items that Councillor CASSIDY raised in the neighbourhood plan that’s before us today.


But—and there’s a but—because of the State Government’s performance-based planning scheme, we cannot write an amendment to the City Plan that does not have a performance outcome. We are technically bound to provide a performance outcome, and that is why we have said there is a performance outcome that sits next to that acceptable outcome.


We have to assess the applications that come in, Mr Chairman, against those performance outcomes, but that does not mean that we have to approve applications that come in that only have the performance outcome where there is no acceptable outcome.


So Councillor CASSIDY can make this big song and dance as he likes to do—

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE your time has expired. 


There was a misrepresentation by Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Councillor BOURKE said that I was encouraging Council to breach State Government legislation. That is completely false. My comments were that I did not support the change from 10 days to two days and that reflects Council’s power under paragraph 57 of the report before us today, which indicates that it is—

Chair:
Thank you Councillor JOHNSTON. 


Further speakers?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—it is a consideration by Council—

Chair:
No, no, no, you don’t get to relitigate your argument in a misrepresentation.


Councillor STRUNK.
Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Listen I rise to speak on item C, contract and tendering and want to speak about one of the contracts, contract number 19 which is an amenities block which is being—has been constructed in the Lakes Park precinct—Parklands precinct.


Listen when this amenities block was announced just after the Budget last year my community was very relieved in more ways than one; that is that they have been calling for an amenities block at the south-eastern corner of the lake for a number of years, because the other amenity or amenities blocks are at the far end of the lake up on Forest Lake Boulevard, which was a considerable distance for families to travel right around the footpath from Alexandrina Circuit up to the Boulevard.


A number of community groups, including a number of our seniors groups, right, really advocated for this over some years and they were very gratified when that announcement was made last year. I’d just like to read into Hansard a couple of names that were really big advocates in this area; Dan and Julie Baldwin from the Forest Lake National Seniors; Les Brooks and Lyn Anning from the six—50 & Betters; Probus president Barbara Grant and Maurice Brightonbark as I say from Probus, along with the Forest Lake Action Group as well as a collective.


It’s really gratifying when someone asks for a particular piece of infrastructure and then the community gets right behind that. It’s really helpful for I’m sure all Councillors when you have community groups that will support your request to the LORD MAYOR’s—or what we do call a wish list every year that we put through to inform the Budget.


I’d just like to thank Council officers for making sure that this actually happened before the end of the financial year, because as I say, it was a very important piece of infrastructure for the lake. I know that that doesn’t—amenities blocks don’t happen usually too often or new ones and especially parklands that have been established for some number of years.


So I’d just like to say thanks to the Administration for listening to my constituents and it’s something that will be very—it hasn’t actually opened yet but we’re having a bit of an opening in the next few weeks once the services are connected and they’re up and running. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


There being none, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, just very briefly on item F, the new contract with TransLink, as usual we have both Labor Councillors and Independent Councillors claiming incorrectly that there is a lack of information here because of something that Council has done. This is not the case.


I distinctly remember as the former Chairman of this portfolio when our managers in negotiating with TransLink had to sign a State Government non‑disclosure agreement in order to conduct the negotiations. So they were bound legally not to release certain information about contract negotiations. This wasn’t our doing; this was the request of the State Government.


I remember having a Committee presentation where I was trying to ensure that Committee members were provided with information on this contract, and our managers weren’t able to answer the questions because they were bound by a non-disclosure agreement from the State Government.


I’ve also asked the question in the past well how does our contract compare with the contract that other bus operators in South East Queensland have. No one knows the answer to that because those contracts are secret. Those contracts have not been released by the State Government. So I don’t have any idea what the contract is with the bus operators in the surrounding council areas because those contracts have been made secret by the State Government.


This is not an issue of what Council is not releasing or deciding to release. It is what the State Government allows us to release. Now we have made it very clear in our Budget documents what we’re investing into public transport, whether it’s bus or ferry services and other services. The State Government provides a total overall figure that they invest, but the breakdown we are not permitted to release by the State Government and their own requirements.


So I just wanted to point that out very clearly. This is not us; this is the State Government determining what can be released as part of this contract.
Chair:
Thank you. Alright, now we’ll put items A, B and C. 

Clauses A, B and C put

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

Clause D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause D of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Peter CUMMING and Jared CASSIDY 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, 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, Andrew WINES and Nicole JOHNSTON. 
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, and Jonathan SRI.
Chair:
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.
Thereupon, Councillors Peter CUMMING and Jared CASSIDY 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, 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, Nicole JOHNSTON and Jonathan SRI.

Chair:
Items F and G.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order. I asked for those to be taken in seriatim. 

Chair:
Oh excuse me, I thought you said you wanted them together. 


Item F.

Clause F put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause F of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
Item G.

Clause G put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause G of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Peter CUMMING immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.
The voting was as follows:

AYES: 24 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.
NOES: 1 -
Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON.
ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
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
NEW LEASE TO CRUSHERS LEAGUES CLUB LIMITED


112/445/444/1139-02

846/2018-19

1.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the information below.

2.
Gibson Park is located at 352 Stafford Road, Stafford, is registered as Lot 5 on SP 150610, and covers six hectares. Gibson Park comprises a park shelter, half-court basketball court, an internal access road and associated parking, as well as sport and recreation land comprising four senior rugby league fields, a licensed clubhouse and a former lawn bowls club. The four senior rugby league fields and licensed clubhouse are currently leased to Gibson Park Committee Inc, with the former lawn bowls club currently licensed to Crushers Leagues Club Limited (the organisation). The organisation has submitted an acceptable lease application for a new 20-year lease for Lease C on SP 306522 located within Lot 5 on SP 150610.

3.
The previous tenant of the lawn bowls facility, Stafford Bowls Club Inc, vacated the premises on 30 November 2016 due to declining membership, poor governance and increasing operating expenses. Council conducted an Expression of Interest process in November 2016 to identify a suitable eligible organisation to continue the management of the facility. The proposal from the organisation was identified as the most suitable and meritorious application.

4.
On 2 March 2018, Council’s delegate approved a new one-year licence to the organisation to enable it to take possession of the premises and develop a plan for long-term investment into the facility. The organisation is a registered not-for-profit community organisation with the objectives of providing a social and sporting club for members, and providing financial support to promote, foster and encourage the development of junior rugby league and other junior sports in the community.

5.
The organisation is committed to making a difference in the local community and its vision is to create a complete sporting and community complex, inviting other sports, schools, charities, businesses and cultural groups to use the facility. The organisation estimates the operation of the licensed venue will create approximately 20 new employment opportunities in the local area.

6.
The organisation is proposing to spend approximately $4,700,000 to refurbish the facility, including a new undercover multi-purpose sports surface, upgrading the existing lawn bowls green, new carpets, new furniture, internal and external painting and upgrading the function rooms. The interior will also be reconfigured to create a family friendly bistro with alfresco dining overlooking the adjacent rugby league fields and lawn bowls green. The existing gaming room will also be upgraded to meet current standards and provide a more discreet area to restrict access to gaming for children and families. Given the significant investment, the organisation has requested a minimum 20-year lease to provide security of tenure to recover the initial investment.

7.
The organisation is also seeking Council approval to transfer the current approved gaming machine licence for 76 machines from their previous premises at 41 Agincourt Street, Grange. The organisation is relocating from this location due to the costs incurred from the failed Crushers National Rugby League franchise and the subsequent sale of its freehold playing fields for residential development. The relocation of the licensed club operations to part of Gibson Park will allow the organisation to reconnect with sub-users of the adjacent Gibson Park Committee Inc leased fields.

8.
The organisation has confirmed it will support local sporting organisations, Stafford District Cricket Club, Padua College Limited, Brothers Junior Rugby League Football Club Incorporated and the remaining members of the former Stafford Bowls Club, to access and use the premises for club functions, training and meetings. In addition, the organisation has committed $50,000 per annum to maintain the neighbouring rugby league fields to support the activities of Gibson Park Committee Inc. The organisation will also provide $150,000 per annum in sponsorship to local families and clubs to assist with the costs of participating in sport. This includes covering the cost of travel to State, national and international events, uniforms, playing equipment and general sponsorship.

9.
The organisation’s delivery of capital works of $4,700,000 will significantly improve an ageing community facility and assist in reactivating local community interest and participation in sport and recreation. In addition, the ongoing community support contributions represents a significant benefit to the community of $200,000 per annum. 

10.
The granting of a 20-year lease will be subject to the organisation obtaining a development approval for the reconfiguration of part of Lot 5 on SP 150610 within 12 months of the lease approval.

11.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

12.
RECOMMENDATION: 
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION, SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ENTER INTO A LEASE WITH CRUSHERS LEAGUES CLUB LIMITED (ACN 061 454 680) FOR PART OF GIBSON PARK, 352 STAFFORD ROAD, STAFFORD

As:

(i)
Council is the registered proprietor of lands described as Lot 5 on SP 150610, 352 Stafford Road, Stafford

(ii)
Crushers Leagues Club Limited has requested to be granted a lease over part of Lot 5 on SP 150610, 352 Stafford Road, Stafford 

(iii)
section 226(2) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 requires Council decide by resolution that one or more of the exceptions set out in section 226(1) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 apply before disposing of a valuable non-current asset other than by way of tender or auction, 

then Council:

(i)
resolves that the exceptions set out in section 226(1)(b)(ii) and section 226(1)(c)(iii) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 apply to the disposal of the site by way of a lease for a term of 20 years

(ii)
approves entry into a new lease for 20 years with Crushers Leagues Club Limited in accordance with the lease terms, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), subject to:

(a)
Crushers Leagues Club Limited obtaining a development approval for reconfiguring part of a lot within 12 months of this approval

(b)
otherwise on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Manager, Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure, and the Chief Legal Counsel, City Legal, City Administration and Governance

(iii)
approves Crushers Leagues Club Limited making an application for reconfiguring part of a lot pursuant to the Planning Act 2016
(iv)
consents to Crushers Leagues Club Limited making an application under the Gaming Machine Act 1991 to operate a maximum of 76 gaming machines on the premises

(v)
consents to Crushers Leagues Club Limited entering into a mortgage of lease.

ADOPTED

B
LEASE OF COUNCIL LAND TO COMMUNITY ORGANISATIONS


112/445/439/198

847/2018-19

13.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the information below.

14.
In accordance with section 217 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation), Council cannot enter into a valuable non-current asset contract (relevantly, a lease in respect of land or contract for the disposal of land) unless it first:

(a)
invites written tenders for the contract; or

(b)
offers the valuable non-current asset for sale by auction.

15.
Section 226(1) of the Regulation provides a number of exceptions which Council may apply to the disposal of an interest in land other than by way of tender or auction, including, but not limited to, land which is to be leased to a government agency or a community organisation.

16.
Council currently leases properties to the community organisations listed in Attachment B (submitted on file) for community, sport, recreation and cultural purposes.

17.
To ensure the continued effective management of Council’s community, sport, recreation and cultural facilities, it is proposed that Council resolve to apply the exception provided by section 226(1)(b)(ii) of the Regulation to the properties identified in Attachment B (submitted on file).

18.
Local Councillors have been informed of Council’s intention to apply the exception and continue lease negotiations with the relevant organisations within their ward.

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

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

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO PERMIT COUNCIL TO DISPOSE OF AN INTEREST IN LAND BY LEASE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 226(1) OF THE CITY OF BRISBANE REGULATION 2012
As:

(i)
Council is the owner of the land (freehold), as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), or the trustee of the land, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), which is used, or is proposed to be used, for community, sport, recreation and cultural purposes

(ii)
Council proposes to renew existing leases in respect of land which is used, or is proposed to be used, for community, sport, recreation and cultural purposes

(iii)
section 226(2) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 requires that Council decide by resolution that exceptions set out in section 226(1) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 may apply before disposing of a valuable non‑current asset other than by way of tender or auction,

then Council:

(i)
resolves that the exception set out in section 226(1)(b)(ii) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 applies to the disposal of the properties by way of lease renewal, as described in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(ii)
determines that existing delegations and their limits in respect of community leases as determined by Council resolutions 407/2001-02 and 299/2016-17 continue to apply.

ADOPTED

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


109/695/586/2-04
848/2018-19

21.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

22.
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.

23.
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.

24.
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).

25.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

26.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE REPORT OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR APRIL 2019, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

	Details of Contracts Accepted by Delegates of Council for April 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. 520452

BRIDGE BEARING REPLACEMENT AT ASHGROVE AVENUE, NEWMARKET

Freyssinet Australia Pty Ltd – $442,315

Achieved VFM of 15.56
	Lump sum

$442,315


	One tender received


	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

04.04.2019

Start

29.04.2019

Term

Six weeks

	2. Contract No. 520492

CONSTRUCTION OF CHAMBER AND ASSOCIATED DRAINAGE WORKS AT THE CORNER OF MCLACHLAN AND JAMES STREETS, FORTITUDE VALLEY

Diona Pty Ltd – $1,773,185

Achieved the highest VFM of 4.76
	Lump sum

$1,773,185


	GCE Contractors Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 4.70
	$1,478,743
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

16.04.2019

Start

27.05.2019

Term

23 weeks

	3. Contract No. 520550-001

SUPPLY AND DELIVERY OF ONE PRIME MOVER

Volvo Group Australia Pty Ltd – $267,725

Achieved the highest VFM of 3.41
	Lump sum

$267,725
	Zupps Southside Pty Ltd trading as Daimler Trucks Brisbane

Achieved VFM of 2.64
	$249,882
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

18.04.2019

Start

28.05.2019

Term

One year

	4. Contract No. 520550-002

SUPPLY OF ONE LOW LOADER

Drake Trailers Pty Ltd – $252,170
	Lump sum

$252,170
	One quote received
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

18.04.2019

Start

28.05.2019

Term

One year

	5. Contract No. 520561

THIN SURFACING REJUVENATION SERVICES 2018-19

Fulton Hogan Industries Pty Ltd – $325,597

Achieved the highest VFM of 33.55
	Lump sum and schedule of rates

$325,597


	BMR Quarries Pty Ltd trading as Roadwork Industries

Achieved VFM of 12.0
	$348,511
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

11.04.2019

Start

23.04.2019

Term

11 weeks

	6. Contract No. 531668

BUS STOP ACCESSIBILITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM – CONSTRUCTION PACKAGE 22

Ertech (Queensland) Pty Ltd – $2,456,123

Achieved VFM of 35.22
	Lump and provisional sum

$2,456,123


	One tender received


	N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

02.04.2019

Start

06.05.2019

Term

23 weeks

	7. Contract No. 531749

MUSGRAVE PARK POOL REFURBISHMENT – AMENITIES, SITE ACCESS AND SERVICES

Probuild Industries Australia Pty Ltd – $930,272

Achieved the highest VFM of 82.77
	Lump sum

$930,272


	Dart Holdings Pty Ltd

trading as A Dart & Co

Achieved VFM of 76.48
	$1,046,000
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

12.04.2019

Start

18.04.2019

Term

32 weeks

	8. Contract No. 531751

MUSGRAVE PARK POOL REFURBISHMENT

Ozcrete Pools Pty Ltd – $3,487,688

Achieved the highest VFM of 21.7
	Lump sum

$3,487,688


	LEAF Building Group Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 16.5

J Hutchinson Pty Ltd trading as Hutchinson Builders

Achieved VFM of 13.8
	$3,644,064

$4,073,209
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

02.04.2019

Start

17.04.2019

Term

42 weeks

	9. Contract No. 531808

STEWART ROAD, ASHGROVE – WATERMAIN REPLACEMENT 

Comdain Infrastructure Pty Ltd – $876,703

Achieved the highest VFM of 82.1
	Lump sum

$876,703
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

Diona Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 68.2

O’Leary Infrastructure Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 59.5

GCE Contractors Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 52.5

Offers not recommended

QLD Civil Engineering Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 36.6

Doval Constructions (QLD) Ltd

Achieved VFM of 32.7

Dormway Pty Ltd 

Achieved VFM of 15.0
	$1,113,723

$1,260,544

$838,715

$ 2,055,378

$ 2,216,169

$ 2,909,634
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

01.04.2019

Start

03.04.2019

Term

12 weeks

	10. Contract No. 531812

SUPPLY OF LED LUMINAIRES – PACKAGE 2

CNW Pty Ltd trading as CNW Electrical Wholesale – $1,611,196

Achieved the highest VFM of 47.2
	Schedule of rates

$1,611,196
	Hayman’s Electrical

Achieved VFM of 43.1

Australian Regional Wholesalers trading as John R Turk Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 38.2
	$1,657,036

$1,624,657
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

12.04.2019

Start

16.04.2019

Term

12 weeks

	11. Contract No. 531818

SOUTH BANK 3 PONTOON REPLACEMENT

Envirostruct Services Pty Ltd – $798,331

Achieved the highest VFM of 88
	Lump sum

$798,331
	Ertech (QLD) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 77

The Marina Specialists Pty Ltd trading as The Jetty Specialists

Achieved VFM of 61

GC property Pty Ltd trading as GC Marine

Achieved VFM of 58
	$871,237

$1,110,900

$980,794
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

12.04.2019

Start

16.04.2019

Term

15 weeks

	12. Contract No. 531872

WILSON OUTLOOK REVITALISATION PROJECT

The Landscape Construction Company Pty Ltd – $394,074

Achieved the highest VFM of 203
	Lump sum

$394,074
	Naturform Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 152
	$498,861
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

24.04.2019

Start

29.04.2019

Term

12 weeks

	13. Contract No. 531879

CULVERT WIDENING – BEAMS ROAD, FITZGIBBON

Main Constructions Pty Ltd – $706,439*

Achieved the highest VFM of 98

*Comparative price includes delay rates.
	Lump sum

$680,439
	Epoca Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 72

BMD Urban Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 66

AllenCon Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 62
	$1,105,906*

$1,077,584*

$860,623*
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

04.04.2019

Start

05.04.2019

Term

16 weeks

	14. Contract No. 531897

LUTWYCHE CEMETERY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING REFURBISHMENT 

Dart Holdings Pty Ltd trading as A Dart & Co – $1,033,000

Achieved the highest VFM of 77.4
	Lump sum

$1,033,000
	Schiavello Construction (Qld) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 58.7
	$997,000
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

17.04.2019

Start

15.05.2019

Term

20 weeks

	15. Contract No. 531899

CANNON HILL BOWLS IMPROVEMENT WORKS

Probuild Industries Australia Pty Ltd – $298,512

Achieved the highest VFM of 301.50
	Lump sum

$298,512
	Building Solutions Brisbane Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 284.69

Hawley Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 281.50

Blackwood Projects Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 274.26

Dart Holdings Pty Ltd trading as

A Dart & Co

Achieved VFM of 198.78
	$293,301

$299,288

$322,690

$410,000
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

12.04.2019

Start

12.04.2019

Term

10 weeks

	16. Contract No. 531902

ACCESS AND INCLUSION 2018-19 – BRISBANE TABLE TENNIS

Building Solutions Brisbane Pty Ltd – $361,470

Achieved the highest VFM of 217.17
	Lump sum

$361,470
	Offers not recommended

Hawley Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 190.43

Dart Holdings Pty Ltd trading as A Dart & Co

Achieved VFM of 172.04

Non-conforming offer
Probuild Industries Australia Pty Ltd
	$416,170

$465,000

N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

04.04.2019

Start

04.04.2019

Term

18 weeks

	17. Contract No. 531913

HAMILTON LIBRARY AIR CONDITIONING UPGRADE

Signature Projects Pty Ltd – $233,640

Achieved the highest VFM of 338.13
	Lump sum

$233,640
	Blackwood Projects Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 301.02

Kane Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 213.72
	$225,900

$332,209
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

12.04.19

Start

12.04.2019

Term

11 weeks

	18. Contract No. 531921

STORMWATER DRAINAGE CONSTRUCTION AT ANNIE STREET, NEW FARM – STAGE 2

GCE Contractors Pty Ltd – $279,900

Achieved the highest VFM of 27.09
	Lump sum

$279,900
	Diona Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 16.11

B&L Civil Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 15.00
	$363,175

$429,942
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

11.04.2019

Start

28.05.2019

Term

16 weeks

	19. Contract No. 531926

THE LAKES PARKLANDS NEW AMENITIES BLOCK AND ASSOCIATED WORKS

Naturform Pty Ltd – $253,675

Achieved the highest VFM of 31.54
	Lump sum

$253,675
	The Landscaping Construction Company Pty

Achieved VFM of 15.57
	$288,958
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

12.04.2019

Start

10.05.2019

Term

16 weeks

	20. Contract No. 531990

TELSTRA ASSET RELOCATION – JAMES AND ANN STREETS, FORTITUDE VALLEY

Telstra Corporation Limited – $458,211
	Lump sum with actual costs to apply

$458,211
	Contract exempt from tendering and quoting requirements in accordance with Exemption 3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018‑19 (marketplace restricted by third‑party ownership of public utility plant).
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

18.04.2019

Start

02.05.2019

Term

Four weeks

	21. Contract No.  WR7105233

SUPPLY OF A 110KV ELECTRICAL CABLE FOR MELBOURNE STREET, SOUTH BRISBANE

Energex Limited – $562,698


	Lump sum

$562,698
	Contract exempt from tendering and quoting requirements in accordance with Exemption 3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018‑19 (marketplace restricted by third‑party ownership of public utility plant).
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

12.04.2019

Start

12.04.2019

Term

15 weeks

	LIFESTYLE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	TRANSPORT FOR BRISBANE
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY ADMINISTRATION AND GOVERNANCE
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	22. Contract No. 510944

MASTER MEDIA ADVERTISING SERVICES

ZenithOptimedia Australia Pty Limited – $476,671

Achieved the highest VFM of 17
	Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) (Preferred Supplier Arrangement) 

Schedule of rates

$3,600,000 

(over the potential maximum three‑year term of the CPA)
	CARAT Australia Media Services Pty Limited

Achieved VFM of 12
	$547,633
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

02.04.2019

Start

03.04.2019

Term

Two years with options to extend for an additional period of up to one year, for a maximum term of three years.

	23. Contract No. 510970

PROVISION OF AN EMPLOYEE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

Acacia Connection Pty Ltd – $325,000^
Achieved the highest VFM of 24.94

^Price is an all-inclusive model.
	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

Annual lump sum

$1,625,000 

(over the potential maximum five‑year term of the CPA)


	Shortlisted offers not recommended
SMG Health Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 23.69

Ingeus Australia Pty Ltd trading as Assure Programs

Achieved VFM of 23.42

Converge International Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 22.09

Access Programs Australia Ltd*

Benestar Group Pty Ltd*

*VFM not calculated as final non‑price score after negotiations was below the shortlisting requirement of 75.
Offers not recommended

(VFM not calculated as minimum quality score was not met)

Amovita Enterprises Pty Ltd

The Trustee for Myeap Unit Trust

Drake WorkWise Pty Ltd

Workplace Wellness Australia Pty Ltd
	$329,185#

$391,342#

$343,430#

$306,510

$316,020

#Price is a hybrid model of annual lump sum and schedule of rates for ad hoc services.

$316,565

$310,674

$539,053

$645,469
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

09.04.2019

Start

10.04.2019

Term

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


ADOPTED

D
REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 16 MAY 2019


109/695/586/6-02

849/2018-19

27.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

28.
Section 201 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 requires that as soon as practicable after a meeting of the Audit Committee, Council must be given a written report about the matters reviewed at the meeting and the Audit Committee’s recommendations about the matters.

29.
The Chief Executive Officer is to present the report mentioned in section 201(1)(c) at the next meeting of Council.

30.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

31.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 16 MAY 2019, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A (submitted on file).


ADOPTED

E
KANGAROO POINT PENINSULA NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN


152/160/516/455

850/2018-19

32.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

33.
At its meeting of 15 November 2016, Council resolved to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to include the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan (the neighbourhood plan) and to make consequential amendments (the proposed amendment).

34.
By letter dated 23 February 2017 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), the then Deputy Premier, Minister for Transport and Minister for Infrastructure and Planning confirmed the State interests to be addressed in the proposed amendment.

35.
By letter dated 8 August 2018 (refer Attachment C, submitted on file), the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) advised that public consultation on the proposed amendment may proceed. The Minister’s letter also required that Council include Traditional Owners in its engagement activities during the public consultation period.

36.
Public consultation on the proposed amendment was carried out from 5 October 2018 to 19 November 2018 in accordance with the requirements of Statutory guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline). In response to the Minister’s letter, Council also wrote to Traditional Owners to inform them of the consultation period and of their opportunity to participate in the consultation process (refer Attachment D, submitted on file).

37.
Council received 77 submissions (the submissions) on the amendment package, including 67 properly made submissions. The key issues raised in the submissions are summarised as follows.

-
Support for maintaining building height restrictions that preserve views to and from the Story Bridge.

-
Concerns regarding the extent of commercial activities on Main Street, Kangaroo Point.

-
Concerns regarding the heritage listing of 355 Main Street, Kangaroo Point (former Travelodge).

-
Requests to accommodate a dog off-leash area in the Kangaroo Point peninsula.

-
Requests to prioritise the completion of Brisbane Riverwalk between Mowbray Park and Dockside.

38.
A summary of the matters raised in the submissions, including descriptions of how the matters raised have been addressed, has been prepared (refer Attachment E, submitted on file). Having considered the submissions, changes have been made to the proposed amendment (refer Attachment F, submitted on file). These changes do not make the proposed amendment significantly different to the version on which Council carried out public consultation.

39.
In accordance with transitional provisions in section 287 of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act), which commenced on 3 July 2017, the adoption of the proposed amendment shall occur under the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 (SPA) and the Guideline, as the process for making the proposed amendment had started under SPA. The proposed amendment is in a form consistent with the Act.

40.
An associated amendment to a planning scheme policy is required to be made pursuant to the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Rules), under section 22 of the Act.

41.
Should Council resolve to proceed with the proposed amendment, it will be referred to the Minister to seek approval to adopt the proposed amendment into the planning scheme. The Minister will also be provided with the summary of matters raised in the submissions.

42.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

43.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO AMEND BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 TO INCLUDE THE KANGAROO POINT PENINSULA NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

As Council:

(i)
at its meeting on 15 November 2016, decided to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to include the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan and to make consequential amendments (the proposed amendment) 

(ii)
at its meeting on 20 March 2018, decided to amend planning scheme policies to make the proposed amendment 

(iii)
has undertaken public consultation on the proposed amendment

(iv)
pursuant to Steps 7.1 and 7.2 of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of Statutory guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline) and sections 3.3, 3.4, 4.1 and 4.2 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Rules), 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 (refer Attachment E, submitted on file) and has made changes to the proposed amendment, as set out in Attachment F (submitted on file), which are not considered to be significantly different to the version publicly consulted on,

then Council:

(i)
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

(ii)
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

(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

(iv)
directs, pursuant to section 3.4 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Rules, that a consultation report be provided to each person who made a properly-made submission and made available in accordance section 3.4 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Rules.
ADOPTED

F
INTEGRATED MASS TRANSIT SERVICE CONTRACT


165/210/179/2929
851/2018-19

44.
The Divisional Manager, Transport for Brisbane, provided the information below.

45.
In July 2009, Council commenced providing bus services under the 3G contract with the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR), through TransLink.

46.
With the imminent expiry of the above 3G contract, TransLink released an Invitation to Offer in June 2015 requiring Council to submit a proposal for the next 4G contract. The primary intent of the new contract was to implement a robust performance management framework for the delivery of Council’s bus services. Late in negotiations TMR advised they were not proceeding with the 4G contract and instead issued a further 3G contract extension.

47.
Since the release of the Invitation to Offer, the 3G contract has been extended under four separate extensions of up to one year each, with the final 12-month extension expiring on 24 June 2019. Transport for Brisbane has participated in extensive and collaborative negotiations with TransLink during this time to ensure Council could enter into a contract with satisfactory positions on performance, finance, risk, fleet management and service delivery.

48.
The proposed 3GB TransLink agreement (the subject of this submission) is the culmination of these negotiations. A summary of the proposed contract is set out in Attachment A (submitted on file).

49.
Under section 43 of the Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Act 1994, there are prescribed financial penalties associated with conducting a public passenger service without a contract or written agreement. Due to these potential liabilities and associated risks, it would not be advisable for Council to operate services beyond 24 June 2019 without a service contract with TransLink.

50.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

51.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL APPROVES ENTERING INTO A CONTRACT WITH THE QUEENSLAND GOVERNMENT’S DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT AND MAIN ROADS FOR THE PROVISION OF INTEGRATED MASS TRANSIT (BUS) SERVICES, GENERALLY IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE TERMS AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A (submitted on file) AND TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CHIEF LEGAL COUNSEL.
ADOPTED

G
APPROVAL TO DECLARE PERMIT WORK OF A STATED TYPE TO BE FAST‑TRACK PERMIT WORK

109/555/14/1702

852/2018-19

52.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

53.
On 5 September 2018, the Queensland Parliament passed the Plumbing and Drainage Act 2018 (the Act), which, upon commencement, will repeal the Plumbing and Drainage Act 2002 and the Standard Plumbing and Drainage Regulation 2003, and establish a new legislative framework for plumbing and drainage in Queensland.

54.
On 4 April 2019, the Governor in Council approved the Plumbing and Drainage Regulation 2019 (the Regulation).

55.
The Act and the Regulation will commence upon proclamation, which is expected to be 1 July 2019.

56. 
Under the Plumbing and Drainage Act 2002 and the Standard Plumbing and Drainage Regulation 2003, Council offers its customers a fast-track application service for certain types of plumbing works.

57.
Section 39 of the Regulation provides that Council may, by resolution, declare permit work of a stated type to be fast-track permit work for its local government area. The fast-track application process is only available to class 1a building applications (e.g. a detached house, a duplex, townhouse or villa) and class 10a building applications (e.g. a non-habitable building or structure such as a private garage or shed). These applications are considered low-risk domestic plumbing and drainage work as they connect buildings directly to the water and sewerage supply and do not require additional approvals. Applications lodged under the fast-track process will reduce the permit approval times from 10 business days to two business days with some exceptions.

58.
To continue the service currently provided to its customers, Council is required to declare the following types of permit work to be fast-track permit work:

(a)
minor commercial – installation, inspection and approval of up to four fixtures for all classes except a single detached dwelling not involving in-ground drainage or trade waste

(b)
drain seal-off – sealing an existing sanitary drain

(c)
drain reconnection – connecting an existing sanitary drain to a new connection point

(d)
drain works – repairing an existing sanitary drain

(e)
other works – repairing an existing water service

(f)
plumbed-in rainwater tank

(g)
pre-fabricated pods – off-site prefabricated plumbing units including laundries, bathrooms and kitchens.

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

60.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO DECLARE PERMIT WORK OF A STATED TYPE TO BE FAST‑TRACK PERMIT WORK
As Council:


(i)
decided that certain permit works do not require a compliance permit under section 83 of the Plumbing and Drainage Act 2002

(ii)
decides to declare the following types of permit work as fast-track permit work, pursuant to section 39 of the Plumbing and Drainage Regulation 2019:

(a)
minor commercial – installation, inspection and approval of up to four fixtures for all classes except a single detached dwelling not involving in‑ground drainage or trade waste

(b)
drain seal-off – sealing an existing sanitary drain

(c)
drain reconnection – connecting an existing sanitary drain to a new connection point

(d)
drain works – repairing an existing sanitary drain

(e)
other works – repairing an existing water service

(f)
plumbed-in rainwater tank

(g)
pre-fabricated pods – off-site prefabricated plumbing units including laundries, bathrooms and kitchens

(iii)
has not made any fast-track opt-out declarations in accordance with section 40 of the Plumbing and Drainage Regulation 2019 in relation to any of the aforementioned permit works that would preclude it from making a fast-track declaration in relation to the same permit work,

then Council:

(i)
resolves to declare the following types of permit work as fast-track permit work:

(a)
minor commercial 

(b)
drain seal-off 

(c)
drain reconnection 

(d)
drain works 

(e)
other works 

(f)
plumbed-in rainwater tank

(g)
pre-fabricated pods.

ADOPTED

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Special report)
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the special report of that Committee held on 10 June 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Yes, Mr Chair, this is a Temporary Local Planning Instrument (TLPI) for numbers 7, 9, 11 and 13 Leopard Street and 10, 14, 16 and 18 Wild Street, Kangaroo Point, for the property known as Lamb House.


Lamb House has been a State heritage listed property since 1992 and sits on land holdings of at least 3,000 square metres across eight different lots. Lamb House is also a local heritage place but the State heritage listing prevails over the local heritage listing.


As Councillors would be aware, the house and the property is a landmark in the Kangaroo Point area; highly visible from several vantage points across the city. The zoning for the property is low-medium density residential and character residential infill.


It was zoned low-medium density in the City Plan 2000 and also in the 1987 Town Plan. Whilst there is a State heritage listing on the property and any development application would need to be referred to the State Government for their approval, zoning of the land does enable multiple dwellings and Council is aware that a consent caveat has been registered on the property.


A caveat, once registered, is a statutory injunction aimed at protecting the interests of someone who is not the registered owner. So given recent media coverage of this matter, read between the lines here. There is another interest in this property other than the owner of the property as registered.


We believe that any future proposed development on the site would have a detrimental impact on the landmark nature of the heritage property and on the character, streetscape and the significant fig trees onsite. A proposed TLPI, which is before the Chamber today, has been prepared to ensure that the site is protected from any development that may adversely impact on this landmark property, its character and the streetscape values of the area.


Section 23 of the State Government’s Planning Act sets out the local government powers to make a TLPI and it can only be put in place with the relevant State Government Minister’s approval. The reasons for the TLPI are spelt out in the agenda item and in the proposed TLPI and correspondence to the Minister.


Council is also seeking approval for an early effective date to ensure that Lamb House is given the earliest possible protection. Once the TLPI is adopted by Council and has approval from the Minister, it will have effect for a period of two years or until an amendment to City Plan takes effect that would protect the site.


I have discussed this TLPI with the Deputy Premier, Jackie Trad. She is aware that it is coming and is supportive of our proposal putting this forward. I understand Councillor BOURKE has also been in touch with the relevant minister as well on the same issue, so we appear to have the strong support of the State Government in taking this action.


As I mentioned before, this action has been triggered by it coming to attention that there is another interest registered on the title of this property. I commend this proposal to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
We support this matter.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the motion and to thank the Administration for bringing through this TLPI. I’ve obviously been advocating around the concerns about this property for quite some time now. I think this seems like a positive step forward. I guess I’m a bit cautious though that it doesn’t really address the long term problem.


So what I’d really like to see this Administration do is to start advancing those conversations about community taking this land on and taking this site on for restoration and some kind of community facility. I can imagine the site working quite well as a community centre with for example a tourism hub and possible uses of the adjoining greenspace that would do justice to this important landmark.


I’m also for the record not entirely closed to the idea of a few granny flats in the backyard, but it is quite a constrained site and I think that any significant residential development around the building would undermine the heritage values of the site as a whole.


So I don’t think it’s going to be economically viable to develop this site on a commercial basis without knocking down the house, and I definitely don’t want to see that happen. I think it’s really important that we use whatever mechanisms are available to us to protect the building, but I do just want to really emphasise for all Councillors in this Chamber that if we don’t find a way to negotiate with the State Government to put some actual funding towards buying the site, then it’s just going to continue to rot and deteriorate.


This TLPI doesn’t stop what’s already happening from happening. It’s just being left to rot and I haven’t really seen any action from any level of government to meaningfully intervene or protect the building. 


We’ve talked a little bit about occupying the site and cleaning it up ourselves without permission and perhaps squatting it and turning it into a community facility, but the building is in such a degraded state that that’s not really viable unfortunately.


So it really is going to need Council and State Government intervention and financial input if we are to see this property protected. I think it’s a pretty hard burden to place on any owner to say oh we want you to maintain this heritage property to a very high standard and we’re not going to give you any money to do so. 


I won’t comment on this specific site and the financial means of this particular owner, but as a general proposition I think where there are State heritage‑registered properties that are considered significant and of value to the city as a whole, that it makes sense for Council to buy those sites and to bring them back into public ownership, rather than just leaving them to rot.


So I hope the LORD MAYOR won’t consider that this is the end of the journey. I think this is a necessary step in the process but we’d really need to start those conversations in earnest about acquiring the site or establishing it as some kind of community facility. There are plenty of orgs that would happily take on management of this facility if they had a bit of financial support to do so, and I think that’s a better way forward than for it to remain in private ownership.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I just rise to speak briefly on this matter. I’d like to start by taking a step back and looking at what’s happened here. We have a significant home which is located on the Brisbane City Council heritage register and on the State Government’s heritage register but it’s not protected. So the bigger question here is—and I now understand why—the bigger question here is how is it that a significant, really significant home, that is protected under legislation at the local and State Government is at risk from development?


Now the question the LORD MAYOR answered—in a sort of nothing to see here on the way through—despite City Plan 2014, despite dozens of changes to City Plan 2014, despite this Administration’s ridiculous and constant claims that they protect character and heritage, this site is not protected because it is not zoned in a way that protects it from development.


Under City Plan, as the LORD MAYOR has just told us, it is zoned low to medium residential density and Character 1 infill. Now Character 1 infill is an insidious zoning problem in my area. It allows units to be built right up to the back of significant character and traditional properties, and it’s happening all through my character suburbs.


It is horrific, horrific, that there is a disconnect in our planning scheme between a heritage and State protection and the zoning under City Plan 2014.


Now I have for years now been saying we need to do a proper audit and map all of the pre-11 and pre-1946 homes within the overlays within City Plan. I’ve moved motions in this place, Councillor Sutton when she was here moved motions in this place and that would ensure—

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
This is around the world; not related to this particular item that we’re debating.

Chair:
Oh I think it’s probably acceptable considering what the item is. 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m not sure how protecting a really old significant house and having a debate about it—which is what you’ve brought this in here to do—is—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON comments through the Chair please and please be mindful that I put no restrictions on what you are saying. Please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So let me be clear, I have called over and over and over again for these type of houses to be mapped, recognised and protected in City Plan and on multiple occasions the LNP Councillors opposite have voted against it. Councillor Sutton has also tried.


If any of those motions had gone forward we may have had a change of zoning here to ensure this house was protected, but this LNP Administration has not done so. Now when it seems the property may be at risk they rush in a Temporary Local Planning Instrument to put a Band-Aid on what is a much bigger problem; that we are not properly mapping and protecting these homes in our planning scheme.


I note that the Temporary Local Planning Instrument—we haven’t heard from the LORD MAYOR whether he’s going to bring an amendment to City Plan forward in the next batch saying that he’s going to change the zoning on the site. I would think that that’s a question that needs to be answered as to what steps he’s going to take to permanently protect this property, and I would welcome his commitment today to say that he is going to change the zoning around this site.


But let me be clear, we are talking about a house that has the highest possible protections under our scheme, but because this Council has zoned it in a particular way, it allows entrepreneurial developers to look at realising greater value out of the land.


The fact that we’re putting a Band-Aid on it today is a good thing, but more importantly this planning scheme should be amended so that we don’t have to rush in here every couple of weeks and protect one and then another one and then another one. We need to do a proper audit, map them properly and ensure they are fully protected in City Plan 2014.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chairman. I just rise to enter the debate on the Temporary Local Planning Instrument. I’ll just address some of the comments that have been made by Councillor JOHNSTON and Councillor SRI.


A change to the zoning in City Plan is one thing; I think the most permanent thing that anyone can do to protect this site is what the LORD MAYOR has announced, which is that he is going to, in conjunction with the State, work to purchase this property so it becomes the property of the people of the City of Brisbane and the State of Queensland, and then it will be protected permanently.


That is the best change and that is the process that the LORD MAYOR is now undertaking and actually doing. You can natter away Councillor JOHNSTON but you stand up and make these grandiose statements about what are you going to do to permanently protect it. The LORD MAYOR said that publicly; that he will work with the State to bring this into public ownership.


That is the most permanent fix to this issue. You can laugh all you like Councillor JOHNSTON but that is the most permanent fix to this particular issue up there at Lamb House.


There is work that Council is also undertaking. The Council officers in the hoarding and squalor section will soon be engaging hopefully with the owner. We need their consent—it is private land—to look at addressing some of the issues of the contents on the inside of the house. 


We know from vision that we’ve seen that there is all sorts of rubbish and various other items that have been left inside the house that pose a risk to the safety of the building and anyone in the house. We are going to be working hopefully with the owner while we are trying to secure the site, in conjunction with the State Government, back into public ownership.


But there was a little bit of debate around the zoning. Every site across the city has to have a zone, Mr Chairman. They have to have some zoning. This is a residential block of land. It covers eight different titles. The house itself sits on four of those titles that front onto Wild Street. There is another four blocks that front onto Leopard Street, Mr Chairman. They have different zonings. They have to have a zoning. It has to be residential zoning because that’s the use of the particular property, Mr Chairman. 


An applicant under a performance-based planning scheme can apply for a development on this site. While it is State heritage listed and local heritage listed, Council would have to assess the application. What the Temporary Local Planning Instrument seeks to do is to tighten even further the existing provisions that sit on the site; namely the first provision that’s inside this Temporary Local Planning Instrument, which is to limit the number of dwelling houses or dwelling units on the site to one—one for the total land area of 3,146 square metres. 


That is the tightest protection we can put on this site, Mr Chairman, so that you cannot then entertain redevelopment of the low-medium density residential section or infill character behind the house as well. So that tightens it even more while we work to secure this site into public ownership.

On top of that there is also provisions to protect or to give greater protection to the existing trees that are on the Leopard Street frontage, as well as singling out the fence that’s there as well. There’s vegetation protection orders that have been put on those trees, Mr Chairman, and we are now calling those out. They’re mentioned in passing but not specifically in the State heritage citation, and so we want to make sure that they are captured and protected.


This isn’t cleaning up a mess in the City Plan; this is tight controls on a site‑specific part of the City of Brisbane. You can’t just put in City Plan these broad-brush controls across the whole of that part of the city. These are very specific to this site and the conditions on this site, Mr Chairman, when it is a State or a local heritage listed place in this case. The LORD MAYOR’s right; the State heritage listing takes precedence over the local heritage listing.


So there are powers under the State. Any development application would have been referred to SARA (State Assessment and Referral Agency) and to the State for their input, and they would be able to provide their advice back to Council about the State heritage significant impacts of a development if one was lodged.


We don’t want to have to go down that track and that’s why we’ve brought this TLPI here. It’s why the LORD MAYOR has spoken to the Deputy Premier and she welcomed—as the LORD MAYOR said she welcomed this and it’s great that the State Government is on board with this.


I spoke on Friday to an officer in the—a member of the—Minister for Planning and State Development in his office about this. He wasn’t available at the time and I took them through this particular Temporary Local Planning Instrument, the reasons behind it and the urgency that it needs, Mr Chairman. 


I welcomed the positive way that the State Government has worked with us to help protect Lamb House, and I look forward to this item getting full support in the Council Chamber, and a speedy turnaround so that we can bring it back through Council and have it approved and fully protected for future generations. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 


There being none, I’ll put the—LORD MAYOR—excuse me LORD MAYOR your right of reply? Okay. 

I’ll now put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the special 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
TEMPORARY LOCAL PLANNING INSTRUMENT 03/19 – PROTECTION OF PREMISES AT 7, 9, 11 AND 13 LEOPARD STREET AND 10, 14, 16 AND 18 WILD STREET, KANGAROO POINT


152/160/1218/416
853/2018-19

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

2.
Lamb House, located at 9 Leopard Street, Kangaroo Point, was listed on the Queensland Heritage Register in 1992. It is situated on a property holding of more than 3,000 m2 consisting of eight lots, with four lots fronting Leopard Street and four lots fronting Wild Street, Kangaroo Point.

3.
The lots fronting Leopard Street are zoned Character residential (Infill housing zone precinct) and are included in the Traditional building character overlay in Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). The lots fronting Wild Street are zoned Low-medium density residential (2 or 3 storey mix zone precinct).

4.
Lamb House is also identified as a local heritage place; however, the Queensland Government (State) heritage listing prevails over the local listing. The premises meet a number of State heritage significance criteria, including:

-
being a rare surviving example of a grand, intact Federation period residence

-
its architectural design and architect

-
its aesthetic significance, given its prominent location.

5.
The description of the place includes the house, the substantial grounds with mature trees and gardens, and the wrought iron entrance gates and masonry fence fronting Leopard Street.

6.
The premises are a landmark in the Kangaroo Point area, with the frontage to Leopard Street adding to the character and streetscape of the area. While there is a State heritage listing in place, there is still a high risk of infill development being proposed given the footprint of Lamb House compared with the extent of land included in the garden setting that fronts Leopard Street.

7.
The zoning of the land enables multiple dwellings and Council is aware that a consent caveat has been registered on the property. The dwelling itself is in poor condition and at risk of further deterioration.

8.
There is a significant and imminent risk of infill development on the premises. Any further proposed development on the site will have a detrimental impact on the landmark nature of the site and the character and streetscape values. There are four large weeping figs on the Leopard Street frontage that are significant landscape trees.

9.
A proposed Temporary Local Planning Instrument (TLPI), entitled Temporary Local Planning Instrument 03/19 – Protection of premises at 7, 9, 11 and 13 Leopard Street and 10, 14, 16 and 18 Wild Street, Kangaroo Point (the proposed TLPI), has been prepared to ensure that the site is protected from development that may impact on the landmark nature and character and streetscape values of the area. The proposed TLPI is set out in Attachment B (submitted on file).

10.
Section 23 of the Planning Act 2016 sets out the local government powers to make a TLPI, including that Council may only make a TLPI if the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) is satisfied with the matters set out in that section. These matters include there being a significant risk of serious adverse cultural, economic, environmental or social conditions happening in the local government area. Any development occurring in the gardens of Lamb House presents serious cultural and social impacts for Brisbane. The Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) under the Planning Act 2016 sets out the process for making a TLPI.

11.
In accordance with the requirements of the Guideline, Council’s reasons for the proposed TLPI are outlined in a letter to the Minister (refer Attachment C, submitted on file). Further, Council will seek approval from the Minister for an earlier effective date for the making of the proposed TLPI to ensure that the identified structure is given the earliest possible protection.

12.
Once approved by Council, the proposed TLPI will be forwarded to the Minister for approval to give effect to the request for an earlier effective day. Once adopted by Council, and subject to the Minister’s approval for an earlier effective day, the proposed TLPI will continue to have effect for a period of two years from its adoption, unless rescinded at an earlier date as an amendment to City Plan takes effect.

13.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

14.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO PROPOSE THE TEMPORARY LOCAL PLANNING INSTRUMENT 03/19 – PROTECTION OF PREMISES AT 7, 9, 11 AND 13 LEOPARD STREET AND 10, 14, 16 AND 18 WILD STREET, KANGAROO POINT
As Council:





(i)
decides, pursuant to section 7.1 of Part 2 of Chapter 3 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under the Planning Act 2016 (the Act), to make a Temporary Local Planning Instrument 03/19 – Protection of premises at 7, 9, 11, and 13 Leopard Street and 10, 14, 16 and 18 Wild Street, Kangaroo Point (the proposed TLPI)

(ii)
pursuant to section 7.2 of the Guideline has prepared the proposed TLPI, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(iii)
pursuant to section 9(4) of the Act, resolves that the effective day for the proposed TLPI is, with the approval of the Minister, the day this resolution is made,

then Council:

(i)
directs, pursuant to section 8 of Part 2 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline, that the Minister be sent the letter in Attachment C (submitted on file), which:

(a)
requests the Minister’s consideration of the proposed TLPI

(b)
requests the Minister’s approval of an earlier effective day of the proposed TLPI being the day this resolution is made 

(c)
contains a statement about why Council proposes to make the TLPI

(d)
contains a statement about how the proposed TLPI complies with section 23(1) of the Act.

ADOPTED

PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee moved, seconded by Councillor Kate RICHARDS that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Just a couple of items to discuss before I get to the actual Committee report from last week. 


First of all I just wanted to refer back to the bus contract that was in the E&C and just let my Committee know and anybody else who’s interested as well that we will be doing a presentation on the full contract and what the details are, now that we have the contract signed by both sides.


As the LORD MAYOR mentioned, there were non-disclosure agreements which made it very difficult to discuss the contract during the negotiation period, but I am happy to bring that to Committee as soon as we get back in the next session to go through the contract so everybody’s clear on what that involves as well.


There is also an announcement I need to make about the free seniors travel and I hope everybody’s listening because we’re very sorry there was—has been a bit of a mix up on the hours of the off-peak for the seniors.


So we announced six to six thinking that would be nice and easy for seniors to remember—six to six for the free off-peak—but TransLink has made it very clear that they won’t acknowledge anything before 7pm at night as being off‑peak. So it will be a 7pm until 6am for the seniors during the weeknights, but of course still all weekend and 8:30am until 3:30pm during the day. So just a note so everybody knows that if they’re getting questions on Facebook like I was—everybody very excited about it—it will be from 7pm in the evening after the peak-hour.


Last week’s presentation was on Brisbane’s major events for the first half of 2019 and it has been an extremely busy year. As well Brisbane Marketing have continued to make sure that they’ve got innovative whole of city approaches to delivering major events, and we looked at some of those seven significant events that were held between January and May this year: the Festival of Water Polo, Curiocity, Code, the Magic Round for the NRL, Cycling Australia Track Nationals, another big weekend and the Tour de Brisbane as well.


So it was fantastic to just have a look at the variety of things there are to go out and see and do in Brisbane. Curiocity that included the World Science Festival, installations along the Brisbane River, and of course the Code Conference at the end of those three weeks was an absolutely iconic event and fantastic to promote all things STEM—science, technology, engineering and maths—to our young people and old people alike.


The Brisbane Cycling Festival over 17 days, 50 free events and activations; we had more than 21,000 spectators and generated a media value of $1.1 million. So we reached 19 million people on that cycling festival. So we had the Track Nationals, the Six Day Brisbane and the Tour de Brisbane events all part of that festival. 


The Magic Round—I think everybody saw it, heard it and saw people in their colours all weekend. It was a festival of all things rugby league. Over 135,000 attendees there and a very large part of those from out of the region coming into Brisbane to spend their hard-earned dollars on things to see and do in Brisbane.


Very exciting and we know it’s popular when New South Wales has already made it very clear that they want to get in and get that event for next year. But we’ve got it for three years so we’re looking forward to building on the success of this year.


The second part of the year is going to be even bigger and better when you think of things coming up, like the Brisbane Festival obviously and the Opera Ring, which is the olympics of opera singing; a once in a lifetime opportunity that will be here in Brisbane and first time it’s going to be actually directed by an Asian opera director—artistic director. So that’s very, very exciting coming up in November as well.


There was also a petition in Committee last week about the barriers and I’ll leave that to the discussion of the Chamber and wrap up after. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you very much, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item B, the petition objecting to the installation of narrow driver barriers within Council’s bus fleet.


This was a petition that was initiated by and signed exclusively by bus drivers; 923 of Council’s employees—hardworking bus drivers—that we hear the LORD MAYOR and Councillor ADAMS now talk about. They’ll be the ones delivering these election commitments that we’re hearing.


The reason why these 923 bus drivers signed this petition and started this petition is because they don’t feel like this Council and this Administration running Council is listening to their concerns around safety.


Now the process that Council went through when trialling these barriers, following the Queensland Government’s inquiry, was that the only requirement is that they were to seek feedback from drivers. Now what this Administration did was propose three types of barriers: a very small one, a slightly less small one and then a half barrier. I think it’s the best way you can describe them. The papers describe them as narrow and wide barriers, but drivers that I’ve spoken to describe them—never describe them as wide barriers.


So the petition was—and the position of those drivers and the union was that the drivers should also be entitled to test and trial and have their views sought on full encapsulation as well, which is something this Administration ruled out, and every time we raise this and ask them about that they just say it’s a cost issue. It’s all about the dollars and cents; not about the safety of our bus drivers.


Now why do Brisbane’s bus drivers have these significant concerns? Well, Mr Chair, here are some reasons I’ve got here back to 2017, if we could go further back. The total verbal abuse—moderate—which is termed derogatory remarks, swearing and obscene gestures—in 2017, 280 incidents of verbal abuse against our drivers. Extreme verbal abuse—shouting, screaming at a driver or punching the bus, 83. Thirteen of our drivers were spat on while working in our buses in 2017, 16 were either pushed or punched in 2017, seven of them had low grade physical contacts so were at least touched, one of them had an object thrown at them while at work and 10 experienced theft.


In 2018, 363 of our drivers were subjected to verbal abuse in the moderate form, 91 in the extreme form. Twenty-seven last year were spat on while at work, 12 were pushed or punched and nine in 2018 had low grade physical contact. Three of them last year had something thrown at them while they were at work and that increased to 16 thefts on buses.


This year in January, there was 36 incidences of verbal abuse—moderate—seven of extreme, two were spat on, two were punched or pushed and three experienced theft. February, 29 of our bus drivers had moderate verbal abuse. Ten of them were subjected to extreme verbal abuse, three of them were spat on, one of them was punched or pushed and one had an object thrown at them while at work.


In March this year, 39 of our drivers were subjected to moderate verbal abuse, eight of them to extreme verbal abuse, another one was spat on, two of them were pushed or punched and two had objects thrown at them. In April this year, 43 were subjected to verbal abuse in the moderate kind, seven extreme verbal abuse, another three were spat on, another two were punched or pushed and another two were subjected to theft. In May this year, 52 of our drivers were subjected to moderate verbal abuse, seven to extreme verbal abuse, two more were spat on, one more was punched or pushed and another two were subjected to theft while at work.


Our drivers love the work they do. I’ve been at depots and spoken to bus drivers, they have real pride in the work that they do, Mr Chair, but as employees of the Brisbane City Council they deserve to be working in a zero harm environment. We cannot, Mr Chair, put a price tag on this issue. Now we’re not saying that every single one of the in excess of 1,200 buses should be fitted today with full encapsulation barriers, but the drivers who are on the front line, who are being spat on, who are having things thrown at them while they are sitting in their work chair, who are being subjected to extreme verbal abuse, who don’t feel safe while at work, they need to be consulted properly about the solutions that are available to them.


Now we know, we’ve had the discussion that in the new bus build contract, that is a possibly. We think that it is incumbent on this Administration to make sure in the interim that those high risk routes, that they now—this Administration now admits and has publically released details on, something that we have been trying to get out of them for years—that there are problem routes in our City where these incidents are happening with more regularity, that our drivers are offered the best possible protection. So the response that this Administration has given to our drivers here in this petition response is not good enough and we will not be supporting it because we are supporting our bus drivers.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Mr Chairman, I rise to speak tonight on the item before us in relation to the encapsulation modules for the buses. This is something that for many Councillors in this Chamber, you will know that it is a personal issue for me because I was with Manmeet Alisher two weeks before he was tragically killed. Mr Chairman, I’ll continue when Councillor JOHNSTON ceases showing disrespect to a person of this Council who was killed in duty and her disrespect in this Chamber—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, point of order.

Chair:
Point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I find Councillor OWEN’s comments to be absolutely and fundamentally offensive. I feel her comments absolutely inappropriate and at no point—at no point—have I made any disrespectful statement, comment or action towards Manmeet Sharma or any other Council officer and she is lying—

Chair:
Don’t go—Don’t go too far—Councillor JOHNSTON—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—lying in this Council Chamber and I ask you to ensure she withdraws those comments.

Chair:
This is an exceptionally sensitive topic. Can I remind all Councillors to show courtesy and respect when dealing with this matter please.

Councillor OWEN:
I will just place it on the record, Mr Chairman—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Councillors, please do not use the administrative mechanisms inside the rules to have a tete-a-tete across the Chamber, alright? We’re trying to have the order of the agenda moved forwards. 


Please Councillor JOHNSTON, your point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Councillor OWEN has made utterly repulsive and offensive statements about me and I would like them to be withdrawn. They are completely untrue, they are fabricated and they need to be withdrawn, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor JOHNSTON. 


Councillor OWEN, will you withdraw the comments?

Councillor OWEN:
Mr Chairman, Councillor JOHNSTON’s actions when I started speaking and referred to Manmeet Alisher she started going uurgh and shaking her head which is evidenced in the video footage—

Chair:
Okay, alright. We’re going to stop right now.

Councillor OWEN:
—Mr Chairman—

Chair:
Stop. Councillor OWEN—

Councillor OWEN:
—so no, I won’t withdraw.

Chair:
—can you please stop. Councillor OWEN, please stop. The personal interactions of Councillors are, in my view, secondary to the subject matter of the agenda. Can we please return our attention to the subject matter of the agenda and not our personal feelings about each other. Councillor OWEN—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, I ask that you direct Councillor OWEN to withdraw those statements which were offensive, untrue and they are defamatory and if she thinks that I will not take it further, she is mistaken.

Chair:
Please do not threaten Councillors in this place. As I said, personal feelings between Councillors is not a matter on this agenda. Councillor OWEN, please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
If you continue to make points of order—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m seeking a ruling from you as to the Meetings Local Law which you’ve not given. When you make a ruling saying she doesn’t withdraw, I’ll move dissent and we can move on but I cannot do that until you deal with my point of order under the Meetings Local Law.

Chair:
As I’ve said, I’ve asked Councillor OWEN to withdraw, she’s not done so. The personal feelings of Councillors are not a concern of this Council, alright?


Councillor OWEN, please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
If this is a—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m moving dissent in your ruling.

The dissent motion lapsed for want of a seconder.

Chair:
Carry on, Councillor OWEN.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
It’s a procedural matter. 


Carry on, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
So I would like to put it on the record, Mr Chairman, that for the bus drivers this issue is extremely important to them. It is something that they think about day in, day out. I have had the opportunity over the years to have many interactions in particular with the bus drivers that are based on the south side, particularly at Willawong and Sherwood depots. I have had the union representatives come to me to discuss the concerns that they held with the encapsulation and about the safety concerns that they have when they are driving every day. In order to help the bus drivers rather than gain political point scoring opportunities, I have facilitated opportunities for bus drivers and the union representatives to have direct discussions with senior police working in the area that were coordinating the intelligence gathering to assess the routes and they appreciated that opportunity to have those direct conversations.


I know that many of the bus drivers are still feeling the loss of Manmeet. I was with Manmeet two weeks before he was tragically killed. I was there with many of our bus drivers and many of the community when they farewelled him for his journey home. For any of you who know the cultural practices you would realise that this is a situation that is extremely personally sensitive for so many people but it is something that once you encounter it you can never go back. The grief that was displayed that day when we farewelled Manmeet for his journey home will be forever etched in my memory. The grief that I witnessed when I travelled to his home village of Alisher in India and personally conveyed condolences to his friends and his relatives was appreciated but they were still feeling that grief.


We need to make sure that our bus drivers know how much their safety is a concern for this Administration and all Councillors in this place. Over the years we had many projectile incidents in my ward. Everyone kept saying to me oh, you’re not going to catch these people who are throwing rocks at the buses or unripe lemons that go through the windows of a driver’s window and render him unconscious when he’s driving a bus down Algester Road outside my office, but catch them we did, and I would not sit back and do nothing. What we are doing at the moment is something that is important, it must be dealt with properly and you cannot just rush ahead and implement things that might not necessarily be the most beneficial given the circumstances.


This was a very, very unusual and isolated situation. We have had situations where police have been attacked on our buses and our bus driver actually rendered aid to the police officers and drove them out of that particular street to safety. That driver wouldn’t have been able to have helped those police officers if he was completely encapsulated. We cannot anticipate every single situation. We have implemented CCTV on our buses, we have implemented shatterproof glass, we have implemented procedures in relation to projectiles. There are ways for the bus drivers to communicate if they are concerned about security and safety but what it comes down to first and foremost is that the general public who are acting in a manner that is disrespectful and unsafe and abusive to our bus drivers—they need to stop.


Our drivers—and I agree with Councillor CASSIDY—our drivers need to be able to go to work and know that they’re not going to be abused or spat on or subjected to verbal abuse. The very people who can stop that are the very people who get on our buses because all I ask is that when people travel on our buses say good morning or good afternoon or good evening to our bus drivers, say thank you when they deliver you to your destination because they do love their job. They do provide a great service. They are wonderful people and this is where after that tragic incident a couple of years ago we saw signs emerging across this City. Without any planning they went up everywhere saying we love our bus drivers so let’s see that again. Let’s see people behaving respectfully to each other, to our bus drivers and on all forms of public transport because it doesn’t take too much to be kind and compassionate and decent to another human being.


I do know that some of the bus drivers have had concerns through the testing process in regards to glare and we have to take those concerns seriously. I understand that different drivers have different views of the different modules for encapsulation but we have to make sure that we make these decisions for the right reasons not for political point scoring.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Yes, point of order.

Seriatim - Clause B
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause B, PETITION – OBJECTING TO THE INSTALLATION OF NARROW DRIVER BARRIERS WITHIN COUNCIL’S BUS FLEET, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Yes. 


Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak on item B. Firstly can I say that this is a petition to discuss the installation of driver barriers within buses. What I’ve just heard and what I object to, is Councillor OWEN making this speech about herself. That whole speech was premise on me, me, me. I didn’t actually hear a lot about the driver’s barriers. Certainly every single Councillor in this place was disturbed and upset by what happened to Manmeet Sharma and for Councillor OWEN to stand up—

Chair:
Yes, Councillor JOHNSTON, I trust you see the irony of when you’re saying another person’s talking about themselves and then you do much the same—can you please just stick to the substance of the matter at hand.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes and you just told her it was quite okay. So I’m sorry, if it’s okay for her to speak about these matters, then clearly it must be okay for me.

Chair:
Well you weren’t talking about these matters, you were talking about Councillor OWEN, so can you just please talk about the substance.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So you’re not allowed to mention in debate, just to be clear, another Councillor’s debate?

Chair:
Of course you are.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Right, thank you, so I will continue. I am disturbed as were all other Councillors in this place at the time that one of our bus drivers had died. We had a really difficult discussion about that in this place but since then there have been really practical issues which need to be resolved to ensure that Council bus drivers working in our community are safe and protected from harm in their workplace. Now to my knowledge all the way through this process, there has been division about what the best type of bus barrier for the bus drivers has been. Now as I understand it today before us we have a petition, with about 1,000 bus drivers having signed it, saying that they don’t support the bus barrier being installed by Council. Now I have genuine concerns about that. If 1,000 bus drivers are saying to us that they don’t think Council has got this right then that is something we should all be concerned about. It’s not a I was more upset by Manmeet’s death than you were upset, I mean that’s just childish debate. The issue here is whether or not we have the right safety measure in place that will be supported by our bus drivers and will give them the greatest possible protection.


Now 1,000 bus drivers don’t think we’ve got it right and they’ve done a petition asking us to consider what we are doing and I for one am listening. I do not believe that we should be pushing ahead without their support and if 1,000 people signed a petition saying that there is a problem we as a Council should be listening. The emotion needs to be taken out of this debate and we need to make the right decision to ensure that our staff members at Council are protected from harm in their workplace.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor ADAMS, DEPUTY MAYOR, please.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look I think we need to bring it back to the case at point. The case at point is there’s a petition that came in from the RTBU (Rail, Tram and Bus Union) protesting the installation of a bus driver barrier on the Council bus fleet and I don’t say that lightly. It was a petition from the RTBU because it actually was authorised by the RTBU which you don’t actually usually need on a petition but it was authorised by the union. I think one thing that we all agree on in this place is that all workers, whether they be bus drivers or LAS (Local Asset Services) officers, or people that work in Brisbane Square or Green Square, need to feel safe when they come to work, need to feel secure and need to be safe and be secure when they come to work as well. I would have to say that drivers’ safety has to be something that is above politics. Unfortunately in this case I’m not sure if this petition is above politics but we are taking it at face value. It is very disappointing that Council has been out to comprehensive consultation with bus drivers, bus drivers who are then proactively urged not to engage with Council but to sign the union petition and that is disappointing, because that puts this back into the political basket and that’s not where it should be.


This should be an opportunity for Council bus drivers to tell us what they want not to be told by the unions not to speak to us. We did go out and speak to them and we did put forward three options. We sought survey responses between June 2018 and March 2019 and many drivers actually said that they didn’t want any barriers at all. They felt that it would impede their work environment. We trialled three—a wide barrier, a partial frameless barrier and a narrow barrier and ultimately we couldn’t get a majority agreement on any one of those barriers but we did get a majority—the largest portion of those surveyed saying that the narrow barrier was probably the one that they would pick out of all of those.


Overwhelmingly, our data highlights the random nature that bus driver assaults occur and Councillor CASSIDY actually outlined the month-by-month assaults, which are absolutely not acceptable in the workplace, but again unfortunately 95% of them are behaviour driven. Four—I listened very carefully Councillor CASSIDY and in each of those months—four of them were physical abuse. So we have over 6,000 bus stops over 3,000,000 trips per year, we have four recorded physical assaults a month—four too many—absolutely, four too many—but no amount of barrier unfortunately is going to stop verbal abuse, vicious verbal abuse, spitting. Actually indication show that where they put in wired barriers, that spitting actually increases as the assault on bus drivers and don’t let’s start on the actual full enclosure barrier. The full enclosure barrier obviously—we trialled it, the wide barrier and we had to remove it after two months of the consultation because there was such a high volume of driver complaints.


Now I take note here that there is no suggestion from this petition on what they would like, that they just don’t like what we’re suggesting. But the concerns around visibility, glare, lack of air flow, drivers were constantly having to lean forward to speak to customers—they’re going to be totally cut off on a full enclosure. Some drivers actually flat out refused to drive a bus with a wide barrier that was installed. So we’re going for the happy balance, the narrow barrier. We get some protection—we got driver feedback, we looked at the impact on customers, we had a look—we went through the Queensland Bus Industry Council—they indicated that that aligned with the direction that was being adopted by other operators across private industry and so we are moving forward with the narrow barriers.


We considered a whole lot of things when deciding on these barriers—the additional protection, the actual installation of the barrier and if it actually generates additional risk factors. A bus driver totally enclosed is absolutely inaccessible if something does happen in the incidence of a bus driver having a heart attack or being injured or there’s an accident or they need to get out of the bus quickly. It will be very difficult in a full enclosure. We did listen to the feedback of the bus drivers and we did actually consult and we feel that this is the best solution for the majority of bus drivers. We have heard before that the RTBU want full encapsulation but that is not what has been indicated on this petition here tonight.


As I said before, what we have seen with full encapsulation that it increases spitting offences. I said it makes it very difficult for the driver to get out in an emergency and there was concerns about the driver entrapment and instances of claustrophobia. Again, also retrofitting all the air-con vents because you can imagine in a Brisbane climate, in an encapsulated area, that needs to be separately air-conditioned for them to be comfortable in their workplace as well. So the reality is that we are doing all we can to make a safe work environment for our bus drivers. We are delivering resilience training to help them deal with those anti-social events. There are static guards at the interchanges, we’ve got CCTV cameras, anti-shatter film on the bus windows, situational awareness, de‑escalation training. We have been asking the Minister on multiple occasions for 50 senior network officers. We did get a reply last week, we’re getting 16 senior network officers across South East Queensland so I’m not holding my breath too many of them actually being on Brisbane buses, but we are also waiting to see the essential funding from the State Government grant for the installation of these as well.


What it comes down to is we are doing everything in our power to make Brisbane bus drivers safe. As it stands we will wait the outcome of that grant application and we will continue to work with our bus drivers and the RTBU to make sure that they feel safe, and are as safe as possible in their work place. Thank you, Mr Chair.
Chair:
Thank you. Alright, I’ll put the resolution for item A. 

Clause A put

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

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B of the report of the Public and Active Transport and Economic 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: 17 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Nicole JOHNSTON and Jonathan SRI.
The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams (Chair) and Councillors Jared Cassidy, David McLachlan, Angela Owen and Jonathan Sri.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – MAJOR EVENTS 2019

854/2018-19

1.
Anne-Maree Moon, General Manager, Tourism and Major Events, Brisbane Marketing, attended the meeting to provide an update on major events in 2019. She provided the information below.

2.
Brisbane Marketing is taking an innovative whole-of-city approach to delivering major events in Brisbane. Between January and May 2019, seven new significant major events were delivered:

-
Festival of Water Polo

-
Curiocity Brisbane

-
QODE Brisbane

-
National Rugby League (NRL) Magic Round Brisbane

-
Cycling Australia Track Nationals

-
Six Day Brisbane

-
Tour de Brisbane.

3.
Curiocity Brisbane is a clustering of events, which includes the key events Curiocities, World Science Festival Brisbane and QODE Brisbane. These events promote science, arts and technology, and represent the aspirations of Brisbane. Examples of Curiocity Brisbane’s marketing campaign, along with key event marketing and support, were shown to the Committee.

4.
Curiocities involved 15 installations with 124,000 people attending, and generated a media value of $1,068,612. World Science Festival Brisbane held more than 80 events with approximately 185,657 attendees, and generated $2,525,606 of media value. QODE Brisbane had 154 exhibitors from 19 countries and attracted approximately 2,500 attendees, generating $356,544 media value.

5.
The Cycling Australia Track Nationals, Six Day Brisbane and Tour de Brisbane events were the key events of the Brisbane Cycling Festival. This festival is an iconic event that reinforces Brisbane’s position as a leading cycling city. Examples of Brisbane Cycling Festival’s marketing campaign, along with key event marketing and support, were shown to the Committee.

6.
The Brisbane Cycling Festival was held over 17 days and offered more than 50 free events and activations to the public. Approximately 4,574 riders participated across all of the events, which attracted 21,016 spectators. The event reached approximately 19,047,598 people, generating $1,132,789 media value.

7.
The Cycling Australia Track Nationals and Tour de Brisbane events were live steamed via Cycling Australia and Kayo channels. Six Day Brisbane received national and international broadcast via Channel 7 and Eurosport (broadcast to 71 countries).

8.
Photos displaying examples of Brisbane Marketing’s whole-of-city approach to delivering major events in Brisbane were shown to the Committee.

9.
The NRL Magic Round Brisbane involved eight matches, 16 teams and outstanding media and fan support. Approximately 134,677 people from more than 10 countries attended the event, with 3,811,648 people viewing the event on TV. There were also 23 visits to the event by schools and junior sports clubs. In regard to print media, there were approximately 3,069 news articles that reached a cumulative audience of 70 million people, generating $14 million media value. Other events that were held as part of the NRL Magic Round Brisbane included the Million Dollar Kick fan day, the NRL Coaches Clinic, a CEO summit and an Innovation in Sport business lunch.

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Moon for her informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – OBJECTING TO THE INSTALLATION OF NARROW DRIVER BARRIERS WITHIN COUNCIL’S BUS FLEET



CA19/293829

855/2018-19

12.
A petition objecting to the installation of narrow driver barriers within Council’s bus fleet, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 March 2019, by Councillor Jared Cassidy, and received.

13.
The Divisional Manager, Transport for Brisbane, provided the following information.

14.
The petition contained a total of 923 signatures from Transport for Brisbane operators. Of these petitioners, 41 are from Toowong Bus Depot, 65 are from Garden City Bus Depot, 95 are from Eagle Farm Bus Depot, 121 are from Carina Bus Depot, 108 are from Sherwood Bus Depot, 199 are from Virginia Bus Depot and 294 are from Willawong Bus Depot.

15.
Following the release of the Queensland Government’s final response to the bus driver safety review in June 2018, Council trialled barrier solutions on its buses.

16.
The trial was established with the intent to select a barrier for fleet wide implementation with three barriers trialled: a wide barrier, a narrow barrier and a partial frameless barrier. When selecting the barriers to be trialled, considerations such as the potential for operator entrapment post accident, internal glare of perspex systems, redirection of air conditioning vents for bus operator comfort and capsule behaviour during collision were taken into account.

17.
In determining the final barrier for adoption, Council considered a number of factors including:

-
the degree to which the barrier provides additional protection to the bus operator

-
the degree to which the installation of the barrier will generate additional risk factors for the bus operator

-
the effect of the barrier on customer service interactions

-
the nature of the feedback provided by bus operators during extensive staff consultation.

18.
During the trial of the wide barrier, it was removed after two months due to a high volume of bus operator complaints. Furthermore, concerns regarding visibility, glare, and lack of airflow resulted in several bus operators refusing to drive buses fitted with this barrier type. 

19.
Of the remaining two barrier types being trialled, the partial frameless barrier received negative comments from bus operators regarding glare, especially when driving at night.

20.
At the conclusion of the trial and based on operational experience, the narrow barrier was deemed to be the most appropriate for installation on Council buses.

21.
Furthermore, discussions with the Queensland Bus Industry Council indicated the selection of the narrow barrier is aligned with the direction being adopted by other operators across private industry. Additionally, advice from Workplace Health and Safety Queensland outlines that Council has met its obligation under the Workplace Health and Safety Act 2011 with the installation of the narrow barrier.

Consultation

22.
Councillor Krista Adams, Deputy Mayor and Chair of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

23.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Jonathan Sri dissenting.

24.
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: CA19/293829

Thank you for your petition objecting to Council’s decision to install narrow barriers within the Council bus fleet. 

Your petition was investigated and it was considered by Council at its meeting held on (date).

As part of the barrier trial, feedback was obtained from bus operators through an extensive consultation process. This included feedback via electronic survey and by direct response to depot staff. More than 358 electronic responses were received, with feedback including concerns for the need to install barriers in general. 

Council undertook a trial of three different barrier types: a wide barrier, a narrow barrier, and a partial frameless barrier. As part of the trial, consultation and feedback from bus operators was considered and this has informed Council’s final decision.

During the trial of the wide barrier, it was removed after two months due to a high volume of bus operator complaints. Furthermore, concerns regarding visibility, glare, and lack of airflow resulted in several bus operators refusing to drive buses fitted with this barrier type. 

Of the remaining two barrier types being trialled, the partial frameless barrier received negative comments from bus operators regarding glare, especially when driving at night.

At the conclusion of the trial and based on operational experience, the narrow barrier was deemed to be the most appropriate for installation on Council buses.

Furthermore, discussions with the Queensland Bus Industry Council indicated the selection of the narrow barrier is aligned with the direction being adopted by other operators across private industry. Additionally, advice from Workplace Health and Safety Queensland outlines that Council has met its obligation under the Workplace Health and Safety Act 2011 with the installation of the narrow barrier.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

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

Thank you for raising this matter.

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 4 June 2019, be adopted.

Chair: 
Is there any debate? 


Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Thank you, Mr Chair. We had two presentations at Committee last week. One was about the proposed heavy vehicle ban trial on Watson Road in Acacia Ridge. This is one that will commence on 1 July. It follows on from work that Council has undertaken from 2015 and just to be clear, Council buses and waste collection vehicles will not be subject to this ban. Certainly this has been something that has been strongly advocated by the local Councillor, Councillor GRIFFITHS. I believe that he is happy with the outcome as it is proposed. We’ve put a lot of work into this.


There’s been some good engagement with the Department of Transport and Main Roads. We’re putting in a lot of signage to try and make sure that people are well aware of what the new proposed routes will be to direct those heavy vehicles that are seeking to go to the resource recovery location. So I hope that this will be a phenomenal success and hope to see a significant improvement. There are certainly a number of vehicles that are travelling down there. In 2017, we did an origin/destination survey and found that there were 800 heavy vehicles travelling down this particular route each and every day. So hopefully we will see a significant, a very significant, reduction in those vehicles travelling down Watson Road in future. 


The second presentation was on the Wynnum Road corridor Stage 1 and Stage 1b projects so this is particularly on the northern side of the project. We’re seeing the works nearing completion with pavements 80% complete, public utilities at 95% completed with the decorative works to the noise attenuation nearly complete. We’ve got the upgrade cycle way and footpaths also nearly completed and the new intersection at Kulpurum Street was opened in April of this year. We will be undertaking a major switch onto the southern side of the corridor this year and we have got the public utilities there at about 20% complete.


We have undertaken a trial to close Bennetts Road at the right hand turn in order to reduce the night works with two alternate routes that have been proposed. The trial has been completed. We did get feedback—so we got 10 pieces of feedback, nine negative and one neutral. We certainly believe that—and there’s been consultation with the local Councillor, Councillor COOK, to walk her through and make sure that she’s comfortable with what is proposed. I understand she is comfortable because she would prefer to have day works rather than night works in this specific location. So hopefully we’ll see good outcomes as a result of both of these particular initiatives, thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes thank you, Mr Chairman. I just rise to speak on item A, Watson Road truck diversion. As Councillor COOPER was saying it has been a long process for residents and for business down in Acacia Ridge to see this trial come to fruition. It’s certainly been something that I’ve been supporting during my time in Council and so I welcomed the trial and I thank Councillor COOPER for delivering on this.


I understand that the trial will seek to divert at least half the trucks away from Watson Road. The other half of the trucks potentially can use the street because there is still the address of the business that they’re visiting, BMI, is actually in Watson Road so technically it’s difficult to get them off that particular road. However we also have the opportunity and can come in in a timely way where BMI is going through a development application at the moment. Potentially this trial, and its findings, could fit with some of the recommendations we make to BMI about turns into their property and out of their property so I actually think this makes a great deal of sense, this trial. I’ve written to the State members in relation to this issue. One of the things we can’t do is enforce the truck ban, the State needs to do that. So I’ve made it really clear to our State members that if we want this to work we need to have their involvement as well. There’s a lot of things Council does but we do depend on the State to work in conjunction with us.


So overall I think this is a good opportunity for the local community down there. They’ve certainly been plagued by these 800 trucks a day. There have been no major accidents down there. There’s been a truck rollover but no injuries per se, but no suburban area should have 800 trucks a day travelling through it and particularly when there’s existing alternate routes that they can use that aren’t much longer. This is a really sensible move so yes, I welcome it. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I just rise and I’d like to speak on item B around the Wynnum Road corridor project. This project is still causing a lot of disruption and frustration for a lot of residents in my ward. A lot of people are still losing sleep and finding that the clothes on the line in the backyard and their back windows are caked with a lot more dust and grime than used to occur prior to this work starting, so there are still some serious concerns in terms of how the construction site and how the work is being managed. I’m not satisfied that the measures to control erosion and sediment and airborne dust pollution are satisfactory. I know the officers are trying but there’s still a lot of dust in the air along that corridor so whatever measures or rules the Council is currently imposing simply aren’t enough.


It’s not pleasant at all as a pedestrian to be along that corridor. You find—it just feels a lot dustier when you’re inhaling and it makes for a much less comfortable environment. But above and beyond that we’re still seeing a lot of what I would describe as excessive disruption to the footpaths, both on the northern and on the southern side. There’s a section of the southern footpath outside the former Post Office, just to the west of the Heidelberg Street intersection and that area is still really uneven. It’s not DDA (Disability Discrimination Act) compliant. It’s been left like that for months now and it feels like even when we raise these concerns the project team doesn’t really do anything about it. So the walkway is still not wide enough for two strollers or bicycles or even a couple of people to pass each other at the same times and that means that pedestrians are sort of having to wait in the middle of the roadway while oncoming pedestrians from the other direction move through that narrow area. So there are quite a few significant safety concerns around how the construction process is being managed and I’m not satisfied that Council is doing its duty and fulfilling its duty of care to protect people during that construction period.


I do want to thank and acknowledge the Administration for supporting the renaming to Kulpurum Street which we discussed previously. Just for the record, the pronunciation is more like Kool-puroom which depending on which linguist or Elder you talk to is the name for that creek corridor and is sort of the same root word as the name of the suburb Coorparoo.


Yes, I’m just—I’m feeling really sad for the people who live along there because their lives have really been turned upside down by this project. It’s really, really hard for our community to bear the brunt of a road widening project like this, particularly when there’s no real case to be made that it’s going to improve traffic congestion long term and I just genuinely feel for those residents. The amount of disruption, the amount of lost sleep, the sense of having your local neighbourhood torn up and divided by a major road is really disempowering and crushing for people.


What used to feel like a connected neighbourhood where you had a row of small local businesses, where people could duck across the road to get to the local park, where there were shady trees shading the footpaths, where there were a series of character houses, all that’s lost now. We’ve spent $115 million replacing established trees, parkland and character homes with bitumen—that’s what we’ve done. We’ve spent $115 million replacing people’s homes with bitumen in a manner that doesn’t accord with modern transport planning principles, where there’s no evidence to suggest that this will long term improve traffic congestion, where the short term benefits are marginal at best and where the negative impacts upon the local community are significant and ongoing.


So I hope this Administration understands the damage it has done and the pain it has caused. I hope the Administration understands what a woeful waste of rate payer money this project has been and that it will not make the same mistake again and that it will not seek to widen other roads in the inner city in this way. It’s been a categorical disaster and I’m just really disappointed that this Administration wouldn’t listen to local residents when they raised those concerns early on.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I just rise briefly to speak on item B. The part that I’m interested in—at this stage—is 1B, which is the temporary right hand closure from Bennetts Road. I wanted to thank Councillor COOPER for her help with this particular part of the project. When this was first raised with me I had significant community feedback opposing the temporary closure. As part of that I met with City Projects to negotiate a temporary closure for a full week trial period and I thank the City Projects team for the work that they’ve done in conducting community consultation on site at the start of that trial.


During the trial as Councillor COOPER has said, we’ve had only 10 submissions from the community. I must admit I was quite surprised about that number and expressed that view to the project team, that it wasn’t higher given the high level of community interest in that particular site, but despite that we have now discussed what the best way forward would be. We have agreed to complete that project with the temporary right hand closure remaining in place. I had reluctantly agreed to but I think the fact that we have hundreds of vehicles using that right hand turn each day, and only 10 complaints, doesn’t really leave us with any other options. We did have some complaints around night works—noisy night works—which I’m assured by the project team was in relation to the removal of the traffic lights at that location and I’ve asked the team to keep the community updated about when those traffic lights will be reinstated.


The other thing with this particular location, that I had asked about, was the pedestrian and cycling access which again I’m assured by the team are temporary measures and we will see those rectified because there are some issues particularly that have been raised by the east region bicycle user group and I’ve asked the project team to also liaise with them directly around those concerns. On that basis the trial will no longer be a trial, that temporary right hand closure will be in place until the completion of the project. I have asked for some more clarity around completion dates and I’ve been told that they will be defined further once the tram track removal has taken place. Some residents had also expressed concern about the historical significance of those tram tracks but again we’ve had the historical section of City Projects look into that and they have resolved those issues for the community and I thank them for doing that work as well.


So for now we will continue to monitor that situation. There will be communication going out to the community around the extension of that right hand closure—and we will wait now to get those updates about the timing for completion on that project.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Very briefly, Mr Chairman. I thank Councillor GRIFFITHS and Councillor COOK for their comments. I respect what they have to say and certainly just want to assure the Councillors that we will continue to work closely with them. Just with respect to the comment of Councillor SRI, the suggestion that this project is only for one purpose is not correct. This project serves a range of purposes. This is a very important connection to the eastern suburbs but also when you look at the statistics for traffic incidents in this location, 118 incidents over a five year period between Latrobe Street and Riding Road is something of deep concern to Council. This project also delivers widening of the road but it also delivers a two-way off-road bikeway. It realigns bus stops and removes right hand turn movements for significant improvements to safety as well as congestion benefits. So I disagree with him, this is something I believe that is an important project and we certainly will be continuing to deliver these kinds of projects for our great City. Thank you, Mr Chair.

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

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – TRIAL HEAVY VEHICLE BAN ‑ WATSON ROAD, ACACIA RIDGE   

856/2018-19

1.
Marie Gales, Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to present the Trial Heavy Vehicle Ban – Watson Road, Acacia Ridge. She provided the information below.

2.
Council has proposed a 12-month trial to ban heavy vehicles on Watson Road, Acacia Ridge, due to commence on 1 July 2019.

3.
Feedback was received by the community about heavy vehicles on Watson Road. In 2017, an origin‑destination survey found Watson Road carries approximately 800 heavy vehicle trips a day. Half of the heavy vehicle trips are directly associated with the BMI Resource Recovery site (BMI) with the remaining half having other origin destinations.

4.
The current overnight ban was installed in 2015, prohibiting heavy vehicles exceeding 4.5 tonnes gross vehicle mass (GVM) from using Watson Road between 8pm and 6am. Transport for Brisbane (TfB) buses were considered to be authorised vehicles and not subject to the overnight ban.

5.
A traffic survey in May 2016 confirmed that heavy vehicle volumes on Watson Road are approximately 800 per day. In 2017, an origin-destination survey of heavy vehicles and its subsequent modelling found that approximately 50% access BMI and approximately 50% travel to Acacia Ridge and/or Archerfield. The heavy vehicle volumes peak between 1.30pm and 3.30pm and approximately 71% travel from Acacia Ridge and Archerfield industrial areas. 

6.
The proposed 12-month trial ban of heavy vehicles exceeding 4.5 GVM on Watson Road will commence on 1 July 2019. State legislation exempts heavy vehicles having an origin and/or destination through Watson Road. Council’s refuse collection contractors and TfB buses have been provided written authorisation to use Watson Road. 

7.
The Committee was shown two maps displaying alternative routes and signage plans. Existing signs for the overnight ban on Watson Road will be altered to a full 24-hour ban. Directional signage to Watson Road to BMI will be located on southbound routes. Directional signage to Acacia Ridge and Archerfield industrial precincts will be located on the northbound route (subject to approval from Department of Transport and Main Roads). 

8.
It is proposed that letters be sent to the major stakeholders on 17 June 2019 to advise of the trial. These stakeholders include BMI, Archerfield and Acacia Ridge industrial precinct businesses, residents of Acacia Ridge, TfB, Council’s refuse collection contractors and Watson Road State School.

9.
The ban will be enforced by Queensland Police Service, as Council does not have jurisdiction to issue traffic infringement notices. Transport Operations (Road Use Management – Road Rules) Regulation 2009, makes it an offence for heavy vehicle drivers to drive past an applicable ban. Subsection (4) provides a defence if:

-
the destination of the driver’s vehicle was on or near the road on which the ‘no trucks sign’ was located

-
the driver could not reach the vehicle’s destination by another route 

-
the driver could reach the vehicle’s destination by another route only by contravening another ‘no trucks sign’ in a way mentioned in subsections (1), (2) or (3).

10.
An origin-destination traffic survey of heavy vehicles will be conducted mid-trial. Detailed traffic modelling, based on traffic surveys and origin‑destination surveys, will be used to identify and quantify impacts to key industry stakeholders. Industry stakeholders and the local community will be invited to contact Council about any impacts this ban will have.

11.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Gales for her informative presentation.

12.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – WYNNUM ROAD CORRIDOR STAGE 1 AND STAGE 1B
857/2018-19

13.
Graham Nell, Program Director, Civil and Transport, Project Management, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to present the Wynnum Road Corridor Stage 1 and Stage 1b. He provided the information below.

14.
A map of the project location of the Wynnum Road Corridor Stage 1 and Stage 1b was shown to the Committee. 

15.
The Wynnum Road Corridor update Stage 1 will see the widening of the current four lanes to six lanes.  Stage 1 of the northern side of the Wynnum Road corridor is nearing completion, with 80% of pavements complete. Public Utility Plant (PUP) works are 95% complete. The decorative boundary, the cycleway and footpaths are nearing completion. The new intersection at Kulpurum Street has opened and landscaping of the area is underway. The Mowbray Park light refurbishment is also underway.

16.
On the southern side of the corridor, the major switch will occur in June and 20% of the PUP work has been completed. The Committee was shown pictures of the project. 

17.
Stage 1b includes a trial closure of the Bennetts Road right-hand turn to reduce night work activities. Night works on Bennetts Road had to be reduced due to the removal of tram tracks that were unearthed during construction. Norman Avenue property reinstatement works are underway.  

18.
The Bennetts Road trial detour four-week trial has been completed, with two alternate routes observing minimal impact. Approximately 3,400 vehicles used this detour per day, with a daily average delay of two-minutes. Council is currently reviewing trial feedback. 

19.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Nell for his informative presentation.

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 4 June 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chairman. Before I get to the Committee Report, I just want to—I can’t remember whether I did in the TLPI debate put on record my thanks for the Council officers who have worked very hard to get that TLPI prepared and ready so it could be here today and I want to just acknowledge and thank the Council officers who have been involved in that for their hard work.


Could I also just speak quickly to the three items—there’s three items. There’s a petition about The Corso at Seven Hills being included as part of the Village Precinct Projects initiative. There’s a petition requesting Council allow a martial arts facility down in Councillor GRIFFITHS’ ward to continue to operate in an industrial zone. But there was a Committee presentation Mr Chairman, about the Intergenerational Planning Forum that Council held two weeks ago. This is an outcome of Brisbane’s Future Blueprint that we hold an annual intergenerational forum. There was a rich and diverse group of people in the room. Over 350 people attended—residents attended the forum, Mr Chairman, where we had a number of speakers including Bernard Salt who provided interesting information and then Nicole Dyson who led a fantastic discussion session with the residents about how they can be drivers of change in their local community, but also what change they would like to see happening in the city as well, Mr Chairman.


This is a part of our ongoing engagement with the residents of Brisbane not just around planning issues, Mr Chairman, but about liveability and a better city more broadly. It’s a great initiative and something that I encourage all residents to become involved with when we held next year’s Intergenerational Planning Forum, but also encourage all Councillors to come and attend. We had a very rich—as I said—and diverse group of people. We split people up. So if you had a married couple that came or a couple that came, we tried to move people around on tables so that you didn’t end up with eastern suburbs people sitting at one table and western suburbs people sitting at another or certain interest groups sitting at one table so that we actually facilitated real discussion and got a diverse range of views at those tables to help get some really great feedback and outcomes and ideas out of that discussion session with Nicole Dyson and I commend the report to the Council Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair, I rise to speak on item B, the petition requesting that The Corso, Seven Hills be fully funded and constructed as part of the Village Precinct Project in 2019-2020. Mr Chair, this is the latest petition—number four in fact—in this 10-year campaign by my community to have The Corso Precinct upgraded. This petition was presented back in February, Mr Chair, which gave this LNP Administration plenty of time to consider its contents and come back to my community. However, Mr Chair, here we are four months later and just one day out from the budget considering it today. This petition is in addition to the one as I said presented in October 2011, August 2014 and November 2018 and I should know that there is still another petition in fact outstanding that was presented in February this year as well regarding car parking at the same location.


Mr Chair, this petition has 127 signatures—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor COOK:
—the majority of which come from the local area and from residents who frequent the shops located at The Corso. There are also hundreds of other signatures from the previous petitions. Now I’m sure no one in this Chamber has forgotten because I’ve spoken on this topic a number of times, but in case you have, this is the same precinct where the former Lord Mayor went around my community during the bi-election in Morningside and told them—promised to them—that he would deliver this precinct to the people of my ward. He did not, Mr Chair. he delivered nothing which to be quite frank is exactly what my community has come to expect from this LNP Administration.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor COOK:
This Administration committed this time last year to investigate the precinct. In fact that was $40,000 that was dedicated to the project. Mr Chair, that was—I think I said at the time a half-hearted attempt to keep my residents quiet because the Lord Mayor knew that he had made a mistake in failing to deliver on his promise. But again, Mr Chair, here we are, a day before the budget and these investigations are, to my knowledge, have not occurred. I have not been consulted as the local Councillor and certainly to my knowledge, nor has my community been consulted. Mr Chair, looking at this petition response today, clearly it states that my residents have to continue to wait for any commitment to fully fund this project because the investigation works have simply not been completed. 


Mr Chair, 12 months later, I appreciate we’ve got two weeks left. I have asked Councillor BOURKE for some assurances that that would occur. He has indicated to me that they will, but as I said, we’re a day out from the budget, this petition clearly foresaw that those investigations would—I think my community expected that they would have taken place by this time, which they have not. It’s an absolute joke, to be quite frank. This LNP Administration is a joke. You can’t deliver, you make promises that you can’t keep and you perpetually fail to deliver for our suburbs, particularly those in Labor wards.


Mr Chair, I’m sure Councillor BOURKE will jump up and down and claim that that’s not the case but I’d like to compare this to the treatment of other wards and their Village Precinct Projects. Mr Chair, your ward of Enoggera, we saw a village precinct approved with a petition of only 141 signatures last year. That wasn’t for planning, Mr Chair, that was for the project to be planned, designed and delivered in this financial year. That project was allegedly also getting an on-site kiosk to provide the local community an opportunity with input. I’m not sure if you got that kiosk, Mr Chair, but certainly, I’m still waiting for one at The Corso and I’m still waiting for a fully funded project. I’m not sure if those things are reserved exclusively for LNP wards or not.


Mr Chair, I’ve written to the LORD MAYOR, I’ve written to Councillor BOURKE on this issue, including the need to formalise the carpark on D’Arcy Road. We saw the whole debacle last year with—sorry, that was this year, earlier this year, with garden beds seemingly appearing overnight with dead plants in it. Absolutely bizarre, yet the things that my community have asked for are not delivered and they’re not heard by this Administration. 


I think it’s a shame that the new LORD MAYOR wants to follow in the footsteps of the last one in this failure to deliver. It seems that this Administration is incapable of taking the politics out of this decision-making and treating Seven Hills and more broadly, the Morningside Ward, equally. Happy though, Mr Chair, this Administration is happy to take their money, to raise their rates above what we have seen across the city. Seven Hills has endured, as you heard earlier today, some of the highest rate rises in the city; $45 million in rates over the last year, which has resulted in a mere $5 million investment in my ward. 


Mr Chair, I’m not going to hold my breath to see this project actually delivered by this LNP Administration tomorrow. Certainly, I will applaud it if it is, but it appears that this Administration will delay, avoid and spend their time on self‑promotion before they prioritise the people of this city and the people of Seven Hills and Morningside. The recommendation today does not come with a commitment for full funding and delivery. My residents know what to expect and certainly, their expectations are incredibly low at this point in time, after 10 years of campaigning. 


Today, Mr Chair, we will support this recommendation, purely on the basis to not impede any potential future commitment but as I said, they’ve been fighting for 10 years. They will continue to fight to get their fair share so that this project that was promised to them can finally be delivered, not only for the people of Seven Hills but for the Morningside Ward, more generally. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor BOURKE. 

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chairman. I’m not going to jump up and down as Councillor COOK said I might, but I am going to just put on the record a few things, Mr Chairman, about this particular petition down there at The Corso in Seven Hills. A lot of things were said by Councillor Cook, that we should stop politicising this project. Yet she spent nearly 10 minutes politicising this project and trying to lay the blame on this Administration and having digs at myself and at the LORD MAYOR and previous Lord Mayors.


Mr Chairman, this project is being designed. This project is under investigation. It was a commitment in last year’s Council budget and you only have one more sleep to go, Councillor COOK, to find out whether it’s funded in this year’s Council budget, Mr Chairman, through you. The only people who have tried to politicise this project is the Australian Labor Party, Mr Chairman. 


We go about the city and we look at these precincts as part of what was SCIPs (Suburban Centre Improvement Projects) is now Village Precinct Projects, and we identify sites across the city. Some sites are easier to implement and you can design and deliver in one year; some sites are more complex. Some sites require more design work. Some sites have other issues and Councillor COOK talked at great length about parking issues on Darcy Street or Darcy Road, which forms part of this area and Mr Chairman, those have to be taken into consideration as part of the investigation works—

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
I’m just concerned that Councillor BOURKE is misleading the Chamber. He’s previously stated that he will not consider the car parking—

Chair:
That’s not what we’re talking about today.

Councillor COOK:
—as part of this precinct.

Chair:
This is not—

Councillor COOK:
Now he appears—

Chair:
This is not what point of orders are for. 


Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chairman. I didn’t say it was going to be part of any future Village Precinct Project as funded in the budget. What I said is that it is part of this area and it is a complex area, Mr Chairman. What Councillor COOK did say, once again, not wanting to politicise it, as she said, was that this Administration is a joke. I think she called the process a joke and the Administration a joke, a couple of times. What’s a joke—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
What’s a joke, is that you’re going to vote for this recommendation today, even though in the papers before us, you say you don’t support the recommendation. So, in the space of a week, you have changed your position on this.

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Now Councillor BOURKE is simply lying to the Chamber because—

Chair:
No, look—

Councillor COOK:
—last week—

Chair:
No, you can’t use point of order—

Councillor COOK:
—in the back of this Chamber, I told him I did.

Chair:
You cannot use a point of order as a debating tool. You can’t use point of orders to interrupt people to make a counter argument. 


Councillor BOURKE, please continue.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chair, and I thank Councillor COOK for the interjection because we did have a discussion last week. I thought our discussion was that you weren’t going to make an issue of it because you were going to support the recommendation; you acknowledged that it had changed. You just stood up in here for eight minutes and politicised the issue and laid into myself and laid into the LORD MAYOR and the previous Lord Mayor and the Council officers who are doing this work and turned it into a political issue.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
All bets are off, Councillor COOK. All bets—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
Councillor COOK, those words are not true and you as a lawyer should be a little bit more careful—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
—in what you said, because—

Chair:
Hang on, Councillor COOK.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
I’ve let—

Councillor BOURKE:
Because I can—

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE, please stop. Councillor COOK, I’ve let a bit go. Can you please cease interjecting and if you can’t control yourself with the interjections, can you please use a more proportional term than the one you’re using. 


Councillor BOURKE, please continue.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
What did I just say? Please find a more proportional term, Councillor COOK and if you do it again, I will formally name you through the papers.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor BOURKE. 

Councillor BOURKE:
Item 18 of the report before us, Councillor Kara COOK, Councillor for Morningside, was consulted and does not support the recommendation. The email from—on 31 May says, thank you, Council officer’s name, I do not agree with the recommendation in this petition and I await the recommendation in the remaining petitions. Councillor COOK just stood up in here and said, they will be supporting it today.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor BOURKE:
So, there you go. I’m not going to sit here and get lambasted for seven or eight minutes—

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor BOURKE:
—on the politicisation of this issue and be lectured about it and not through you, Mr Chairman, back to you, Councillor COOK and go, I’m going to call you out. 

Chair:
Alright.

Councillor BOURKE:
I’m going to call you out on this stuff.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
You want to grandstand—

Chair:
Okay, Councillor COOK, I direct you to cease interjecting and if you do not comply with my direction, you will be warned.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you. 

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE. 

Councillor BOURKE:
This Council goes through a process when it comes to Village Precinct Projects. We deliver investigations, we deliver projects that are small and the project itself, when we can and then we also do those investigation works and consider them in future budgets. That is the process that the Council officers have been undertaking on this particular site and Councillor COOK will be consulted, once the detailed work has been undertaken and completed by the Council officers. That’s the process, Mr Chairman, through you to everyone who’s watching and the Councillors in the Chamber.


I don’t though, think that it’s fair for Councillors to stand up in here and just have a crack for no reason when the process has been well established and is being undertaken by the Council officers. I commend the report to the Council Chamber. 

Councillors interjecting.
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the City Planning Committee was declared carried on the voices.

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – INTERGENERATIONAL PLANNING FORUM

858/2018-19

1.
Dyan Currie, Chief Planner, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide information on the Intergenerational Planning Forum. She provided the information below.

2.
In 2017-18, Council engaged with thousands of Brisbane residents through the Plan your Brisbane initiative to gather community feedback to help guide future planning in the city. This feedback informed the eight principles and 40 actions outlined in Brisbane’s Future Blueprint. 

3.
One of the eight principles which emerged from the citywide engagement is Empower and engage residents. Brisbane’s Future Blueprint identifies that, among others, a key action associated with this principle is to convene an annual Intergenerational Planning Forum to hear from the community directly. 

4.
The Intergenerational Planning Forum (forum) is a yearly event hosted by Council that provides an opportunity for people of all ages and abilities to share ideas and plan for Brisbane’s future. The first forum was held in 2017 during the early stages of Plan your Brisbane.

5.
Under the central theme of Brisbane’s Liveability, this year’s forum featured interactive sessions with guest speakers, Bernard Salt, Luke Fraser and Nicole Dyson.

6.
Bernard Salt is a demographer and social commentator who is widely known for identifying and tagging new trends and social behaviours. Mr Salt presented on the changing nature of demographics in Brisbane and the planning required to address the implications of social, cultural and generational changes. The presentation covered a range of topics including the changing nature of retirement and the challenges for the city to retain social cohesion, facilitate job opportunities, deliver affordable housing and manage the demographic transitions between generations.

7.
Luke Fraser, Chief Executive Officer of Howard Smith Wharves, presented on the changing face of Brisbane and highlighted the importance of local assets, such as Howard Smith Wharves, and their contribution to the liveability of Brisbane. Mr Fraser discussed the history of Howard Smith Wharves and the opportunities created by the redevelopment of the site as a lifestyle and entertainment precinct.

8.
Nicole Dyson is the founder of Future Anything, an award-winning curriculum aligned with an entrepreneurship program for high school students. Ms Dyson’s presentation focused on catalysing community change and featured an appearance by Tanieka Booth-McNeill, who was the winner of the Future Anything 2018 program. The presentation also involved a change making activity that facilitated conversations between forum attendees.

9.
The Committee was shown photographs from the forum, as well as word clouds representing common responses received during the forum. 

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Currie for her informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITIONS – REQUESTING THE CORSO, SEVEN HILLS, BE INCLUDED AS PART OF THE VILLAGE PRECINCT PROJECTS INITIATIVE FOR 2019-20



CA19/182448 and CA19/189172

859/2018-19

12.
Two petitions from residents, requesting The Corso, Seven Hills, be included as part of the Village Precinct Projects initiative for 2019-20, were presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 February 2019, by Councillor Kara Cook, and received.

13.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

14.
The petitions contain a total of 127 signatures. 

15.
The petitioners request that The Corso, Seven Hills, be fully funded and constructed as part of the Village Precinct Projects program for 2019-20.

16.
Investigation of The Corso, Seven Hills, for a future Village Precinct Project is underway, with Council allocating a budget of $40,000 for project investigation during 2018-19.

Funding
17.
Funding is available under Program 4 – Future Brisbane (Village Precinct Projects), to undertake a Village Precinct Project in the subject location during 2019-20. A provisional cost estimate for a Village Precinct Project at The Corso, Seven Hills, is $1.3 million.

Consultation

18.
Councillor Kara Cook, Councillor for Morningside Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.

19.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

20.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED THAT PENDING COMPLETION OF INVESTIGATION WORKS AT THE CORSO, SEVEN HILLS, DURING 2018-19, COUNCIL WILL DETERMINE THE LOCATION’S SUITABILITY FOR INCLUSION IN THE VILLAGE PRECINCT PROJECTS PROGRAM IN 2019-20. 

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ALLOW CHIKARA MARTIAL ARTS TO CONTINUE TO OPERATE AS AN INDOOR SPORT AND RECREATION USE AT ITS CURRENT LOCATION AND RECONSIDER ZONING REQUIREMENTS FOR ALL INDOOR SPORT AND RECREATION BUSINESSES IN BRISBANE



CA19/203701

860/2018-19

21.
A petition from residents, requesting Council allow Chikara Martial Arts to continue to operate as an indoor sport and recreation use at its current location and reconsider zoning requirements for all indoor sport and recreation businesses in Brisbane, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 5 March 2019, by Councillor Steve Griffiths, and received.

22.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

23.
The petition contains five signatures. 

24.
The petitioners request Council allow Chikara Martial Arts to continue to operate as an indoor sport and recreation use at its current location at Shed 5B, 62 Blunder Road, Oxley (the subject site), and reconsider zoning requirements for all indoor sport and recreation businesses in Brisbane.

25.
The subject site is currently improved by four industrial warehouse-style buildings, with Chikara Martial Arts operating from the rear of the northern middle building since 2011.

26.
The subject site is located in the General industry B zone precinct and the Wacol industrial precinct (NPP-003) of the Western gateway neighbourhood plan under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). The intent for land in the General industry B zone precinct is to provide for the full range of industrial and supporting uses, including warehouses, low and medium impact industry, as well as high impact industry where separated from sensitive uses (e.g. residential uses) or meeting air and noise quality criteria. This is important to support the operation of industrial uses and preserve opportunities for industrial uses that are difficult to locate in other zones in Brisbane.
27.
Indoor sport and recreation is not anticipated to occur on the subject site as it is within the General industry B zone precinct.
28.
The Brisbane Industrial Strategy 2019 (BIS 2019) was released on 13 March 2019 and highlights that demand for industrial uses in Brisbane is projected to overtake the supply of industrial-zoned land by 2041. BIS 2019 emphasises the need to protect industrial-zoned land and preserve Brisbane’s capacity to meet strong, ongoing industrial demand.
29.
BIS 2019 identifies the need to provide flexibility for a land use mix and improved amenity that can support workers and industrial businesses. The implementation of action 2 in BIS 2019 will provide for ‘appropriate non-industrial uses that meet the specific needs of workers and enhance the function of areas where low‑impact industry is supported’. This action aligns with the key BIS 2019 priorities of Land use mix, Amenity and Precincts, and is most relevant for Low impact industry zone or General industry A zone precinct locations that do not readily have access to the established centres and services to meet the needs of workers.

30.
City Plan provides broad support for indoor sport and recreation in many appropriate, well‑serviced locations across Brisbane. For example, indoor sport and recreation is supported in centre zones (business and shopping centre locations), and areas zoned as Mixed use (mixed residential and commercial areas), Sport and recreation (specifically intended for the use) and Community facilities.

31.
On 23 October 2018, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the owner of Chikara Martial Arts and the owner of the land, outlining that the current use on the subject site has been operating unlawfully.

32.
A prelodgement meeting was held with representatives of Chikara Martial Arts on 20 December 2018 and it was confirmed that indoor sport and recreation use is not anticipated in the General industry B zone precinct and would trigger impact assessment against City Plan. Advice was provided about the considerations for assessment should the proponents wish to pursue a development application.

33.
On 11 April 2019, an Enforcement Notice was issued to the business owner, requiring the use of the premises for the purpose of indoor sport and recreation to cease by Friday 28 June 2019.

34.
Council is yet to receive a development application for the site occupied by Chikara Martial Arts.

Consultation

35.
Councillor Steve Griffiths, Councillor for Moorooka Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.

36.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Jonathan Sri dissenting.

37.
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

Chikara Martial Arts is operating in the General industry B zone precinct without a development approval. 

Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) guides how land in Brisbane can be used and developed. The intent for land in the General industry B zone precinct is to provide for the full range of industrial uses, including warehouses, low and medium impact industry, as well as high impact industry. Indoor sport and recreation use is not anticipated to occur in the General industry B zone precinct and would trigger impact assessment against City Plan.

The Brisbane Industrial Strategy 2019 (BIS 2019) was released on 13 March 2019 and highlights that demand for industrial uses in Brisbane is projected to overtake the supply of industrial-zoned land by 2041. BIS 2019 emphasises the need to protect industrial-zoned land and preserve Brisbane’s capacity to meet strong, ongoing industrial demand. 

BIS 2019 identifies the need to provide flexibility for a land use mix and improved amenity that can support workers and industrial businesses. The implementation of action 2 in BIS 2019 will provide for ‘appropriate non-industrial uses that meet the specific needs of workers and enhance the function of areas where low‑impact industry is supported’. This action aligns with the key BIS 2019 priorities of Land use mix, Amenity and Precincts, and is most relevant for Low impact industry zone or General industry A zone precinct locations that do not readily have access to the established centres and services to meet the needs of workers.

City Plan provides broad support for indoor sport and recreation in many appropriate, well‑serviced locations across Brisbane. For example, indoor sport and recreation is supported in centre zones (business and shopping centre locations), and areas zoned as Mixed use (mixed residential and commercial areas), Sport and recreation (specifically intended for the use) and Community facilities.

Advice has been provided to the proponents through a prelodgement meeting about what would be assessed and what would need to be addressed through a development application.
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 4 June 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND? 

Any further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I just rise to speak on item A, the summary presentation for Parks, Environment and Sustainability. I would just like to address some comments to a few of the key areas of the parks’ portfolio and particularly to start with, the bushcare buyback scheme. This is an area where I have been asking Council for some period of time to buy back bushland in my area and certainly, there seemed to be some indication when I inherited part of Oxley from Councillor BOURKE last year that the Administration was listening.


The Lord Mayor went out publicly in the papers, probably nearly close to four years ago now, stating that he would purchase additional bushland in Oxley. However, he’s not done so. I spoke to the new LORD MAYOR about this several weeks ago and whilst he nodded, I’m coming to the conclusion given he’s been in the job for nearly two months and has not actually dealt with a single issue that I’ve put to him, in way of actually carrying it out or assisting, that this also may go by the wayside.


So, I’m quite interested in what might happen in the budget tomorrow. We have very significant parcels of remnant bushland in Oxley that need to be bought back. I’ll start with the balance of the Canossa site. Even some of these probably don’t need buyback, either. Hopefully we would have some covenants with respect to the private land that is in the area and adjoins—

Chair:
Sorry, excuse me, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Again, there’s a few private conversations going on. Can Councillors please take those private conversations outside if they wish to continue them and allow Councillor JOHNSTON to be heard in silence. Thank you. 

Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
All I can hear is the air-conditioner. I can’t hear anybody and—

Chair:
Are you—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—nobody’s bothering me, can I just say.

Chair:
Well, okay. I could hear and I felt that more courtesy was due to your speech, okay? 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I certainly don’t have a problem, Mr Chairman. Certainly, I would hope that we can take steps to acquire this very significant remnant bushland. It adjoins Fort Road bushcare group—I’m sorry—Fort Road bushland area, which also adjoins Rocks Riverside a little bit along the river. These are very, very significant pieces of Brisbane bushland and they deserve to be protected. 


I also spoke with the LORD MAYOR about the Oxley Secondary College site. I note that Councillor BOURKE was the—both in charge of this portfolio area and also the local Councillor for what, eight years and made no steps to acquire or to protect or to action the protection of the very significant bushland reserve and also recreational space on the Oxley Secondary College. Even when he had a Liberal LNP State Member in the State seat, he didn’t seem to take any action, to my knowledge.


However, as soon as I became the local Councillor, I took steps to ask the State and Council to work together and for Council to acquire this land from the State Government. It does seem that the State will give the land to Council, both the recreational fields at the bottom and the bushland which runs down the western corridor of the site, which also links to the Fort Road bushcare area. My understanding is, they will do that free of charge and again, I’ve spoken personally with the LORD MAYOR to make sure this happens. Because unfortunately, this LNP Administration doesn’t have much of a track record when it comes to bushland acquisition or parks acquisition in my ward of Tennyson.


The RSPCA site is an excellent example of that, where the State offers it free to Council—

Councillor HAMMOND:
Point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and they—

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
She’s got a lot of leeway on this. Can you bring her back to it? It was a broad outline of what the roles of the Environment and Parks Committee is, not just a tirade on repeating herself. Can you bring her back?

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please be mindful of relevance. You have been given a lot of leeway. Please be mindful of the audience.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Let’s be clear. This is about the whole portfolio. That’s what the presentation was about. It wasn’t specific, it was an overview and a summary of all aspects of the portfolio. One of the key aspects, in my view, is about protecting and preserving bushland and recreational spaces in our city and guess what? Our current LORD MAYOR actually agrees with me, it would just seem that his Parks Chairman doesn’t. She thinks me talking about the need to preserve parks and bushland in our city is irrelevant to her portfolio.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON. I ordered—I’ve asked you to try to refrain from personal attacks. Can you please just stick to the topic. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That’s not a personal attack, I’m speaking to the issues, which are that this Chairman of the Parks, Environment and Sustainability Council just stood up and she said that me talking about bushland buyback and recreational space was not relevant to a debate in her portfolio. Let me be clear, that is what happened. Now, back to where I was. 


This Council has a track record of not delivering in Tennyson Ward. It is critical that this Council works constructively with other State Governments to acquire the land at the Oxley Secondary College site. If left to Councillor BOURKE, it is my view that he will play politics and we will not get a good result on this site. For eight years as the local Councillor, including his time as the Parks Chairman, he failed to take any action. 


I would hope, given that the LORD MAYOR has said publicly many times now that he wants to protect more greenspace in the city, that we will see some movement in the budget tomorrow on these issues. They are very important to the residents of my ward. These are very significant open space and bushland issues in Oxley and Corinda and our community wants to see them preserved. 


I know that Councillor GRIFFITHS has spoken about this before, because he has a tract of bushland on the other side of Seventeen Mile Rocks. Our objective here is to link these significant pieces of bushland together, hopefully providing some really clever urban design for fauna movement across main roads so that it can be protected. I know that Councillor GRIFFITHS shares my interest—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—in ensuring that this bushland in Oxley is protected. We want to see action on it. I believe it is an important part of this portfolio and certainly, I’m calling on the LORD MAYOR tomorrow to action those issues that I’ve raised in the Parks, Environment and Sustainability portfolio to ensure that this significant bushland is protected. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chairman, and thank you for giving the previous speaker so much grace on what she spoke about, especially with her—she doesn’t actually understand that she’s even doing it because it’s so natural, her personal attacks and her threatening nature, which we’re all becoming—

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
—quite used to on this side of the Chamber.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I would like to clear the record on a couple of things that Councillor JOHNSTON said. The Oxley Secondary School, the State Government aren’t selling it, Councillor JOHNSTON. They’re not selling it. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
In fact, the previous LORD MAYOR, in July 2016 wrote to the then Minister of Infrastructure, Deputy—sorry, Deputy Premier Jackie Trad. They’re not selling it. 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
To the rear of the property—to the rear—no, because it’s got too much commercial value, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
They want to sell it off for development, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
Just—there is no asset sales with this Government, is there? 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
The State Government? 

Councillors interjecting. 

Councillor HAMMOND:
I mean, goodness me, we’ve already spoken about 818 Rode Road that the State Government sold off to a private developer when we offered millions of dollars—$4 million for this site; koala habitat, they sold it off. Then this Labor State Government approved 80% of that koala habitat to be cleared, Mr Chair.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
They don’t asset sale.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
Councillor SRI, you might be interested in this. They sold a whole unit complex, this Labor State Government. You brought up asset sales over there; the whole unit complex of public housing in my ward. In my ward.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I understand that they actually don’t like public housing and they’d like to see more people—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
—-on the streets.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I’m just demonstrating the asset sales that this State Labor Government are doing. Mr Chair, we don’t, under the bushland—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
—acquisition, we don’t force people to sell their properties to us. We make contact with people and, Mr Chair, due to the privacy legislation, it would be irresponsible of us to tell people who we’re actually approaching.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
Absolutely irresponsible. Back to Oxley Creek, Councillor—I met—I offered to meet Councillor JOHNSTON, sent her emails when I first took over this Chair from the capable hands of Councillor McLACHLAN to meet with her about what she would like to see. I got a beautiful—beautiful, stunningly, personally attacking email back, saying no. Councillor JOHNSTON, to the rear of that property is land that’s got bushland on it and you yourself have stood up in this place and said that you could—it would be great if the State Government handed it over to us but we don’t know how much contamination or what’s wrong with that site and how much it would do to remediate that land. You’ve admitted that in this place, Councillor JOHNSTON.


She says that nothing’s been spent, in Tennyson Ward. Has she got to be kidding? She has had more money spent in Tennyson Ward over the last 10 years than any other ward.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Madam Chairman.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Noted. 


Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I note those people laugh over there but when the flooding happened across this city—

Councillors interjecting. 

Councillor HAMMOND:
—Councillor JOHNSTON’s ward received more money across this city—

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
—than anybody else and you don’t hear anybody—

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence.

Councillor HAMMOND:
—from this side of the Chamber whinging and whining about it. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
Want to clear the record again—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
—this Administration—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, if you do not cease interjecting, I will name you. 

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
We didn’t complain over here, Councillor JOHNSTON, nor did my residents—

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
—when the money was transferred to you.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I would like to make clear—the record—

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
—over 700 hectares of bushland over the last three—

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
—years has been preserved under this LORD MAYOR and the previous Lord Mayor and those on this side of the Chamber.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
We will receive—very, very shortly, we will meet our target of over 750 hectares of bushland preserved in three years. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
This, I am very proud of—

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
—but again, when we are out there talking, recommendations come in all over the place. Councillor MARX came up with some the other day; Councillor ADAMS. Notice the other side haven’t done anything—

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence.

Councillor HAMMOND:
—except for Councillor JOHNSTON.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Except for Councillor JOHNSTON giving the bushland that she would like to have a look at. Our officers go and investigate that. We do not compulsory—force people to sell their land to us but we do talk to people. It would be irresponsible, again I repeat, irresponsible for us to publish who we’re actually speaking to across this city. Thank you.

Chair:
I now put the resolution—the misrepresentation—please stick to the misrepresentation alone, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Councillor HAMMOND stated that I’d been given more money than anybody ever in the ward. My point in my speech that she misrepresented was about bushland and recreational space protection and buyback and that there had been none in Tennyson Ward. 

Chair:
I now put the resolution.
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Fiona Hammond (Chair), Councillor Kate Richards (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Fiona Cunningham, Steve Griffiths, Nicole Johnston, and James Mackay. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – NATURAL ENVIRONMENT, WATER AND SUSTAINABILITY PROGRAM 3 – CLEAN, GREEN AND SUSTAINABLE CITY  

861/2018-19

1.
Tim Wright, Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability Program 3 – Clean, Green and Sustainable City (the Program). He provided the information below.

2.
The Program goals include Brisbane being recognised by residents and visitors as a lifestyle city that protects, supports and provides opportunities to enjoy our subtropical environment by sustainably managing and caring for our natural surroundings and resources. Brisbane will be clean and green, and committed to a water smart future, which recognises environmental sustainability and liveability which are fundamental to being a New World City. Council will ensure Brisbane’s open spaces and waterways are accessible and valued, now and for future generations, and Council’s built form supports clean, green and water smart outcomes.

3.
As a river city, Brisbane will be seen as a lifestyle city of choice in the global economy. A city that is valued for its ongoing commitment to environmental sustainability and, a city that is praised globally for delivering clean and green water smart outcomes.

4.
The Program includes Outcome 3.1 – Sustainable and Resilient Community which involves the following:

-
educate and encourage residents and students to live more sustainably through the Green Heart Homes and Schools programs


-
deliver the Green Heart Events program


-
continue to provide free native plants


-
flood awareness maps


-
park upgrades e.g. New Farm Park


-
undertake regular monitoring of waterways


-
support community festivals, events and activities that celebrate water and waterways

-
Green Heart Schools Future BNE Challenge program was held for its fourth year in March

-
support community involvement in habitat restoration

-
partnered with Lone Pine Koala Sanctuary

-
establish an eight hectare koala fodder plantation with 8,000 koala food trees at Grindle Road, Wacol

-
work with the community on designing new public parks. 

5.
Program Outcome 3.2 – Low Carbon and Clean Environment aims to achieve and maintain a carbon neutral status and to identify, analyse and prioritise a pipeline of energy and carbon abatement opportunities. 

6.
Further to this, the Program includes Outcome 3.3 – Biodiversity, Urban Forest and Parks which involves: 

-
purchasing 750 hectares of land with biodiversity value through the Bushland Acquisition Program


-
managing conservation reserves 


-
managing weeds through the Wipe Out Weeds project


-
the Brisbane Invasive Species Management Plan


-
koala detection dogs, within 19 bushland sites across the city 


-
keeping Moreton Island cane toad free


-
habitat restoration including an expansion of the Habitat Brisbane program


-
Newstead Park Creative Lighting program 


-
restoration works for Anzac Square 


-
Mt Coot-tha Enhancement program


-
J.C. Slaughter Falls Picnic Area upgrade – playscape completed


-
Ferny Grove Aqua Park


-
Brisbane Botanic Gardens information kiosk


-
improving the accessibility of parks and playgrounds. 

7.
Outcome 3.4 –Sustainable Water Management of the Program involves working with industry partners for good environmental water outcomes and managing Brisbane’s natural and modified waterway assets. Council maintains the health and resilience of priority waterways through rehabilitation and enhancement works. Council has partnerships with residents, community groups, businesses, industry, neighbouring local governments and the Queensland Government to protect and better our creeks, the Brisbane River, and Moreton Bay. 

8.
As part of Outcome 3.4 – Sustainable Water Management, Council works with regional and national partners and engages with community groups to deliver waterway health and sustainable catchment management outcomes. Council delivers the Active River program, flood risk management and planning, flood mitigation for infrastructure, disaster management, and the Flood Resilient Homes program. 

9.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Wright for his informative presentation.

10.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

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 4 June 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD? 

Is there any debate?


Any further speakers? 


There being none, I’ll put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Field Services Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Vicki Howard (Chair), Councillor Kim Marx (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Steven Huang, Charles Strunk and Andrew Wines.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BRISBANE BOTANIC GARDENS VOLUNTEER PROGRAM

862/2018-19

1.
Dale Arvidsson, Curator, Brisbane Botanic Gardens, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide information on the Brisbane Botanic Gardens Volunteer Program. He provided the information below.

2.
The Brisbane Botanic Gardens Volunteer Program, which includes the Brisbane Botanic Gardens Volunteer Guides and the Welcome Team at the Brisbane Botanic Gardens Visitor Information Centre, is comprised of volunteers from varied backgrounds with interests in Brisbane’s botany, horticulture and history. The program aims to provide visitors with quality customer service and interpretive programs to enhance their enjoyment and educational experience, as well as to provide volunteers with the opportunity for educational and social self‑enrichment.

3.
The first intake of Brisbane Botanic Gardens Volunteer Guides was in 1988, following the success of volunteering and guiding at the 1988 World Exposition. Volunteer guiding at the City Botanic Gardens commenced in the following year. 

4.
Mary Peden, who was the first guide at the Brisbane Botanic Gardens, began guiding in 1988 and continues to actively participate as the longest serving member of the volunteer program. Ethel Licence, a recruit from the first intake of guides at the City Botanic Gardens in 1989, only recently retired from volunteer service. 

5.
Currently, there are 100 volunteer guides who are involved with the guided walks at Brisbane’s three botanic treasures: Brisbane Botanic Gardens, City Botanic Gardens and Sherwood Arboretum. Volunteer guided walks occur daily at 11am and 1pm, seven days a week at the Brisbane Botanic Gardens, and six days a week at the City Botanic Gardens. Monthly walks at Sherwood Arboretum are planned to commence in July 2019. 

6.
Visitors to Brisbane’s botanic gardens are able to participate in both regular and themed walks that are customised to special interests. The volunteer guides have the capacity to accommodate guided walks for larger group bookings and visiting coach tours.

7.
As part of the program, volunteer guides participate in ongoing self-learning opportunities and engage in knowledge sharing across botanic gardens in Australia and New Zealand through networking and attending conferences. 

8.
The Welcome Team at the Brisbane Botanic Gardens Visitor Information Centre is comprised of 60 volunteers who provide frontline visitor services. The Visitor Information Centre operates between 10am and 3.30pm, seven days a week. 

9.
New volunteer guides are inducted every two years and undertake a nine-week training course which covers a broad range of topics, including guiding skills and an introduction to botany and the living collections. Intakes for the Welcome Team at the Visitor Information Centre occur biennially, with new recruits participating in a four-week training program. Training and professional development is an ongoing process for volunteer guides who continue to share knowledge and resources by conducting research and developing content for internal educational and training newsletters.

10.
In recognition of their contribution, Council presents special commemorative pins to volunteers with 10, 15 and 20 years of service. A plaque located at the Brisbane Botanic Gardens Visitor Information Centre also acknowledges those volunteers who have contributed 25 years of service to Council and the botanic gardens.

11.
This year, Brisbane Botanic Gardens celebrated 30 years of guiding. A special event to recognise the contribution of volunteer guides was held on Sunday 26 May 2019, National Botanic Gardens Day, which also coincided with National Volunteer Week 2019.

12.
Council is committed to the improvement of the volunteer program and the services provided by the volunteer guides. Council will continue to review and improve the program to create memorable experiences, adapt to community expectations, incorporate new technology, and engage with local, national and international audiences visiting the botanic gardens.

13.
The Committee was shown a series of photographs of the volunteer guides and the special event and displays which took place in celebration of the program’s 30-year anniversary.

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

15.
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 4 June 2019, be adopted.

Chair: 
Councillor MATIC? 


Any other speeches—any other speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman. I rise to speak on the City Hall concerts. One of the best things that we do in Council is to provide free weekly concerts for Brisbane ratepayers through from February to November. In fact, my office is immediately behind the organ, as Councillor SRI would now know and whenever there is a concert on, I can certainly very clearly hear what’s happening and certainly they’re a wonderful flavour every week, slightly different music every week and they’re just wonderful to listen and enjoy. 


I just wanted to say that I know in talking to seniors in my area that they love coming into town to see them, that this is a fantastic program that we should always continue. There are certainly—I know some demands at the end of the year with the Seniors’ Christmas parties and things like that but I’d certainly suggest that we look at another day, perhaps and certainly look at doing them in January, as well. 


Older people don’t work on the same sort of school routine that we do and I think that this an area where we have clearly a lot of people who are attending City Hall, it activates the space really fantastically. I believe that we should continue what we’re doing. It says here in paragraph 4, which is quite extraordinary, the concerts attract an average of 800 people a week. Eight hundred people a week come to City Hall on a Tuesday for the free concert. That’s obviously a raging success. It is obviously something that we should continue to build on and I think that we should certainly look at adding additional days in January and perhaps some other days of the week so that we can continue to offer this wonderful service.


For example, I would think that we should have a mums and bubs concert, maybe, on one of the days—

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—so mums can bring their toddlers and babies in and listen to music. I think that would be a fantastic idea. They don’t have to be just obviously for seniors but they could be for other groups in the community, as well. This is an excellent service; we need to continue it and I think we should be looking at new and innovate ways to add to the offering that we have here, given it is so well supported. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor MATIC?

I now put the resolution.
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Peter Matic (Chair), Councillor Fiona Cunningham (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Peter Cumming, and Kate Richards. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – CITY HALL CONCERTS

863/2018-19

1.
Miriam Kent, Manager, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on City Hall Concerts. She provided the information below.

2.
The Lord Mayor’s City Hall Concerts are a series of free weekly performances that take place in City Hall every Tuesday between February and November as part of the City Entertainment program. The program has been successfully delivered for the past 78 years, and is now one of Council’s longest running programs. 

3.
The current program consists of 43 concerts which feature diverse local and national talent from a variety of genres, attracting approximately 40,000 people each year. Thirty-five of these concerts are programmed by four producers, and four concerts feature the Father Henry Willis Organ. Three concerts are programmed by the Brisbane Festival and are promoted within the Festival’s extensive marketing campaign. One concert features the QUBE Effect’s Lord Mayor’s City Hall Concert Award winner. 

4.
The Lord Mayor’s City Hall Concerts attract an average of 800 people each week, made up of Brisbane residents, visitors, tourists and inner-city workers. A majority of regular attendees are a committed following of devoted senior residents, however in recent years, the program has appealed to a younger demographic due to the programming, marketing and promotion of the weekly series.

5.
Over the past few years, Council has had the pleasure of working with multiple producers to deliver the Lord Mayor’s City Hall Concerts. In 2019 and 2020, local producers including Madcouch Productions, Viva La Musica, Evast Entertainment and Red Chair have been engaged to deliver an exciting weekly program.

6.
Showcasing a mix of musical genres performed by both local and national talent, Brisbane residents get to enjoy a vast range of high-quality performances that are both entertaining and engaging. In the past, the program was traditionally renowned for its classical and jazz concerts, but as audiences have broadened, the producers have worked hard to introduce new genres like pop, swing, folk, soul and world music to present a varied, diverse and cross‑generational concert program.

7.
To start the series of concerts, on 5 February 2019 a group of performers called The Beehives delighted patrons with a tribute show dedicated to Motown divas and the ladies of soul from the sixties. The high‑energy one hour concert transported a strong audience of 1,000 people back to an era of beautiful costumes, big hair and sensational songs by Carole King, Aretha Franklin, The Supremes and Dusty Springfield. 

8.
Another addition to the program each year is the inclusion of organ concerts. Council’s Organ Committee works in collaboration with the Lord Mayor’s City Hall Concert producers to program some of the best international and Australian organ players. 

9.
For many artists, the opportunity to play at City Hall is a privilege as the beautifully restored instrument is the largest of its kind in the southern hemisphere. The organ is valued at $5 million, with the 125 year old iconic heritage instrument being one of the best preserved pipe organs in the world. The next organ concert featuring international French organist, Maurice Clerc, will play at City Hall on 25 June 2019. 

10.
For the remainder of the year, there are a number of great concerts scheduled, including the Brisbane Army Band on 4 June 2019. This concert has an exciting ensemble of glorious swing era saxophones, trumpets, trombones and rhythm, complemented by male and female vocals. On 11 June 2019, patrons will be treated to The Viva La Musica Choir, combined with instrumentalists, displaying their versatility and exceptional talent. Seventy performers from local choirs throughout Brisbane will come together to perform an interactive and engaging lunchtime concert. On 20 August 2019, the Andrews Sisters tribute group will grace the stage with a high‑energy show which will showcase infectious harmony tunes of the wartime era. 

11. 
Tribute shows are becoming the most popular and highly anticipated concerts each year. On 30 April 2019, the tribute show The Life and Music of Neil Diamond attracted a record crowd of 1,700 patrons. It even prompted one attendee to write to Council about their experience via a poem. 

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

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor David McLACHLAN, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN? 


Any other speakers? 


There being none, I will put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the Finance and Administration Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Adam Allan (Chair); Councillor David McLachlan (Deputy Chair); and Councillors Peter Cumming, Kim Marx, Ryan Murphy, and Charles Strunk.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – ACCOUNTING STANDARDS 

864/2018-19

1.
Paul Oberle, Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Finance, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on accounting standard changes. He provided the information below.

2.
The Australian Accounting Standards Board (AASB) issued four new accounting standards that will impact Council: 


-
AASB 16 Leases

-
Revenue standards:



-
AASB 15 Revenue from contracts with customers



-
AASB 1058 Income of Not-for-Profit Entities


-
AASB 1059 Service Concession Arrangements: Grantors.
3.
In relation to the implementation of AASB 16 Leases, Council has 1,113 leases relating to property, buses, depots and CityCats, that will be impacted. 

4.
From 1 July 2019, Council will recognise the new accounting standard for AASB 16 Leases. Details of what the new accounting standard will look like related to the Balance Sheet and Profit and Loss were shown to the Committee. There is no cash impact to Council as a result of these changes and Council has not incurred any more debt. 

5.
Estimated impacts will occur in Council’s Balance Sheet and Profit and Loss. A change from presentation of payments in materials and services to depreciation and interest will occur. 

6.
Council has undertaken a project to implement the changes and new system functionality has been added to Council’s SAP IT solution to record, measure, and report on lease contracts in accordance with AASB 16 Leases. Progress is on track to ensure the system will go live on 1 July 2019. Roles and responsibilities, changes to processes and relevant controls have been identified and change management and training is underway to ensure a smooth transition. Proactive discussions have been held with the Queensland Audit Office and other local governments. 

7.
From 1 July 2019, Council will recognise the new revenue standards for AASB 15 Revenue from contracts with customers and AASB 1058 Income of Not-for-Profit Entities. Overall impacts are not considered material compared with other new standards. Impacts will predominantly be in the timing of revenue recognition for some of Council’s revenue streams and will require a deferral of revenue if certain criteria are met.

8.
It is anticipated that there will be a low to medium change to the following revenue standards: rates and utility charges, operating grants, capital grants (special purpose) and significant agreements. There will be no or minimal changes to revenue standards for infrastructure charges, and fees and charges. 

9.
From 1 July 2020, Council will recognise the new accounting standard for AASB 1059 Service Concession Arrangements: Grantors. Implementation was deferred from the original date of 1 July 2019. Impacts for Council will commence in the 2020-21 budget year. Upon implementation there are significant implications for Council as Service Concession Arrangements are not currently recorded in Council’s financial statements. The application date has been deferred by the AASB due to concerns expressed by a number of entities regarding the time needed to prepare and calculation methods.

10.
The AASB 1059 Service Concession Arrangements: Grantors arrangements impacted include the Legacy Way Tunnel, Clem7 Tunnel and the Go Between Bridge. It is currently estimated that service concession assets of $3.8 billion will be recognised upon implementation on 1 July 2020.

11.
An example of what the new accounting standard AASB 1059 Service Concession Arrangements: Grantors will look like was shown to the Committee. There is no cash impact to Council as a result of these changes and Council has not incurred any more debt. 

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

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE REPORT – BANK AND INVESTMENT REPORT – APRIL 2019



134/695/317/3-04

865/2018-19

14.
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 3 May 2019.

15.
During the April period, total Council funds held by banks and investment institutions (per general ledger) decreased by $12.6 million to $584 million excluding trusts (Ref: 1.4 in the Bank and Investment Report, submitted on file). The net decrease is predominantly due to repayment of the working capital facility with Queensland Treasury Corporation and payments for other projects. 

16.
Council funds as at 3 May 2019 held by banks and investment institutions (per statements) totalled $607.3 million (Ref: 2.4 and 3.1 in the Bank and Investment Report, submitted on file). The investment variance relates to timing differences between transactions recorded in the general ledger and those reflected in the bank statements.

17.
Unreconciled bank receipts and bank payments relate to reconciliation variances at the end of the period. The majority of these transactions have since been reconciled.

18.
Surplus funds are invested daily with approved counterparties.

19.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE REPORT, as submitted on file, BE NOTED.

ADOPTED

PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair: 
Councillors, are there any petitions? 


Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Yes, I have a petition regarding end-of-trip facilities in Fortitude Valley. 

Chair:
Anyone else? 

866/2018-19
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the petition as presented be received and referred to the Committee concerned for consideration and report.

The petition is summarised as follows:
	File No.
	Councillor
	Topic

	CA19/524634
	Vicki Howard
	Requesting Council provide end-of-trip facilities, including bicycle racks, showers, toilets, change facilities and locker storage, in Fortitude Valley.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair: 
Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of a Councillor Conduct Review Panel Order? 


Are there any matters of General Business? 


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, in relation to the E&C report earlier today, LORD MAYOR claimed that I’d said that rate increases should be in line with increases received by Council workers. I can’t recall ever saying that. I also say that my recollection is what I did say was executive salary increases should be in line with the inflation rate, which is quite a different proposition. 


The other matter I wish to speak about is an approach I’ve had from a resident of Clayfield, Mr Cameron Russell. Mr Russell heads the Clayfield Flood‑Affected Residents Group. His concerns relate to the failure of flood mitigation works being undertaken in respect of flood mitigation scope of works relating to Airport Link. Flooding in the area where he lives has worsened. Council’s FloodWise reports indicate increases of up at least one metre in flooding in any particular rainfall event. The Airport Link project was required to ensure that the project design had no adverse impact on existing properties in the area during a one-in-100 year average recurrence interval flood event.


Mr Russell believes that the flood mitigation work that should have been done, was contractually required and paid for, has not been done. I toured the site and observed that there was no evidence of any excavation having been carried out on the northern side of Schulz Canal from underneath Sandgate Road bridge towards Widdop Street. The cycle and pedestrian path I walked on under the Sandgate Road bridge extends some 200 metres to the carpark bridge but according to the requirements of the development application, it should have been excavated. 


I walked over the Toombul Shopping Centre bridge. The bridge should not be there, as the scope of works require the removal of this bridge. I noted further that there was a cycle and pedestrian path on the southern side of Schulz Canal allowing access to Widdop Street. The entire area was to have been excavated. There was no evidence of excavation having taken place. 


Specifically, excavation was required to be undertaken under the Sandgate Road bridge to a level of 0.4 metre AHD (Australian Height Datum) on the northern banks, excavation downstream of Sandgate Road, up through Widdop Street by approximately 30 metre wide up to 1.6 metre AHD on the southern bank and 21 metres to 1.6 metre AHD on the northern bank. Works had not been carried out and Brisbane City Council has not received certification that the works are completed, specifically in relation to Condition 10 of Development Approval A003195483 issued on 30 June 2012. 


Mr Russell believes the Brisbane City Council is at fault in not demanding that the work be done. Essentially, significant volumes of earth should have been excavated, various parts of the project area—project site area but this has not been done. Mr Russell points to a report in 2010. Thiess John Holland commissioned a report by Parsons Brinckerhoff Arup, who had been engaged by TGH as their Airport Link consultants to undertake a new flood mitigation study. 


The flood report showed the flooding of 45 Milman Street, Clayfield, which is Mr Russell’s house and surrounding properties, one of which, 17 Kemble Street, Clayfield was purchased by Council in 2015 under the Voluntary Home Purchase Scheme. This study, while not as in-depth as previous studies, includes a statement, of note is that some significant excavation works along Schulz Canal between Sandgate Road and Hedley drain are already necessary to compensate for the east-west arterial widening in the flood plain.


My tour indicated these excavation works had not been done. Mr Russell also provided details of works not done under the initial development approvals on the—or the third development approval. There was Development Approval A002149643, 17 December 2008, prescribed tidal works not done includes construction of a boardwalk under North Coast railway line; flood mitigation works not done, includes widening and deepening Schulz Canal with volume of excavation to be approximately 30,000 cubic metres; removal of Toombul Shopping Centre carpark bridge. 


Development Approval A0022766749, 14 May 2009, work not done, includes widening works along Schulz Canal over 900 metres in length, approximately 17,000 cubic metres of excavation. Mr Russell also provides details of works not done under the current development approval, which was A003195483, 30 January 2012, work not done there was excavation under Sandgate Road to a level of .4 metre AHD in the northern bank, excavation downstream of Sandgate Road and upstream of Widdop Street by approximately 30 metres wide to 1.6 metre AHD on the southern bank and 21 metres up to 1.6 metre AHD on the northern bank. Removal of the—as I said earlier, the Toombul Shopping Centre carpark bridge and excavation downstream of Widdop Street bridge by approximately 26 metres wide to 1.6 AHD on the southern bank. 


Mr Russell wants Council to force the State Government as owner of Airport Link to complete the works. The State Government has powers to force the works to be done in whole. If all works cannot be done then properties should be purchased on a compulsory basis to save people from being flooded. If all the works were done, Mr Russell believes the flooding problem would be vastly reduced. In the event that Council refuse to force the State Government to do the job, Mr Russell will take the matter further and complain to the relevant authority. 


Mr Russell is not happy with the response he’s received from his local Councillor, the Councillor of Hamilton Ward, Councillor David McLACHLAN. Mr Russell complains Councillor McLACHLAN has acted in a manner that protects Council from criticism rather than forcing the developer to comply with the conditions of what was, after all, one of Brisbane’s largest ever infrastructure projects. 

Chair:
Further speeches?


Councillors you’ll note that this is a maiden speech and a first speech, and as a courtesy here, the Councillor will be heard in silence. 

Councillor DAVIS

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. In 1907, George Bernard Shaw wrote, ‘I am of the opinion that my life belongs to the whole community as long as I live. It is my privilege to do for it whatever I can. I want to be thoroughly used up when I die, for the harder I work, the more I live.’ I feel enormously grateful to stand in this beautiful Chamber, delivering my first speech as the Councillor for McDowall Ward. Being elected or appointed to public office is a great honour. To have the opportunity to serve in a community where you live and that you love is an immense privilege. To have that opportunity at two levels of government is truly humbling. 


In May 2009, I gave my first speech to the Queensland Parliament. Each year, I would re-read that speech to make sure that the intent of the promise that I gave the community was not lost or forgotten. Because at the core of that speech was the promise to work hard, value, listen and to act for locals for a better future. It is a sentiment that holds true today and it is a commitment that I give McDowall Ward residents as their new local Councillor. Just as Shaw wrote, it is my privilege to do for my community whatever I can. 


I’d like to take a moment to pay tribute to my predecessor and friend, Norm Wyndham. Norm was a passionate advocate for the McDowall Ward community for over 15 years. His vision for the community was clear and simple and that was to make our part of Brisbane an even better place to live, work, play and raise a family. He delivered major infrastructure projects for our area. He gave us a network of footpaths and bike paths and there were many park upgrades. He was and still is dedicated to the preservation of greenspace and our bushland areas and encouraging our young people to care for our local natural environment.


Norm was also known as the fire ant man. There wasn’t much Norm didn’t know about fire ants and as I make my way around the community, it is very clear that I have big shoes to fill. Everyone knows Norm. His legacy is not only what he has delivered but that he cared deeply about our community and cared deeply about the people who live here. I wish him and his lovely wife, Patsy, all the best in retirement and the new adventures that that brings. 


Mr Chair, like Norm, I have an unashamed passion for our community. My husband John and I have lived in the McDowall Ward for over 20 years. It’s where we raised our family and so it is no surprise to us why people want to call this area home. Because we have a terrific neighbourhood; bushland, picnic areas, walking tracks and open space. It’s a local community that connects people by drawing them to common spaces, happier for that shared community. I think that this is because having a sense of community can greatly benefit families and businesses in a variety of ways, by connecting people, helping them reach their goals and making them feel safe and secure is what turns our suburbs into communities and our houses into homes.


We are so fortunate to have the beautiful Chermside Hills Reserves on our doorstep. The reserves link through to the Cabbage Tree Creek and Little Cabbage Tree Creek corridors, which are popular with walkers and runners. Of course, on the weekend, families are out for a barbeque or simply to enjoy the greenspace and the wildlife. One of the joys of living near these corridors is coming home to find a swamp wallaby grazing in your front yard or hopping across the street near your house.


It reminds us too, that sometimes we are fortunate to preserve these bushlands through accidents of history. Whilst much of the flat land in the area was taken up for farming and the creeks taken up for local industry, the Chermside Hills were considered pretty scratchy terrain and as such, they were left alone by settlers. This was fortuitous for us, for we now recognise how important these green hearts are to the liveability of our city and its suburbs.


Sadly, not everyone recognises that these are opportunities that can be too precious to simply ignore. It’s a travesty that the State Labor Government sold significant bushland in Remick Street for redevelopment. This beautiful parcel of land directly abuts the existing Chermside Hills Reserves. I’m proud to join a Council team that is genuinely committed to acquiring land that extends our precious bushland reserves and to champion the biggest investment in parks and greenspace that the city has ever seen.


McDowall Ward is home to many beautiful parks, like Teralba Park in the south-western corner of the ward, which is a great space for families to enjoy. The park also boasts 12 sporting playing fields. Teralba means tall trees and it was an important meeting place and key trade corridor for Aboriginal people. A commemorative sorry day plaque was installed by Council in the park as a mark of respect, apology and remembrance for the stolen generations.


From the mid to late 1800s, part of the park area was a very successful vineyard and over the next 40 years, the area was occupied by very successful Chinese market gardeners. There’s also an historical mosaic depicting an infamous 1936 fire, whereby locals formed a human chain of water buckets in order to save nearby houses. So, it’s a contemporary park with a very rich history. 


There are challenges for our area. Development within our suburbs under the State Government’s requirement to infill our city with 156,000 more dwellings does impact and a balance needs to be reached. One of my priorities is to ensure that adequate planning occurs, particularly in Bridgeman Downs on the edge of the city boundary. 


It interesting however to see how things of Local Government and city development seem to survive the ages. In the Davis family, the history of William Pettigrew, my husband John’s great-great-grandfather, was the story of a person with a very strong interest in Brisbane. William was a sawmiller who served for 15 years as an Alderman on the Brisbane Municipal Council in three terms, between 1863 and 1885, including a brief time as Mayor in 1870. This crossed over with service in the Queensland Legislative Council between 1877 and 1894. 


In fact, William Pettigrew was one of the original petitioners for the formation of the Municipality of Brisbane and later was one of those present when the foundation stone of the Brisbane Town Hall was laid, in 1864. It was his advocacies that draw the parallel with our modern city. William was renowned for his passion for forest conservation and this aligns with this Administration’s continued purchase of bushland, along with increasing the number of parks, more tree plantings and with a goal of being the koala capital. William supported the building of a bridge over the river and our LORD MAYOR of course has announced his plan to build five new green bridges over the Brisbane River to build a cleaner, greener and more active city. 


One of William Pettigrew’s key legacies also resonates with our Council’s work on preserving heritage character. It was noted that his true legacy was in his pioneering production of high quality, inexpensive construction timber to create Australia’s most distinctive and functional architectural form, the Queenslander. William Pettigrew’s own house in William Street was initially preserved as a heritage building but sadly was demolished in 1970 to make way for the Alice Street on-ramp. The challenge to preserve our rich history is something that touches us all. 


Lastly, there are legacies which show the hazards of our river city. William’s mill was destroyed in the 1893 floods, which started the demise of his businesses. We all love our river and we love our city but we also know that we need to live with and manage its dangers. Whilst we are the River City, we are also a big city and we need to ensure that we have thriving centres of interest in our local suburbs. I said earlier what turns our suburbs into communities and our houses into homes is drawing people out onto common spaces, making people connected in a physical space, happier for that shared community.


In that context, I’m delighted with the progress of the Aspley Village Precinct Project, greening the heart of Aspley Shopping Centre and making it a more connected and pedestrian-friendly space. Barren concrete pathways have been softened with plantings and shop facades are being revitalised. People are already noticing just how good the improvements are. 


Mr Chair, the LORD MAYOR has made clear that his vision is to make the Brisbane of tomorrow even better than the Brisbane of today. In his first speech as LORD MAYOR he spoke about the pillars of his exciting agenda building and protecting. Building the infrastructure that our city needs as it grows, not only the bridges and better public transport but building a stronger united tolerant community. As a former small business owner, I’m particularly excited about his vision to make Brisbane Australia’s most small business friendly city. 


The second pillar is to protect what is great about our city—the lifestyle, the suburbs, the green space. Protecting our wildlife, our koala corridors and the character that is quintessential Brisbane. The McDowall Ward is a great part of Brisbane. It’s local natural beauty and its vibrant community spirit gives it a beautiful heart. Its residents and its community groups make it live and breathe. I’m so proud to know so many of those wonderful people and I look forward to meeting many more.


Mr Chair, I’m excited to be part of a team that will deliver such a bold vision for the future of this city and I hope that in my time as the Councillor for McDowall Ward I too can make our part of Brisbane even better.

Chair:
Congratulations. Congratulations Councillor DAVIS. Welcome. 


Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak briefly on a couple of matters. Firstly, Councillor HAMMOND’s comments about me not wanting to meet with her and secondly, Village Precinct Projects. I’m just going to read into the record what occurred, and I note Councillor HAMMOND fleeing out the door and I can understand why. 


Her personal assistant contacted me by email and said the following, ‘Dear Councillor JOHNSTON, Councillor HAMMOND would like to extend an invitation to meet with you in her role as the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee to discuss any issues that you may have in your ward. 


As you can understand, Councillor HAMMOND is extremely busy at this point however she would like to suggest the meeting be held in your office’—i.e. my office, ‘in City Hall at 11.10am on 30 April for approximately half an hour. Please advise if this date and time is acceptable.’ 


So I did reply to Councillor HAMMOND’s PA and I’d just like to put my reply on the record as well because I felt it was a reasonably, sort of, conciliatory, you know, response to what was a very sort of specific request. You know I did raise a couple of issues with respect to it but I—I just, oh my god I’ve got, two seconds, I can see the email, but I cannot see the reply. Anthony Shorten. Okay—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, are you prepared?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Yes, I am and I’m more than happy to continue, I’m just pulling this up and I would just like to put on the record my response to Councillor HAMMOND because Councillor HAMMOND might have left people with the impression that somehow I was rude to her and I wouldn’t want that to be her intention.


‘Dear PA, thank you for your email. Please advise Councillor KING’—and I apologise, I did refer to her as Councillor KING—‘I look forward to working with her in her new role and with other members of the Parks, Environment and Sustainability Committee as I’ve been doing for many years. In her capacity as the new Chairman of Parks, Environment and Sustainability Committee, I ask that Councillor KING urgently progresses the park naming of Ron Goeldner Park and Rigby Park, a place in Yeronga. 


That Council is continuing to allow six non-local people to hold up such an important local initiative, particularly when Council’s policy is to recognise World War I service generally is appalling. By the time Council returns on 7 May, it will be two months since my support was put in writing to Council with no action taken by Asset Services to progress the park naming.


The petitions have been done and considered by Council months ago. Naming information and historical information has been provided. I’ve indicated my support to the Manager of Asset Services attached and for those distinguished veterans and community volunteers and yet the park naming submissions have not progressed. 


There is no reason for this ongoing delay. Council’s delay on this matter reflects poorly on the handling of the matter—of this progress and the community’s wishes particularly in light of the service records of the Rigby family and Mr Goeldner in addition to his 30 years of community service as a national serviceman.


The petition of the park naming should be progressed as a matter of urgency. I urge Councillor KING to ensure that this happens at the first Committee meeting back in May. I will not be meeting one on one with Councillor KING’—and again I apologise, Councillor HAMMOND, as it is now. ‘Her offensive statements about me both in the Council Chamber and to the media have been unnecessary and defamatory. In particular, her comments in Council—in the Council Chamber last August when I was not present that I was preventing her from seeing her children were just vile and beneath her. I asked for an apology then and got no response so it’s much too late now.’

So that’s what I actually sent to Councillor KING indicating that I was happy to work with her and there was a priority issue. What I will not put up with is being accused by a Councillor in this place of preventing someone from seeing their children because that was truly an awful evening.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Point of order, Mr Chair. 

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Could you please ask the Councillor for Tennyson to actually speak into the microphone so we can hear her clearly please. 

Chair:
Please be mindful of microphone in the future, Councillor JOHNSTON, but I heard you fine.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, well that’s—I’ve seen it back on TV, I’m not shouting like I’m often accused of. People can hear me quite clearly, so you know.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please, look it’s a General Business item.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes.

Chair:
Just to talk like this, can you please talk about the subject at hand which is—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I am.

Chair:
—whether you want to talk to Councillor HAMMOND or not about parks new area not rehash old personal disputes nor—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Not what I said I was speaking about.

Chair:
—review an attempt to renew old personal disputes. That’s not what this is about. Can you please just keep to the subject matter that you’ve said at the start please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That is what I said I would be speaking about, the meeting with Councillor HAMMOND and also some planning issues around the village precincts projects. So I am speaking to what I stood up to speak about and if we’re having a problem with hearing me, I’m happy to raise my voice but then I’m accused of shouting. So you know, Mr Chairman, if you feel there’s a problem with the microphone I’d appreciate hearing from you—

Chair:
I don’t have any issue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Excellent, well that’s good to know.

Chair:
I said that to you before but—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well—

Chair:
—please can we keep it professional is what I’m saying.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’ve read an email. I’m sorry and I’m saying and I think it is appropriate to say that we are elected to come into this place and debate issues. I found it appalling and I still do that Councillor HAMMOND stood up while I was not here at Council claiming that I was preventing her from seeing her children. It’s a matter of public record—

Chair:
I suppose—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—that that is what she said and did.

Chair:
We are here to debate issues not personalities and that’s what I’ve been saying. These matters are not relevant to the Council. Please return to the subject matter that’s relevant to the professional conduct of this Council. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That is the actions of Councillor HAMMOND as I outlined in my General Business item before us today. So if I’m breaching a rule of procedure, please let me know, Mr Chairman, but otherwise I’m speaking to the issues that I said I would speak to which is I understand is my obligation under the Meetings Local Law. So let me be clear, I’m not stopping anybody from seeing their children.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Point of order.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND, point of order.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I’m sorry, I’ve had enough now. She is personally attacking me.

Chair:
Okay.

Councillor HAMMOND:
She’s bringing my children into it when I never said what she was claiming. It’s quite clearly on the record that there was other people in this Chamber.

Chair:
Okay, this is not what point of orders are for. Please sit down.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I am sick of this personal attack.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND, please sit down. Councillor HAMMOND, please sit down. As I have said multiple times tonight, personal disputes are not a matter of this Council.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Alright. They are not a matter of business here. If you have a personal dispute, there are other ways to deal with it but is not—this is not the forum for them. 


Alright. Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. Now, I’ll take the interjection from Councillor HAMMOND—

Chair:
What did I just say about not relitigating personal matters in this place? Please stick to the business at hand.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Which is, Mr Chairman, my interaction with Councillor KING which I am detailing—Councillor HAMMOND which I am detailing on the record and I would like to get on the record. I don’t have a problem with it. She stood up earlier in this meeting, Mr Chairman, and said that somehow I had been rude to her with respect to attending a meeting. Now in General Business, it is my opportunity to reply. I’ve stood up and I’ve said what I’d like to speak on and I intend to speak to it. Again, if you feel I’m breaching a rule of procedure, please tell me but it’s not my understanding that you can direct what I say.


Now, to be clear, I was certainly happy to discuss with Councillor HAMMOND any issues of portfolio matters in the Committee of which we are both a member. However, I will not be meeting with her one on one until she apologises for her actions in the Council Chamber last year. They were appalling. I was not present when she made these allegations and I’ve never had the opportunity to respond to them. 


I do not feel it is appropriate for anybody to claim that someone is stopping them from seeing their children and I want to put on the record my concern about what she said and the reason for which I chose not to meet with her one on one.


On the second matter, Village Precinct Projects, can I say that the debate before us earlier today was about a particular petition but it’s a little bit of double dealing I think from Councillor BOURKE to stand up and say that there’s been this great process of fairness about assessing the village precincts. Last year in the budget, the village precincts were announced and the LNP Administration picked some winners. Those winners all happened to be, except for one, in LNP wards. 


It’s very clear to me that no one was consulted, Councillors weren’t asked to nominate projects, they weren’t assessed again any independent criteria or benchmark, they weren’t taken off the existing SCIP list where many of us have had projects waiting for such a long time. Instead, this Administration changed the name of the SCIP projects to village precincts and then decided to pick projects without any discussions or consultation with Councillors.


Now I can understand Councillor COOK’s concern with respect to how this matter has been dealt with because like me, for the past 10 years, I’ve been advocating for two areas on my ward, Annerley—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired. 


Are there any further speakers? 


Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Mr Chair, thank you. I’m conscious of the time and I’ll be quick but I just wanted to speak on the passing of a very dear friend and resident and party stalwart within our local western suburbs of Ray Herron. I found out today of his passing on Saturday and I thought it was important to note Ray’s contribution to our local community, the business community of Brisbane as he was a significant wholesaler and worker within the wine industry.


He was involved in that industry for a number of years and had many significant connections to the community and to the industry as a whole. I really wanted to really speak briefly on Ray as a great party stalwart and a great human being. He was full of life and so passionate. He was committed to the party. He was committed to his community. He was never backwards in voicing his opinion when he thought you were right and he valued you, he loved you. When he didn’t, he didn’t give you a lot of time of day. 


He was one of those amazing people that was so generous of spirit and my heart really goes out to his wife Geraldine and to their family on their significant loss. He was a great contribution to anywhere and everyone he went to. He was, Mr Chair, a great father. He was a great husband. He was a great human being and he will be missed. 


I will miss his friendship and his kindness and when he used to ring up and say he was coming up to Brisbane because he had—they moved to northern New South Wales to be closer to the family, I always looked forward to his visit. I always used to call on the Councillor for Paddington and I always used to tell him that down in his local regional area he should have run. He would have been a great local politician. So, Mr Chair, on that note, Ray, rest in peace and to the family our deepest condolences from our team. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look I just, I realise the time and I just want to speak briefly about the Queensland Community Achievement Awards. Thursday 9 May was the launch that occurred this year at Toowoomba City Hall whereby as the local Councillor for the Pullenvale Ward, I am proud to be a sponsor of the Queensland Community Achievement Awards for the Pullenvale Ward Outstanding Achievement Award. 


As we all know, Pullenvale Ward is a diverse and unique blend of rural, residential and bushland areas with widespread countrysides and much more. It truly is where city living meets country lifestyle. Now being within the five to 20 kilometre radius of the CBD of Brisbane, the diversity of landscape to the resilience of community members is captivating and certainly awe inspiring. 


This area of the city has experienced severe weather extremes from flooding, isolation to impacts of lack of water, agricultural and acreage needs. Yet it is their resilience in the tough times, the community spirit, the extraordinary volunteerism of giving back, yet paying it forward to future generations that is so unique to this country ward that is located in the capital city of Queensland. Where else in Australia can you live somewhere that is so unique to being close to city lifestyle yet country living? It’s nowhere, but the Pullenvale Ward here in Brisbane. 


That’s why the Pullenvale Ward Outstanding Achievement is looking to recognise volunteers, innovative thinkers, high achievers and leaders living in and working in the Pullenvale Ward. It will pay tribute to the nominees’ achievements and contribution to the community, welcoming nominations for individual residents, business owners or community and not-for-profit organisations based in the Pullenvale Ward. 


The award will also acknowledge excellence and leadership in their chosen profession or their field of endeavour. Great prizes are up for grab with each category winner receiving $2,500 from the Commonwealth Bank. The nominations close on Wednesday, 7 August 2019. To submit a nomination simply go to www.awardsaustralia.com, select Queensland Community Achievement Awards and then nominate now. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


There being none, I declare the meeting closed. See you all tomorrow. 

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 Steve Griffiths on 6 June 2019
Q1. What is the breakdown of cab charge fares paid for the last financial year per Council Committee Chairperson, including the Chair of Council if applicable?

Q2. How many projects, and at what projected cost, are on the waiting list for Capital Funding per ward?

Q3. Of the 307 families that have taken part in the Sustainable Nappy cash back scheme, can you give a breakdown of the suburb locations of each family.

Q4. Can you give a month-by-month breakdown of how many individual families signed up to the Sustainable Nappy cashback scheme for the last 9 months?

Q5. How many off-leash dog parks in Brisbane are lit for night time use and where are they located?

Q6. How many proposed regulated intersections have had scoping and design work undertaken and where are they located?

Q7. How many proposed regulated intersections are waiting for capital funding and where are they located?

Q8. How many established sporting fields across Brisbane need full resurfacing and re-turfing works and where are they located?

Q9. How many areas that have been purchased by Council for future sports fields are waiting for capital funding for development and where are they located?

Q10. How far in advance does Council inform residents that there will be a kerbside pickup in their suburb and what form of notification is given to residents?

Q11. What is the total number of current footpath dining permits in Brisbane City Council?
Q12. What is the number of Footpath Dining Permits issued in:

a. 2016-17 financial year 

b. 2017-18 financial year 

c. 2018-19 financial year to date

Q13. What is the total amount in dollars received by Council for footpath dining permits in:

a. 2016-17 financial year

b. 2017-18 financial year

c. 2018-19 financial year to date

Q14. What is the breakdown of costs for footpath dining permits (e.g. Design fee, establishment fee, ongoing fee?)
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