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OPENING OF MEETING:

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


Councillors, are there any apologies?

Minutes, please.

MINUTES:

334/2019-20
The Minutes of the 4608 meeting of Council held on 12 November 2019, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Chair:
Councillors, I draw to your attention the public participant, Mrs Yvonne Campbell, who will be addressing us today on the SpecialCare Central forums for seniors and people with a disability.


Welcome, Mrs Campbell. Now, you may stand or sit, whichever you prefer. You have five minutes which commences when you begin your presentation. There’s a clock just to your left. Welcome, and begin when ready.

Mrs Yvonne Campbell – SpecialCare Central Inc.’s forums for seniors and people with disability
Mrs Yvonne Campbell:
Good afternoon, Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR and Councillors. Thank you for acknowledging my request to be here today. SpecialCare Central is currently an all-volunteer organisation which was launched in 2012 as a multimedia information centre providing links for people with disabilities, aged seniors and carers to service providers.


Having personally experienced difficulty in trying to find where I could get help and support when my mother was initially suffering with memory loss, I became involved in many seniors and disability network organisations. After meeting with so many wonderful service providers that I’d never heard of before, I began to ask the question, ‘How does the community, like myself, with a special need find out about them?’ It’s important for small business to have the same opportunity to promote their business as the major corporations, and it’s our mission to support them.


Back in 2009, I held our first Disability Awareness Expo to find out if service information was what the general community wanted to know. It proved to be a great success, with numbers of people walking out with bags of information saying, ‘I had no idea there were all these services in my area that could help me.’ The expos then continued annually over the next nine years. During these years, we were grateful to receive the support from a number of Councillors, including the LORD MAYOR and Councillor DAVIS when she was in her previous role as Disability Minister.


Now that the NDIS (National Disability Insurance Scheme) and My Aged Care have been rolled out, it’s more important than ever that the community with a special need know who is in their area and the services they can provide as it’s now up to the participant, as most of us would know, to select the service provider and no longer are they told who they can use.


SpecialCare Central has six channels of engagement, and they are our online portal directory, stakeholder engagement team, mastermind support group, care central television, social media and face to face forums, which is the reason I am here today.


In previous years we held the forums with carer and network groups, and now wish to continue this activity and hold them in the City Council library meeting rooms, six times a year, two forums a day, two hours per forum. These will be held like mini expos, with up to 10 service providers, local services relating to the topic of the day. They will be the speakers letting the visitors know what their service offers and giving visitors the opportunity to discuss their needs with them. We will also provide a Q&A to enable time for guests to express their frustrations or needs for services they cannot find. 


My request today is for support with the promotions and advertising of these forums through the libraries, their client base and Council newsletters, and the supply of tea and coffee for the visitors. We will work with Council providing feedback about constituents’ concerns, whether it be access difficulties, transport or even events in the area. Thank you for listening.

Chair:
Thank you.

Can I please call on Councillor MATIC to respond?

Response by Councillor Peter MATIC, Chair of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chairman, and thank you, Mrs Campbell, for coming in this afternoon to speak to us about this important issue. LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER and this Administration are very passionately committed to disability access in our city, and making sure that it’s a city for all. Through our previous term, 2012-2016, we undertook a significant amount of work around our access and inclusion strategy, and took the lead of any other council in the nation in regards to the level of investment that we put into public transport, for example, around accessibility of our busways, our bus stops, our CityCat terminals and Council’s buildings, but importantly also into public spaces as well.


As part of our journey in being able to do that, we’ve worked very closely with a number of leading peak bodies in this sector to better understand the needs of the community as a whole, and it’s something that we’re continuing to work on. We’re currently doing a refresh of that access and inclusion strategy to update it as to current needs, but also technologies and organisations that we can work closely with.


As you said before, information is absolutely fundamental to anyone suffering a disability, and having that available to them so they can have their needs met through various organisations such as yours and other peak bodies is absolutely key. Your desire to have a forum, I think, is certainly most welcome. Council offers a number of opportunities to different organisations. We also provide sponsorship to different forums and expos who provide information and provide access to different providers in the area of access and inclusion.


So, I would certainly welcome the opportunity to arrange a meeting with yourself and our library staff to have a conversation about the kind of forums you’d like to run, where and when, and see if we can be able to assist you in regards to providing a library. Council also has a number of different venues that it has as far as community halls and other spaces that you might also wish to consider as part of that overall strategy of being able to deliver that program.


But thank you again very much for coming and talking about this important issue. We certainly appreciate the work that you’re doing and contributing to community, and we certainly as a Council very much support organisations like yourself and other peak bodies in being able to provide our city as an inclusive and connected city, irrespective of what disability people suffer. Thank you very much.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Thank you, Mrs Campbell, for coming in. Mr Peers will assist you.

QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any questions of the LORD MAYOR or a Chair of any Standing Committee?

Councillor DAVIS.
Question 1

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. The residents of Brisbane have been supported by communities Australia wide when we have faced our own natural disasters. Given the devastating bushfires across Queensland this week, can you outline how this Council will be helping with these communities in need?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor DAVIS, for the question. Obviously, all of us in this place stand united and our hearts go out to everyone who has been affected by bushfires around our region in recent times, and also further afield as well with drought. It is heartbreaking to see the impacts of both of those terrible tragedies on our Queensland communities and also in other parts of Australia as well.


Councillor DAVIS, you rightly pointed out that, in times of need, Aussies get together and we help each other and we support each other. We all remember how the community came together to support Brisbane and other parts of the State that had suffered in the 2011 flood and many other natural disasters, and people came out and they gave their time, they gave their support and they also gave their money as well to help with the flood recovery in 2011.


Now, Brisbane City Council as a large council and as a council that has run consecutive balanced budgets, we have the ability to help out. So, I want to announce today that Brisbane City Council will be giving $100,000 to support the bushfire appeal that is going on at the moment.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
This is something that I’m sure all of us will support. That $100,000 will be split between four different charity organisations, between Red Cross, Salvation Army, Lifeline Queensland, St Vincent de Paul, and also a donation to the GIVIT Bushfire Appeal for Queensland Fires 2019. This money will help add to the $100,000 that has been given by the State Government as well.


I am pleased that we are able to give on that level equivalent with the State Government contribution, and it is important not only that Council gives, that the State gives, but that people, if they have the capacity to help out, do that as well on an individual basis. So, we will bring through a submission to Council next week in that respect to approve that $100,000 donation, and certainly I would hope for the support of all Councillors for that contribution.


Obviously, the situation remains critical in many parts of the State. We have been very fortunate in most parts of Brisbane to escape any major bushfires or major damage. Over the weekend, I was closely monitoring the situation, and Council was closely monitoring the situation, on Moreton Island where there is a bushfire underway at the moment. Council continues to work with the QFES (Queensland Fire and Emergency Services) to manage that situation, and we’ve been assisting with the evacuation of residents as well to make sure that they are removed from areas of danger, and that they are able to get away from those situations of danger and, wherever possible, back to the mainland.


So, we will continue monitoring that situation. The QFES today is doing a major backburn to create a new containment line to stop the advancing of that fire. We certainly hope that that goes to plan. But, as we know, these situations can change quickly. So, we will continue to work and provide any support possible.


On Sunday afternoon, I participated in an extraordinary meeting of the Queensland Disaster Management Committee. That is a committee, a State wide committee, including the Premier, various Ministers, mayors and also senior representatives from our police, fire and emergency services. It was an important meeting to make sure everyone had an update on the situation and that help was granted in the areas where it is really needed. 


So, we obviously in Brisbane, as I said, we have been so fortunate to not have any major bushfires at this point, or major loss of property or life, and touch wood that it stays that way. But there have been so many other parts of the State which have been severely affected, and I think it is the right thing to do to make sure that, if we have the capacity to help, we help. So, that support from Council and I know the support from the community is something that we should do. I do believe that the residents of Brisbane will support that move as well.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 2
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you very much, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. When I became Opposition Leader, I started a separate account in which my expense of office allowance is kept. It has a balance of around $1,645 after tax, and I haven’t spent one single cent of it. I cannot envisage any expense directly related to my position for which I could not receive a receipt. Every worker in Brisbane knows you can’t claim work expenses without a receipt.


The Australian Taxation Office does not allow work related expense claims without receipts—and I don’t expect you to know or speculate on what previous Mayors, Chairs or Opposition Leaders spent their allowance on—but, LORD MAYOR, I believe the people of Brisbane have a right to know what you spend your $100,000 expense of office allowance on, and why no receipts are produced. Will you tell them? 
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
It is not surprising, but very disappointing that we yet again see the Labor Party’s obsession with salary and allowances. These are the people that introduced the existing situation, and these are the people that want to set their own salary and allowances. We, on this side of the Chamber, believe that should be done independently. That is exactly what is happening right now as we speak, and we’re looking forward to the outcome of that independent review that is underway right now.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor TOOMEY.
Question 3
Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the Chair of City Planning Committee, Councillor BOURKE. It is my understanding that on Friday of last week the Development Tribunal issued an important judgement relating to Council’s enforcement notice for the Broadway Hotel. Can you please update the Chamber on the Development Tribunal’s decision and the steps ahead to protect this iconic site?
Chair:
Councillor BOURKE.
Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair, and I thank Councillor TOOMEY for the question. As all Councillors would know, this Administration, led by the LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, has a very strong track record when it comes to heritage protection across our city. Indeed—today in the papers—we are continuing our heritage protection of another 27 homes as well as protecting iconic vistas in the CBD. We are also formalising the provisions around the temporary local planning instrument for Lamb House, and moving that from a temporary local planning instrument into the formal City Plan as part of major amendment K. 

But it is, Councillor TOOMEY, right that the Development Tribunal on Friday made a decision with regards to the Broadway Hotel. For the history of this site—and let’s not forget that there have been multiple fires over many years on this site, and back in March this year Council issued an enforcement notice to the owner for them to make good the site in terms of safety and protect the site from further damage or from falling elements of the heritage on to the people moving past the site. 

That was appealed, Mr Chairman—appealed into the Development Tribunal—and for nearly eight months it has been considered by the Development Tribunal. Last Friday they made their decision. They upheld our ability to enforce, under the Building Act, the provisions to make safe this site, even though it is a State heritage listed building, Mr Chairman. So now, Council is working through the next steps of the process.


The applicant has 60 days to take effect of those works, and we will be monitoring very closely their works on the site to make sure that no further damage is done to the heritage elements of the building while they make safe the site. Mr Chairman, it’s critically important that we make sure that the heritage values of the Broadway Hotel are protected going forward.


I’ve had some very positive conversations in recent months with the State Government, including a meeting with Minister Enoch on Friday where we had a joint agreement on a way forward to protect not only Lamb House, but also the Broadway Hotel, Mr Chairman. It was a very positive meeting and one where we outlined all of the challenges facing both the State and also Brisbane City Council with regards to our powers under the Building Act, but also our ability under the Heritage Act.


I want to thank Minister Enoch, Mr Chairman, for the collaborative way that she’s approached this very significant issue for the Woolloongabba community and, indeed, the broader Brisbane community when it comes to protecting heritage across our city. Our track record as an Administration is very strong. We introduced provisions to protect pre-1911 homes, we’ve toughened provisions around character housing, we’ve introduced temporary local planning instruments to protect key elements across the city; and again here, Mr Chairman, we’re showing our commitment to protecting the heritage and cultural value of our city with these additional protections and works that we’re doing now with regards to the Broadway Hotel.


We will, as I said, be following up and working with the State. I believe that they are in the process of drafting a notice under the Heritage Act to enforce their provisions that they have and the powers that they have, to sit side by side with Council to jointly enforce the ongoing protection and preservation of not only this property, but, of course, other properties across the city, Mr Chairman. It again highlights the need of a collaborative approach. 


The Building Act allows us, with certain powers, to stop people from allowing buildings like this one from falling down. It only allows us to have them temporarily fenced off, to install structural supports, Mr Chairman, to provide those safety elements, to stop anyone who may be moving through the site or around the site from being put at harm. When it comes to the protection of the actual heritage elements on these sites, Mr Chairman, we need the State Government standing shoulder to shoulder with us using their powers, complementary to our powers, to make sure residents can have confidence that we’re both working to protect these sites across the city.


Mr Chairman, I know that the community down there in Woolloongabba has been very vocal and very passionate about this, and it’s great that the Development Tribunal has upheld this decision. We now have a tested case under the Building Act of our powers and the way that we’re able to enforce the protection and preservation of these heritage buildings. But, most importantly, the willingness and collaboration with the State Government to get on and actually deliver and protect these buildings in a joint way for future generations.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor JOHNSTON.
Question 4
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. Does Council have any plans for the upgrade of road, pedestrian and cycling facilities on the Oxley Road underpass at the low rail bridge separating Sherwood and Corinda? If not, will you ensure that they are prepared to fix this problematic bottleneck?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the question, Councillor JOHNSTON, and I’m certainly happy to come back to you with some further information on that question. I acknowledge your interest in this matter. Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor MURPHY.
Question 5
Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thank you very much, Chair; my question is to the Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee, Councillor ALLAN. This Administration has a long track record of strong financial management in delivering balanced budgets. The Queensland Treasury Corporation (QTC) has agreed and, for an eighth time in a row, confirmed Brisbane City Council’s financial standing as strong with a neutral outlook. Can you outline how we plan to continue on this path and what the alternative should be if Labor were to get into administration?
Chair:
Councillor ALLAN.
Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor MURPHY, for your question. This Administration has an outstanding track record of responsible financial management, consistently delivering a balanced budget year after year. For the eighth year in a row, QTC has issued Council a strong with a neutral outlook credit rating in their recent 2019 review.
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor ALLAN:
To put this in perspective, I am not aware of any other council in Queensland that has been able to achieve a credit rating as high as Brisbane City Council’s. We know that Brisbane residents expect us to responsibly manage the budget, while still ensuring we deliver on new infrastructure and other initiatives that will make the Brisbane of tomorrow even better than the Brisbane of today.
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor ALLAN:
This year in June, LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER delivered yet another budget that has record investment in core services, and delivers almost $1 billion of infrastructure spend, all while keeping the books balanced and debt levels under control.
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor ALLAN:
We continue to keep the internal costs of Council down, and aren’t afraid to make the hard decisions to ensure that costs are kept under control. This is one of the major reasons Council has been able to continually deliver a balanced budget and receive a strong credit rating. One way we keep our operating costs under control is to ensure that we don’t have an inflated bureaucracy, unlike what we are seeing with the State ALP Government. 


Through sound financial management, we can deliver the projects and programs that our growing community needs. Programs such as free off-peak travel for seniors and our first homeowners rates discounts are achievable because of strong financial management. We have been able to do this without threatening our operating surplus and risking our strong credit rating. We are delivering approximately $1 billion in infrastructure spend, which is one third of Council’s budget. A number of these projects are focused on ensuring visitors, residents and workers of Brisbane can get home quicker and safer.


In this financial year alone, there are more than 700 congestion busting projects being delivered by this Administration. This Council delivers major infrastructure projects that elsewhere in Australia would be delivered by a state government. Projects such as Clem7, Go Between Bridge, Legacy Way and now Brisbane Metro, are testament to this Administration’s ability to leverage strong financial administration to provide infrastructure for our growing city.


This Administration is the only council in Queensland that subsides the public transport system to the tune of $130 million per annum and delivers 60 new buses each year. We are doing this while introducing new initiatives that will make Brisbane better, including five new green bridges, Brisbane Metro and record investment in new parks. This Administration can deliver all this while keeping debt levels under control.


QTC, a recognised independent body, in their credit review have recognised Council’s capacity to deliver large infrastructure projects while still managing our debt levels. In fact, while Council has received approval from QTC for new borrowings, Council has not actually drawn down new debt since 2017. This is because we have a strong record of delivering projects within budget, allowing savings to be reinvested into new projects.


We have seen what Labor do with debt levels and that is to keep increasing them beyond manageable levels. That is the Labor way. We only have to look at the State Government’s $90 billion of debt outlined in their budget, an increase of $10 billion on their forecasted debt levels the previous year. Through tight financial management, we can deliver the projects and programs that this growing city needs, while keeping rate rises to a modest level and certainly way below the rises experienced under a Labor administration.


Councillor MURPHY, through you Mr Chair, asked what the alternative would be under a Labor administration. Well, the last time they were in administration, they increased rates—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor ALLAN:
—by more than six per cent, four times—

Chair:
Okay, Councillors. Councillors, the answer will be heard in silence please. Thank you.

Councillor ALLAN:
—four times. This Administration has never increased rates to that extent. The people of Brisbane should be reminded of how hollow Labor’s rhetoric is. They have recently spoken of rate reductions for early payment of rates, but have not indicated how it would be funded or what services would be cut. You can be sure—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor ALLAN:
You can be sure that, when Labor run out of money, they will come after yours.
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor ALLAN:
This Administration, the Schrinner Administration, continues to keep rate rises at a modest level, ensuring we have the lowest minimum residential rates in South East Queensland, while offering discounts and remissions to first homeowners and pensioners to ease the cost of living. We have not achieved this credit rating by accident, but by managing a very tight budget—

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN—

Councillor ALLAN:
—and keeping a focus on costs.

Chair:
—your time has expired. 

Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 6

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you very much, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. I will pre‑empt this by saying I don’t really care what Jim Soorley or Clem Jones did or didn’t do. Actually, the last time that Jim Soorley was in this Chamber, I was in Year 10—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, will you—

Councillor CASSIDY:
—and the LORD MAYOR wasn’t even elected.

Chair:
—please ask the question.

Councillor CASSIDY:
We are interested in what is happening today. LORD MAYOR, do you still—after all the public outcry over transparency standards in local government—believe it is appropriate for a politician to receive large sums of public money being paid directly into a private bank account without any accountability whatsoever?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Well, we know why Labor is asking this question. Week after week, Labor comes in here and they throw mud—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—and they personally attack—

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
The LORD MAYOR is required to answer these questions. He’s debating the question—

Chair:
Okay, thank you. The answer—

Councillor CASSIDY:
He is debating the question.

Chair:
The answer is literally 12 seconds old. Please allow him—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
But he has five minutes, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
The answer has been going for 12 seconds. So, I think we can allow the LORD MAYOR an opportunity greater—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
—than 12 seconds to answer the question. Councillor CASSIDY, you took more than 12 seconds to talk about your own personal autobiography in your question, so please allow the LORD MAYOR to answer your question.
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please answer your question.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Yes, as you well know, I have five minutes to answer the question, and Labor loves democracy so much that when they hear something that they don’t like, they interject and they kick and they scream and they throw tantrums. Now, we had a question about transparency and we had a question about allowances, and it’s fascinating because, on 17 October, the Opposition Leader told the Brisbane Times that he had told Council to stop paying him his allowance. We now discover that that was false.


On 10 November, he said he was paying back the money the next day. We now know that was false. Now we find out the money is still sitting in his account. Let’s talk about transparency. Let’s talk about telling the truth. Councillor CASSIDY has had three or four different stories about this because he’s obsessed with salary and allowances. I’ll tell you what I’m obsessed with: building a better Brisbane. I’m obsessed with delivering the Metro, delivering Victoria Park, building new bridges, delivering bikeways and road upgrades—that’s what I’m obsessed about. I will continue to do those things—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

LORD MAYOR:
—and while Labor digs around in the mud—

Chair:
Point of order against you, LORD MAYOR.

Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, look, this is a fascinating insight into the LORD MAYOR’s obfuscation when it comes to—

Chair:
Thank you; that’s your point of order?

Councillor CASSIDY:
—transparency and accountability.

Chair:
What is your point of order?

Councillor CASSIDY:
He’s not answering the question. Could you please direct the LORD MAYOR to answer the question—

Chair:
Thank you. Please return to your seat.

Councillor CASSIDY:
—about accountability of public money?

Chair:
Yes, thank you. Thank you, Councillor CASSIDY. I will call him when you’re completed.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, can you please address the concerns at the centre of the question?

LORD MAYOR:
I will simply say: ‘Why hasn’t Councillor CASSIDY asked this same question of Councillor Peter CUMMING who, for three and a half years, collected the same allowance that Councillor CASSIDY is collecting and hasn’t provided any kind of evidence on what he spent the money on?’
Chair:
Alright, further questions?


Councillor RICHARDS.
Question 7

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair; my question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, over the last week public consultation for Council’s proposed five green bridges opened. Can you outline Team Schrinner’s vision for this new infrastructure and how residents can get involved?
Chair:
Councillor ADAMS.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor RICHARDS, for the question. I am more than excited to stand up here and talk about how Team Schrinner is delivering for the people of Brisbane. It was only several months ago when the LORD MAYOR was sworn in as LORD MAYOR on the day that he was announcing that he was taking on the role—a major policy announcement and that was these five new green bridges.


I am very excited to have the portfolio that has the carriage of Team Schrinner’s five new green bridges, which is about getting cars off the road and getting people home quicker and safer. It is going to give people options. You can still stay in your car if you want to, but the options will be so much easier. It will be far more enticing if you live in Kangaroo Point or just out of Kangaroo Point to hop on a bike, an e-mobility or walk straight into the CBD, taking 15 minutes off your travel at least in peak hours over the Story Bridge.


At a time when there are 1,300 people moving to Brisbane each month, we need to make sure that we are planning for the future, that we are connecting our suburbs to our central business district and moving around the city with minimal use of cars on the road as well. That is Team Schrinner’s plan—future proofing Brisbane for years to come.


This is in stark contrast to what we hear from Labor’s Lord Mayor candidate who has announced absolutely nothing since he replaced Rod Harding. The choice cannot be more clear, when it comes to who should be running the city— Team Schrinner with LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER, with a comprehensive policy agenda and sound financial management as you just heard from the Finance Chair; or that other guy. Connecting the city by either side of the river is crucial in making sure we can get around town. New bridges from Kangaroo Point to the CBD, Toowong to West End, St Lucia to West End, Breakfast Creek and Bellbowrie.


We opened consultation just 10 days ago, and we have been inundated with the residents that are so keen to have their say on what they’d like to see and do. Thousands have been out in droves to the consultation—over a thousand on the online surveys, emails, call centre calls, telling us what they would like to see. It is very loud and clear. It is cycling and it is pedestrian, with the opportunity for public transport either using the bridges or at least really connecting the bridges by being close to it to cross over as well.


The consultation opened on 11 November and will close on 6 December, and it really is right now about Brisbane having their say on what they’d like to see. Ultimately, these are the words, these are the guidelines that we will use for our location, our alignment and the design of the bridges as well. Don’t take it for granted, this is an enormous investment for this city, an enormous investment, and why can we invest this money over the next 10 years? Because of Team Schrinner’s sound financial management that allows us to plan for the future.


But we need to make sure that we’re in lockstep the residents, and that is why we’re listening through the consultation process. We released the business case for the Kangaroo Point bridge in September, and it showed us it is a very cost‑effective, value for money investment for this city.


It has been spoken about for decades. I would say actually even over 100 years they were talking about the Kangaroo Point bridge well before the Story Bridge. But obviously we had a big infrastructure investment in the 1930s for the crossing of the river, and now is time to see what other opportunities there are as well.


Early reports show that the Kangaroo Point bridge alone will take nearly 84,000 car trips off other river crossings per year. Each day over 5,000 trips will be taken across the bridge, rising to 6,300 in 10 years’ time. Just last night I was there for the opening of the International Cycling Safety Conference, the first time that conference has been held in the southern hemisphere. There were 130 enthusiastic cyclists and professional stakeholders from engineers to public health sector that were so excited about our program of future proofing Brisbane. They had been out yesterday cycling around the city with technical workshops on what we’re delivering here in Brisbane, and they loved it. They absolutely loved it.


They also love that we dropped the temperature by 10 degrees from Sunday to what it was yesterday as well, but they were looking forward to three days of immersing themselves in the most progressive city in Australia when it comes to delivering cycling infrastructure. This is what we are about.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, your time has expired.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 8
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you very much, Chair, my question is to the LORD MAYOR who has so far refused to answer any questions today from the Opposition. The wall of secrecy that Opposition Councillors have come up against when we have enquired on behalf of the people of Brisbane about contracts awarded to this Council’s Councillors, key management personnel and their families is astounding.


Despite your claims to the contrary, this information is not publicly available. Why do you continue to surround LNP Councillors and their families with a shroud of silence that prevents ratepayers finding out the truth about these secret contracts, or will you refuse to answer to this question as well?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
There they go again. Now it’s not enough to go after LNP Councillors with personal attacks, they want to go after their families as well. We just heard this—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
We just heard this—we just heard this from the Leader of the Opposition. Now, what is happening here? Let’s be very clear. The Leader of the Opposition is asking questions in a way that would suggest that something untoward has happened. 
Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
I have seen no evidence whatsoever—

Chair:
Okay, Councillors, allow the LORD MAYOR to answer the question in silence please.

LORD MAYOR:
—of anything happening other than the right thing, the right thing. I will tell you that LNP Councillors have made appropriate declarations and disclosures in accordance with the law—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—in accordance with the law. They have done the right thing, and they have made the disclosures in accordance with the law. What more do you expect, Councillor CASSIDY? What more do you expect? Do you want to smear the families of Councillors—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—of Councillors? Do you want to smear the families of Councillors? If you do, I will simply remind you there is no parliamentary privilege in this place, and you may face defamation because nothing wrong has happened here, but you are trying to throw mud and go after the families of Councillors. I think it is disgraceful. If you have a claim to make, if you have a complaint to make, put up or shut up.
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor MARX.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Mr Chair; my question is for the Chair of Field Services Committee, Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Excuse me, Councillor MARX.


Yes, point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I just wanted to clarify if, from your perspective, it’s appropriate for one Councillor to tell another Councillor to shut up?

Chair:
Look, I—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
It’s a serious question.

Chair:
I think that, in a typical scenario, it would not be. But in a standard interaction, however—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
—however—however, that is a well-recognised statement, it’s a well-recognised sort of cliched statement that we recognise. So we will—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
I will return to Councillor MARX.
Question 9
Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Chair. So, Councillor HOWARD, can you please update the Chamber on what Field Services is doing to ensure the responsible use of water during this unreasonable dry spell?
Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.
Councillor HOWARD:
Well, thank you, Chair, and I thank Councillor MARX for the question. And, Chair, as Brisbane grows, it is Council’s priority to ensure our city is ready and resilient during times of drought. We achieve this through modelling best practice for sustainable water use as an organisation, and supporting Brisbane’s residents, communities and businesses to do the same.


Today, South East Queensland’s combined dam levels are sitting at 59.9%, meaning we have now entered drought response stage. I can provide assurance that the Schrinner Administration has proactively begun drought readiness measures and has an action plan to reduce our own water usage over the coming weeks and months. During the last drought, Council implemented a wide range of water smart strategies and successfully reduced our own water use by 70%. Many of these strategies have remained, and we are now confident in our ability to prepare for, live through and recover from droughts.


Today, I’d like to speak to the great example Field Services is setting when it comes to responsible management of water. Field Services is already taking action to limit our water usage and use alternate water supplies where we can to reduce water wastage. Some examples of the alternative water supplies that we utilise for many of our day-to-day operations include utilising water directly from the waterways and creeks when watering habitat areas nearby. Field Services has access to a 40,000 litre rainwater tank at our Perrin Park depot. At Field Services’ Mt Coot-tha Quarry, Bracalba Quarry and Pine Mountain recycling facilities, water is harvested and stored in dams for use in dust control and processing.


You may be interested to know that the Mt Coot-tha dam actually provides some harvested water to the Brisbane Botanic Gardens at Mt Coot-tha situated right next door. So, water use onsite during road surfacing activities is carted from the asphalt plant’s water harvesting storage systems when this is available for dust control. Council’s resource recovery centres have significant water tank capacity, up to 100,000 litres at certain sites. This means that we have very little dependence on mains water, and the majority of water used for our operations and our resource recovery centres comes from our onsite water storage systems.


We have all seen firsthand the impact this drought is having on our parks and habitat areas across the city as the dry conditions take their toll on our beloved flora. Field Services has carefully planned programs in place to take care of our greenspaces and places, and ensure that we can continue to protect and expand greenspace across Brisbane for residents to enjoy.


In response to the dry conditions, we have carefully adjusted our tree planting program. This includes limiting the number of trees we are planting during these unfavourable weather conditions, with a plan to review our tree planting schedule in January next year to determine the best time to resume our full tree planting program. We intent to review all other tree planting packages in January 2020 to determine whether we resume the full program based on weather conditions.


We are continuing with a limited number of tree plantings where appropriate to ensure that we continue to deliver the projects our residents want and need and bring more shade to our suburbs. Council’s Greener Suburbs program is a great initiative that we are delivering in addition to Council’s tree planting program that will deliver more shade and greener streets in the suburbs.


I know Councillor CUNNINGHAM was very excited to join residents in October as part of the first community planting event in Greenslopes, and we are taking good care of these trees by providing additional watering and maintenance visits to ensure they establish and thrive for future generations to enjoy.


I also know that residents have been excited to engage with their local Councillors and our Council officers about our Greener Suburbs project planned for Zillmere, Murarrie, Paddington and Lutwyche, with hundreds of residents engaging in our community consultation events and telling us what they want to see in their neighbourhoods. So, we have a lot of exciting things planned, with much more to come, and we’re looking forward to continuing tree planting as part of this program in the New Year when conditions are more favourable to our fledgling new trees.


What we are doing in the meantime is making sure our existing trees are well taken care of, and able to survive and thrive during these tough conditions. For recently planted trees, we have increased the number of watering and maintenance visits. We have also implemented a number of alternative approaches to minimise our water usage for new plantings or high profile areas, including utilising a soil conditioner which means less water is needed when establishing new plantings. For existing garden beds, we are limiting watering to essential applications, and our officers—

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD, your time has expired.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor SRI.
Question 10
Councillor SRI:
Mr Chair, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. Today Council will vote on the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan. This new plan will increase building heights in the Lambert Street peninsula compared to the current neighbourhood plan, but doesn’t offer any new public greenspace, and makes no attempt to complete the Riverwalk around the Kangaroo Point riverfront. Are you confident that there is enough public greenspace in the northern half of the Kangaroo Point suburb to cater for the rapid population growth which your Administration is proposing?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the question, Councillor SRI. We know that Kangaroo Point and significant parts of Kangaroo Point, including the Kangaroo Point peninsula, have had elements of high density for a very long time. In fact, Kangaroo Point was one of the first high density areas outside of the CBD. This is not something new. This is something where anyone who claims to know anything about town planning would suggest that high density is appropriate for a place like Kangaroo Point.

 
Now, what we propose in Kangaroo Point is significant and ongoing investment in infrastructure, like the construction of the new Kangaroo Point to the CBD bridge, which will provide a real game changer for people living on the peninsula, and also people further afield as well. They will go from being on a peninsula to having direct access within a few hundred metres of the CBD at the foot there of Alice Street and Edward Street. That will be an incredibly attractive piece of infrastructure for people when it comes not only to getting around the city, but also as a lifestyle improvement to the area.


Now, when it comes to parkland, we always would like to see increases in parkland, and that is why I established the Green Future Fund with $20 million in funding this year alone to acquire land for parkland. We do that in many respects in Council. Part of the parkland improvement is done through the LGIP (Local Government Infrastructure Plan), which identifies new parks that we would like to see delivered. Part of it is done through enhancement of existing parks—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
On relevance, the mayor is avoiding the question. It’s a simple one of: ‘Is there enough public greenspace in Kangaroo Point for the increasing population?’
Chair:
I disagree. I think the LORD MAYOR is answering the question about parkland.

LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
As I was saying, part of it is through upgrades to existing parks to make sure that they are more usable, and we’ve certainly continued to invest in parkland in places like Kangaroo Point, and we will continue to do so in the future.


Then the other part of it is identifying opportunities that might arise to buy additional land for parkland, and that’s where opportunities like the Green Future Fund come in. Now, we are constantly looking at opportunities to expand parkland, and I would simply say that if those opportunities come up and they’re feasible in a place like Kangaroo Point, then we will have a look at them. If Councillor SRI is aware of any specific feasible options to expand parkland, I am happy to have a look at it.


So, I’m not going to make a black and white statement about whether there is enough parkland in any suburb, because we would always like to see better and more parkland. That’s what our focus is, and that’s why we’re investing more than ever before in expanding parkland. That is why we’re converting Victoria Park golf course into the biggest new park created in 50 years. That’s why we have the $20 million Green Future Fund that will continue to roll on. As Councillors are aware, we’ve already made the first acquisitions from the Green Future Fund, down in Sunnybank Hills, and Councillors are coming to us with suggestions and opportunities to purchase more land for parkland.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
It’s interesting, we hear the mumbling and the murmuring from over there—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
And, Councillor GRIFFITHS, Councillor GRIFFITHS doesn’t like us buying new parkland obviously. He just criticises—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, Councillor GRIFFITHS. Councillor GRIFFITHS, you’ve made a few interjections now that have gone unacknowledged. Please—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Please refrain from interjecting unnecessarily, or really at all.

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
But if Councillor GRIFFITHS wants to direct his efforts to anything, he would stop the State Government selling off land in his area. That would be a good start.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
He’s complaining about what Council’s doing, but he’s not standing up to his State Labor colleagues who want to sell off bushland in his area. So, the hypocrisy is breathtaking there.


Our record is clear. We will continue to invest in parkland, whether it’s improving existing parkland or creating new parkland, and if you go out there—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—to talk to the average person on the street—

Chair:
Okay, LORD MAYOR—

LORD MAYOR:
—they know this Administration stands for increasing and improving parkland.

Chair:
Alright, the answer will be heard in silence please.

LORD MAYOR, have you concluded?

LORD MAYOR:
No, thank you. They know the record of this Administration; they know the focus of this Administration, and I’ve got to say—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, Councillors, please—

LORD MAYOR:
—congratulations, Councillor SRI, on your latest newsletter. It was a corker. It was an absolute corker. Trying to claim credit for all of Team Schrinner’s achievements in your ward—fantastic! Fantastic! You are our biggest fan, according to the latest newsletter. But that’s okay. That’s okay. We are proud of the things that we are achieving in all wards of the city, including in The Gabba Ward.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor LANDERS.
Question 11
Councillor LANDERS:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, last week Council announced our Christmas in Brisbane line-up for 2019. Can you please give us an update on what we can expect from the dazzling lights and displays during the month of December?
Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I thank Councillor LANDERS for the question. Yes, you might ask why we are talking about Christmas already. Because it is only 36 sleeps away, can you believe, until Christmas. Christmas, in the city and across Brisbane, is going to be bigger this year than ever. The city, in particular, a hive of activity, as it is every year, getting families to come in and enjoy the festive season with more than 250 events in the lead up to Christmas Day.


We know—and the LORD MAYOR mentioned earlier today—

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—a lot of families have done it tough this year, and a lot of families particularly around the State struggling with drought and, of course, the recent bushfires as well. I think it is more important than ever for those families who’ve planned to come into the city, particularly if they’re from out of Brisbane, that we come together and we enjoy the festive season.


More importantly, I think it’s also clear that we need to support our local businesses at this time of the year. We have got hospitality, food and bev, retail stores right across the city that are really, really looking forward to that festive season, for people to come in and spend, and spend up big. That is what Team Schrinner is absolutely focused on. It’s about making sure everyone has the opportunity to celebrate with their loved ones in the places that make our city great.


Of course, the activities throughout December will support that retail economy by attracting those visitors from the wider region. We know last year more than 750,000 visitors to the events. Events in the city centre support the extended shopping trading hours too, and we’re very happy to announce the much-loved classic favourites are back this year, but with a bit of a twist. The Christmas tree lights up, the LORD MAYOR will be there on 29 November. Our much-loved tree stands at 22 metres tall, and of course becomes the centrepiece of the city. It’s always a special moment for those little faces to light up as the tree lights go on for the first time as well.


The Gold Lotto City Hall Lights will feature a new Australian animal story by children’s author Samantha Wheeler, and everyone can enjoy the story of Clarence the koala and his search for the perfect Christmas gift. The story comes alive every 15 minutes. Of course, there’s the annual Christmas parade, an absolute must-see. Hundreds of singing and dancing performers marching merrily through Queen Street Mall. The parade will start on 13 December at 7pm. There will be new elements, including performing elves, a polar express train and new Christmas floats as well.


This will be capped off, of course, with the Lord Mayor’s Christmas Carols to showcase some of Australia’s biggest and brightest talents on 7 December. Some 500 performers will bring the Riverstage to life, with song and dance. Charli Robinson from Channel 9—I’ve got 20-year-olds, which means Charli Robinson is from Hi-5 as far as I’m concerned—will host the evening. We saw her in concert for their second birthday. It was a big mosh pit. Families can arrive early and enjoy a picnic before the concert as well. It is a spectacular event for all ages. So there really are so many great events right across the city.


Of course, the Enchanted Garden—extremely popular. We encourage everybody to plan ahead for the Enchanted Garden. The lights displaying and illuminating Roma Street Parkland will be back. There is a gorgeous light show at St Stephen’s Cathedral, a celebration of peace, joy and goodwill. Hundreds of events at South Bank Parklands, obviously; live performances, the South Bank markets, and even the Lord Mayor’s Christmas Senior Concerts which we know our mature residents absolutely love in the first week of December as well.


Of course, Santa’s Stable is a program highlight, and it is coming back again this year due to popularity. It’s a chance for families to have a photo with Santa and the elves, and of course Santa’s deer. So, we have Rocky and Radar that are joining the celebrations this year.
Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
They can pop up to Reddacliff Place. Rocky and Radar are there for one hour a day over the week that we have Santa’s Stable. That is not a petting zoo, but it’s an opportunity to get into the festive mood where it’s just a little bit quieter up in Reddacliff Place as well. 


It’s all about activating our community, getting people out and about and supporting our local economy. It makes a huge difference to our operators over this time of year. A generated spend of estimated $7.1 million from the Christmas program. That’s right—I said it wrong—$7.1 million generated with a total spend of $71.5 million over Christmas. Last year alone we saw an economic uplift of $55.8 million from 14 December to 23 December. That is nothing to be sniffed at when it comes to our retailers and our hardworking small to medium enterprises right throughout the central business district.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, your time has expired.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Merry Christmas to all our retailers.

Chair:
That concludes Question Time.


Councillors, I draw to your attention the consideration of Committee reports.

LORD MAYOR, the Establishment and Coordination Committee, please.

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 11 November 2019, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Seriatim en bloc for debate and voting - Clauses A, D, G and I
	At that time, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON rose and requested that Clause A, MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – MAJOR AMENDMENT PACKAGE H; Clause D, MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE F; Clause G, MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE K; and Clause I, AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE J, be taken seriatim en bloc for debating and voting purposes.


Seriatim - Clause G
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause G, MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE K, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
LORD MAYOR, could you please introduce the report and we’ll speak to the planning proposals first, please. So A, D, G and I first.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Before I move to those particular items, I wanted to address a couple of issues. First of all, there was an interesting question that Councillor Adam ALLAN answered about responsible financial management. I heard some murmurings from Labor Councillors about, ‘Oh, you have to deliver a balanced budget, you have to, by law, there’s no choice.’ I have to say it has been my consistent advice that Council does not have to deliver balanced budgets. There is no law requiring balanced budgets.


It might seem that way because we’ve had 15 balanced budgets in a row, but that is not any kind of requirement other than our requirement for responsible financial management. You can be sure that, if the other side got in, deficits will be coming before you knew it because there is no requirement. But we know that Labor simply can’t manage money, and they’ve got no experience in running Australia’s largest council.


But we’ve heard some interesting comments on transparency today, and it never ceases to amaze me the level—the sheer level of bald-faced hypocrisy that comes from Labor. So, they are not only content to go after LNP Councillors and personally attack them, they now want to go after the family members of LNP Councillors apparently. That’s what Councillor CASSIDY said.


Now, transparency is one of those things that they claim to support, yet Councillor CUMMING has not disclosed a single cent that has been spent on his allowance that he received for three and a half years as Opposition Leader, and I don’t believe he has any intention of doing so, and I haven’t seen Councillor CASSIDY getting up in outrage and calling on Councillor CUMMING to disclose what that allowance was spent on. Once again, hypocrisy.


Then when it comes to disclosures, I remember on the first day that we found out that Rod Harding had been knifed and replaced with a TV journalist, that TV journalist was asked, will you disclose your personal financial and pecuniary interests, and there was complete surprise and a blank look on the face there, and someone said: ‘Oh, you don’t have to do that. So, oh, I don’t have to do that.’

So, I remember very clearly that the Labor Party required certain other candidates running for office at other levels of government to disclose their personal financial pecuniary interests, even though there was no requirement to do so, in the interests of transparency. It seems that we don’t have that same standard now with the current candidate who’s running for Lord Mayor.


Now, we as Councillors all have to do that. It is the law, and we follow the law. Councillors would know, and Administration Councillors would know, the great level of concern that we have to make sure everything is done appropriately, that we follow the law and do the right thing, and make the appropriate disclosures. We spend a lot of time making sure we’ve got them up to date. Yet, a candidate who wants to be Lord Mayor and run Australia’s largest city, he’s like: ‘Oh, don’t have to do that. It doesn’t apply to me.’ So, there are some double standards here.


Then we heard Councillor CASSIDY harping on about the allowance, yet we heard that he’s given two or three different stories about his allowance. What’s happening with it? Has he asked for it to stop? Has he paid it back? Or is it sitting in his account? I don’t know. There’ve been three different stories, and we do not know. All we know is that he is using this simply as a political issue because they have nothing else. They have no plans and no policies and no agenda for the city. They have no experience. All they have is mudslinging and personal attacks. You can’t run a city on mudslinging and personal attacks. You just can’t.


Now, Labor Councillors have been very interested in the recent State Government legislation, and this is another example of double standards. Because, from yesterday, there have been changes to the way information is released from Council Committees, including E&C (Establishment and Coordination Committee). Traditionally, at all three levels of government, the Cabinet decision making body has had a level of confidentiality. Now, that confidentiality still exists up at George Street, still exists down in Canberra, but as of yesterday has been removed from Brisbane City Council.


It’s interesting because the Premier, back in October 2017, said: ‘I will not make rules for councils that I am not prepared to follow myself.’ So, any changes we make will apply to the State as well as local government—except for Cabinet confidentiality. Now, if you go up to the top of George Street, their confidentiality lasts for 30 years—30 years. So, often it’s after governments have long gone and Premiers have passed away that that information comes out. Yet, they’re quite happy to have that system in place for themselves, for a Labor State Government, yet a different system at the council level.


But I can say we always do the right thing, and we are announcing today that, following the confirmation of the Minutes of E&C at the next E&C meeting on Monday, we will be releasing those Cabinet Minutes, and they will be put up on AsdeqDocs, which is the electronic system that all Councillors have access to—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Actually, no, that’s not the case, Councillor JOHNSTON. Councillor JOHNSTON said we’d legally have to. No, we don’t. What has happened is the Cabinet is now subject to right to information, which means that Councillors can apply and make a right to information application on Cabinet Minutes. Do you know what we’re doing? We’re releasing them proactively. Whether people put in an application or not, they’re coming out. All Councillors will see them.


We don’t have to do that, but we’re doing it. Pity that the same thing doesn’t apply up in George Street for the Labor Party State Government. So, Councillors will see the Cabinet Minutes within 48 hours of the Minutes being adopted in the next Cabinet meeting. So, as you would be aware, as each Council meeting comes in, the first thing we do is we confirm the Minutes of the last meeting. There’s a vote taken, and that’s the Minutes of the last meeting. It’s confirmed. The minute they’re confirmed at Cabinet in the same way, within 48 hours we will release them on AsdeqDocs to all Councillors.


Also, there have been changes made to the City of Brisbane Act in relation to Councillor requests for advice and information. These changes, once again, like the Cabinet confidentiality matters, have nothing to do with Belcarra, they have nothing to do with what the State Government says they are all about, but they are all about trying to give Labor some kind of advantage in the lead-up to the next election, a hand-up from their State mates.

Councillors interjecting.

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

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Now, if you’re a State Member of Parliament and you’re not part of the Government, you don’t have access to all of the State Government files, like a Councillor does. You don’t have that access. You have to ask the Minister a question and the Minister decides whether they’re going to actually even respond to that question or answer that question. There is no obligation at the State level, or even the Federal level, I understand, for information to be provided to State Members of Parliament or Federal Members of Parliament.


Yet, Councillors can already get access to the files. It’s already there, they can have access to it, and that is already a far higher level of transparency than any other level of government. So that process will continue, and we will be updating the requests for advice and information guidelines in accordance with the new changes to the City of Brisbane Act and the legislation that’s been brought in. Once again, we’re doing the right thing here.


So, we can rightly claim that Brisbane City Council is the most transparent, not only council in Australia, but level of government out of all three. We are the most transparent level of government, the most transparent elected body in the country—in the country. So, that is something we should all be proud of. It is a shame that the same level of transparency does not exist elsewhere. But, ultimately, we are leading the way here.


As I always do, I just wanted to talk about some of the major city Council assets and how they’re going to be lit up in support of great community causes. So, today the Story Bridge, the Tropical Dome and the Victoria Bridge will be lit up in orange to support Zonta Says No to Domestic Violence. I know there’s a number of Councillors who have been involved in that campaign and some of the activities that have happened in recent times in support of that campaign. Zonta does a fantastic job—

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

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Zonta does a fantastic job in Brisbane and internationally, and we’ve had a number of speakers in the Chamber as well from Zonta, and we look forward to continuing to support the great work they do.


On Thursday we’ll see Brisbane City Hall lit up in blue for the Asia Pacific Screen Awards. This is a big event for Brisbane when it comes to international profile. These are the major screen awards for the whole Asia Pacific region. If you think about the sheer amount of film that is produced in Asia and also in places like India, there is just a massive volume. It’s one of the—it’s obviously a massive market when it comes to film watchers, but it’s also an incredibly large producer of films. Right here, this week, we will be having the International Awards for the Asia Pacific Screen Awards. So that is something we should be proud of, and certainly something that helps put Brisbane on the map internationally.
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Also, on Thursday the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge will be lit up purple to support Pancreatic Cancer Awareness Month. In Australia, pancreatic cancer has just an 8.7% five-year survival rate, which is absolutely diabolical. So, only 8.7% survive five years or more. So, that is a very serious and aggressive form of cancer, and is projected to be the second leading cause of cancer related deaths in Australia by 2030, so it’s important that we raise awareness of that.


Australia’s international summer of men’s test cricket kicks off at the Gabba, with Australia versus Pakistan for the first of the two test series. So, Friday, Saturday and Sunday we will see the Tropical Dome, Victoria Bridge and Story Bridge lit up in green and gold to support the Aussie test team. So, looking forward to that.


It was great to be out and about again this week, and particularly great to be with Councillor JOHNSTON at the Sherwood Festival. It was also great to be able to give a commitment, which I will repeat today, to provide a higher level of support in terms of funding going forward.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
It’s not an auction. But yes, look, I acknowledge what a great event it is, and the hard work that went into making that possible. Council provides a great level of support across the city to many events, and Councillor JOHNSTON rightly pointed out that the level of funding there hadn’t changed for a long time, and the costs have increased, so happy to have a look at that, as we are happy to have a look at other festivals around Australia as well—not Australia, around Brisbane as well.

In relation to the planning items that you wanted taken together, we have item A, the major amendment to City Plan H. This amendment will change the—this is about the townhouses and apartments in low density areas. It’s funny, because some Councillors will remember that, in the 2014 City Plan, some Councillors made submissions and I remember being berated by the Labor Councillors at the time for making a submission saying there should be no townhouses in low density areas, and that parking requirements should be increased, and they berated me for making those comments. I’m glad that we’re bringing this in now, because—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—the planning of the city is something that continues to evolve.

Chair:
Calm down, Councillors, please.

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
The planning of the city is something that continues to evolve. Brisbane’s Future Blueprint and the consultation that occurred at that time was a really important next step in making sure that our planning is as responsive to the community as possible. I have no doubt it will continue to change in the future. We regularly see amendments to the plan come through, and plans are a living, breathing thing, so we will continue to see changes going forward based on the changing needs of the community, based on feedback, and also based on the need to provide more housing in Brisbane as our population grows, and different types of housing.


But it has long been my belief that low density should be low density, and that is exactly what we’re putting forward. It is interesting that the State Government seems to be of two minds about this. On the one hand, they’ve indicated that they might support this going forward, but on the other hand they seem to be fanning the flames behind the scenes against this, so I don’t know how it will come forward in the end. But we will continue to progress with this to make sure that low density stays low density.


Now, there are plenty of other parts of the city where you can build units or townhouses, and I want to make that point clear. So, there’s emerging communities, there’s low-medium density, there’s medium density, and a range of higher density zonings as well. These are areas you can build units and townhouses, but low density is low density, and that’s what we’re doing here with this amendment. 


I know that, when it came to community consultation, we received 1,423 submissions, including 1,302 properly made submissions. Some 731 of the properly made submissions from within the Brisbane local government area were in support of the proposed amendments; 455 of the properly made submissions within the local government area were not in support. 


So, there was strong community support, despite a big campaign from certain elements to try and stop this amendment. There were very active groups who are campaigning in favour of townhouses, believe it or not, so we saw that happening, but the clear view when it comes to the submission here is that the community does support these changes, and we will progress with them on that basis.


When it comes to the next one, which is major amendment F, this proposed amendment will change overlay mapping and associated provisions to ensure that local heritage places, buildings constructed in or prior to 1911, and key civic spaces and iconic vistas are protected. To ensure the protection and preservation of Brisbane’s unique character and identity, 128 new sites are proposed to be added to the heritage overlay mapping. These sites were identified through systematic research and by nominations from the public and other interested people.


The protection of key civic spaces and iconic vistas will ensure that future development does not detract from their visual importance to the city. That includes Anzac Square, Post Office Square, the General Post Office—or the GPO, and St Stephen’s Cathedral. Key civic spaces include Reddacliff Place, Queen Elizabeth II courts at the law complex, and also Post Office Square and Admiralty Towers Two Public Plaza.


We had public consultation from March to April this year, and we received 72 submissions. Based on that consultation, we resolved to modify the proposed amendments in response to the submissions, and progress the amendments to the State Government for its final review. The Minister has endorsed the amendment for it to proceed to adoption and gazettal. The TLPIs (Temporary Local Planning Instruments) will be repealed once the amendment is adopted.


We have the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan coming through. Obviously—

Chair:
Sorry, LORD MAYOR—

LORD MAYOR:
That’s not part of it?

Chair:
Sorry, LORD MAYOR, I know I said the planning ones, but E is not included in the seriatim. It’s G and I. So E is still to come.

LORD MAYOR:
G and I—okay, I’ll move forward to G, Mr Chair. G relates to amendment package K. The main component of this includes the rezoning of 54 properties through the emerging community zone land audit to be amended from emerging community to low density residential, and apply dwelling house character overlay as well.


These properties were identified through a selection criteria to ensure appropriateness. The selection criteria included sites with no development approval, sites not in a priority development area, sites not in a neighbourhood plan area, sites not heavily constrained by biodiversity, bushfire, coastal hazards, flood or waterway corridor overlay codes. These changes will deliver on Council’s commitment to protecting Brisbane’s backyard and our unique character, by giving effect to the action in the Future Blueprint that will ensure suburban development fits within its surrounding areas. Amendment K is presented to the Chamber to request the first State interest review and seek approval for public consultation.


Finally, to item I, the proposed amendment, which is package J, will ensure that new multiple dwellings in suburban areas provide sufficient onsite car parking spaces to accommodate parking demand. More specifically, the amendment proposes to change transport access and parking and servicing to increase parking rates as follows: two-bedroom units—

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

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair; I’m almost done. Two bedroom units will be required to have two car parking spaces; three bedroom units will also be required to have two car parking spaces; four or more bedroom units will be required to have at least 2.5 car parking spaces. We’ll also be increasing visitor parking spaces per unit from 0.15 to 0.25. So, these changes form part of our commitment to make sure that we take on board the feedback in the Future Blueprint consultation. 


We had 360 properly made submissions. Of the properly made submissions, 244 were in support. So, we are progressing this amendment to the Minister to undertake the second State interest review and request adoption. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? I’ll remind the room that we are debating seriatim in items A, D, G and I. 

Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair; I’ll speak on all of these together—A, D, G and I, these planning amendments. It’s probably more telling that the LORD MAYOR spent—or very telling the LORD MAYOR spent more time talking about Pat Condren than he did about the business of this Council.


He mentioned something that caught my attention, Chair, when he said he—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, I trust you recognise the rules don’t allow you to say whatever you please. Can you please stick to the business at hand?

Councillor CASSIDY:
We know what happened.

Chair:
You’re very—you’re very—

Councillor CASSIDY:
They don’t like what I say.

Chair:
No, no, you’re very quick, you’re very quick to ask others to come back to topic, and I expect the same—

Councillor CASSIDY:
—and you rarely, rarely acquiesce to my requests, Chair. 

Chair:
—the same standards you ask of others to be held to yourself. Please, Councillor CASSIDY, continue.

Councillor CASSIDY:
The LORD MAYOR said an interesting thing. He said that—he used the term evolve, and this is an evolution of the planning scheme. I think what is more accurate is that the LNP machine did some polling, did some focus groups, and they felt the winds of change coming, Mr Chair. 


I think the exercise that the LORD MAYOR and Councillor BOURKE—what’s the term he likes to use—waxes lyrically about the Future Blueprint for Brisbane, and the Plan your Brisbane exercise was a very expensive advertising exercise for this LNP Administration. But I think they knew the writing was on the wall when it comes to the disastrous planning decisions they made in 2014 when they did their focus groups. The LNP did their focus groups and did their private polling, and it said communities all around Brisbane were red hot angry at this Council, at this LORD MAYOR. 


He might get up in here and try and rewrite this history now and say, oh, I argued, I argued against slashing car parking ratios, and I argued to protect low density residential—was he the Deputy Mayor at the time? Can’t have been a very effective one if he was arguing for that at the time.


The history shows that this Administration, Team Schrinner, are the ones that have wrought the damage on Brisbane. All those communities right across Brisbane, when you go out to places in streets around Brisbane, whether it’s Halcomb Street in Zillmere—I was there this morning and saw that entire street that has unit developments all down it, completely and utterly parked out; go to Kingsmill Street in Chermside, just around Burnie Brae, near the Chermside Shopping Centre—that street is parked out 24 hours a day, seven days a week; streets like Kitchener Street in Coorparoo, Cleveland Street in Stones Corner, Andrew Street in Cannon Hill, of course. 


All of these streets and streets all around Brisbane are completely and utterly parked out. Some of these streets you cannot even get an emergency services vehicle down. What’s the solution to that? There is no solution to that, because Adrian SCHRINNER had already got in and made these changes, and those people will be living with that reality for the rest of their lives. 


So, we’re glad that the LORD MAYOR has finally, finally backed down on some of the decisions that he made in this Administration to slash the number of car parks that were required as a result of unit development, but for so many people, LORD MAYOR, it is too little too late. They will remember that on 28 March next year. There is no doubt about that. So, we cannot forget who caused these problems. For the last 16 years, this LNP Administration has been in power. 


Now, every time we ask this LORD MAYOR or this Administration questions about their conduct—and whether it’s about planning issues or issues of transparency and accountability, or the mounting rorts that we see in this Administration, Chair, the LORD MAYOR just says, oh, it was all Jim Soorley’s fault. Sometimes he says it was Clem Jones’ fault. I’m sure he’ll say it was the mayors of the former City of Brisbane and the South Brisbane Town Council, and the Sandgate Town Council—it was all their fault as well.


He has never shown the leadership when it comes to these things, and this Administration only moved, they only moved when they could see people out in those communities standing there with baseball bats waiting to punish them at the next election. But again, they’re not going to forget that on 28 March next year. 


The LORD MAYOR says, oh, Labor’s got no policies, no positive policies. Well, he’s lifted the entire Labor planning guarantee from the 2016 election; he didn’t need to spend the millions and millions of dollars on the Plan your Brisbane exercise. They already had the answers, because they did their focus groups and their private polling, the LNP, but had they actually been out there listening to people? I can tell you, during the 2016 election and each and every year after that, I know the feedback I was getting from constituents in my area when unit developments were going up, waived through as a result of decisions that LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER made in the City Plan 2014, that those car parking requirements weren’t high enough. 


Those people have been—you know, whether it was Barbara down in Gillies Street in Zillmere, when she would ring the office constantly and say there’s another unit development happening here—this is a person who’s lived in that same street for decades and decades, and can fundamentally see the fabric of that community changing. Now, change can be difficult for some people. When it is managed right and managed appropriately, and appropriate development controls are put in place, that can be a positive outcome for a community. But when it comes to this LNP Council who were addicted—addicted to developer donations—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Oh, they didn’t like that. Got a rise out of one of them there. They don’t get them anymore, that’s for sure. 

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
That’s for sure.

Chair:
Okay, Councillor CASSIDY, keep moving please. Keep going.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, that’s right, unless they win the next State election, then it will be open slather for developer donations once again, Chair.

Chair:
Okay, thanks mate. Back to the topic at hand, please.

Councillor CASSIDY:
So, when it came—when it came to development in this city, under this LNP Administration who was addicted to developer donations, it was Rafferty Rules—Rafferty’s Rules. When it came to units and townhouses, the development industry said, we want less car parks in the unit developments we are building, and the LNP Adrian SCHRINNER, said, sure. City Plan 2014, sure, sure. They said, we want to go higher and more dense, and they said, sure; tell us how high and how dense. Tell us how few car parks you want to build in these unit developments, in suburbs, in far flung places of Brisbane—

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:
—and they would give them more than they even asked for, Chair. So, these issues are coming home to roost. The people of Brisbane should not be fooled that this Administration is somehow saving the backyard, saving the backyard that they have systematically destroyed for years and years and years. 


They are claiming now that they’re going to save the suburban street by requiring developers to put more car parks in unit developments. Well, that is of cold comfort to those residents living in those streets that have been ruined and those communities now that have been ruined. 


When it comes to item D, with the pre-1911 character protection, again and again and again we’ve been calling on this Administration to do a full audit of Brisbane’s pre-1911 character properties, and each and every time we request that very simple thing, to properly resource an audit of pre-1911 homes that are continuing to fall through the cracks, that are continuing to be bulldozed by developers all around this city, they refuse. And they come in here today and say, we’re acting on this, and we’re protecting Brisbane’s character. I mean, this is a joke, Chair, when it comes to really acting on these issues.


This is all about this Administration scrambling to the next election trying to save some face, but again I say the people of Brisbane really won’t forget who inflicted this pain on them in the first place. We will, of course, be supporting these items, Chair, but again it is too little too late. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thanks, Chair; I rise to speak on item A, major amendment to City Plan package H. I start by asking a simple question, Chair: how good is Fig Tree Pocket? Well, it’s amazing. Let’s just ask local resident David who came to see me in the ward office last week. He had very fond things to say about the local park, Biami Yumba, where we just had the Jacaranda Festival a few weeks ago. It was fantastic.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MACKAY:
Chair, the fact that the kids can play in the local parks is fantastic. The Gan-Gani Kindergarten and all of the other local schools down in Fig Tree Pocket are thriving because of one—

Chair:
Councillor MACKAY, I have to ask you to come to the topic please.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Chair—because of one fact, and that is that this LORD MAYOR has a plan for the future which includes preserving Brisbane’s backyards and its unique character. 


So, I’ll just take you back to the Brisbane’s Future Blueprint where more than 100,000 residents had their say—that’s more than one in five households—and every suburb participated. There was a plan developed with eight principles to guide how decisions would be made to create a friendly and liveable city, that would include creating a city of neighbourhoods, protecting and creating greenspace, and others, but most importantly for me, protecting the Brisbane backyard and our unique character.


Now, Chair, the LORD MAYOR has a vision for the kind of Brisbane we want to create for the future generations. So, what I did, Chair, was letterbox dropped thousands of homes in Fig Tree Pocket and Chapel Hill, and I told the residents that now was the time for them to have their say about major amendment H, the restricting townhouse developments in low density residential areas. Guess what, Chair: hundreds and hundreds of people throughout Fig Tree Pocket, Chapel Hill and other low density residential areas in Walter Taylor had their say. They were overwhelmingly supportive of what the LORD MAYOR has planned. So, I commend this item to the Chamber, and thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well—yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise to speak on all four items before us today. Now, for those Councillors who weren’t here in 2014, we had a week‑long debate about City Plan 2014. I remember it, and I participated significantly, as did a number of other Labor Councillors who were here at the time, and some that have gone. During this debate, the LNP Administration, led by then Chairperson Councillor Amanda Cooper and then Deputy Chairperson of Planning, now DEPUTY MAYOR of the city, Krista ADAMS, and the LORD MAYOR of the city now, and the then Deputy Mayor of the city then, got up and extolled the virtues of City Plan 2014 over and over and over again.


All reasonable amendments were refused. There were—I put many up at the time. I spoke on concerns about the cuts to parking ratios, the loss of protections for character homes, the lack of notification for residents, and all of these things gleefully the LNP Administration pushed through, using their massive majority, and since that time, for the past five years, every single thing that I raised and other Councillors raised in that debate has absolutely come to fruition. The code bombing of the city—that was the words that came out of that week-long debate—is clear to every single person in this city. Every resident knows that they no longer have a say in 90% of DAs (development applications) that come forward for consideration by this Council because of the changes made by this LNP Administration.


They were wrong. The damage that they have done to this city over the past five years with these bad planning changes has caused catastrophic—catastrophic impacts on the suburbs that I represent and in other places in the city. That damage can never be undone. Parked out streets is one of the smallest impacts. We’ve got huge five-storey buildings because our neighbourhood plan was altered to remove the GFA (gross floor area) and height requirements. 


My other neighbourhood plan was abolished altogether and put into a giant area of about eight suburbs, which includes all Councillor GRIFFITHS’ suburbs. I mean, it was appalling, appalling, and there is absolutely no question that whatever polling they did a couple of years ago put the fear of God into the LNP because there are angry residents all over Brisbane. I can tell you, Walter Taylor Ward, the former Councillor for Walter Taylor, Julian Simmonds, cut and ran as quick as possible because of the damage done under his watch as the Planning Chairperson as well. 


Whole suburbs in this city have been wrecked by the pro-development attitude of this Administration, and let me say, trying to put a band-aid on open heart wound is just not good enough. Do you know what we’re doing today with the car parking ratios in, I think, package J? We’re going back to what it was in 2014. So, for all the journalists in the room who weren’t here either, this is the same ratio that was in place that these people said was hopeless, had to go, and they put this new one in, and they stand up and say how they’re protecting our streets. They’re going back to what we had—and they knew five years ago that it wasn’t enough; it wasn’t enough.


Every day I’ve got residents who complain to me, who are in these units, that they’ve got nowhere to park. I’ve got another one that came in yesterday. They’ve got nowhere to park. It is not good enough—absolutely not good enough—you’re not even undoing the damage of five years ago, you are just making a slight sort of correction, and that’s it, and it’s not enough.


So, I honestly don’t—I cannot believe that the media, to be fair here, are out there praising or portraying this as some great initiative of the LNP. This is a massive backflip to redress a massive mistake that they made five years ago. It should never have happened, and if you were here or read that debate from 2014, you would know that I, and other Councillors from the Labor Party who were here, fought this botched City Plan tooth and nail.


Now, let me say the following: the changes in item A only protect a few outer suburban LNP areas. Already there is a ban on townhouses in low density areas under the existing City Plan rules for blocks of less than 3,000 square metres. So, I love that the new Councillor for Walter Taylor went out and told all his residents that there was going to be this new ban, when there’s already a ban in place in suburbs like his, for blocks under 3,000 square metres. So, the only place this ban is going to help is out in outer suburbs where there are huge blocks of land, and they are LNP areas.


The damage in my ward has been done by this Administration allowing units to be attached to the back of character houses in low to medium density areas, and the damage that has been done to the middle ring suburbs through the poor judgment of this Administration, and the poor planning outcomes of this Administration, is appalling.


Certainly, with respect to package F, it is not good enough that we continue to see a piecemeal approach to protecting our character homes. Just two weeks ago another gracious—I’d say 120 or 130-year-old home, colonial home, at 583 Oxley Road, Corinda, was knocked down. I couldn’t believe it. I drove past one day and it was there; I drove past the next day and it’s gone. It’s stunning. It was a stunning home. And guess what: it was actually an LMR (low-medium residential) area, so it didn’t have any character protection.


Now, I’ve moved multiple motions in this place to protect it, and this Administration has failed to act on that. It is absolutely unacceptable that they stand up now and say they want to champion character. It’s not good enough. All pre-1946 and pre-1911 homes in this city must be protected, and every time the LNP vote against this, more homes are being lost. They’re lost every day in my area. 


To give you another example of how this Council likes to protect Brisbane’s backyard, 748 Sherwood Road, Sherwood—the residents and I objected to a gracious character house being carved up and its backyard chopped off for a small lot block. Thankfully Council did refuse the DA, but guess what—went to appeal, Council rolled over in the appeal, leaving the resident who joined the appeal to fight the developer on his own. 


Now, two weeks ago—it’s alright—two weeks ago he stuck with it all the way and he got a good outcome, not because this Council helped him, not because this Council defended its decision to refuse the application, because a single Brisbane resident and his local Councillor fought to protect our city’s heritage. This Council didn’t help, and the reason this can be done is because this Council allows blocks to be split and chopped up and Brisbane backyards are being lost.   


Now, I just want to say a few words briefly about package K and the SICIA (Strategic Inner City Industrial Area). The SICIA was released the week that Graham Quirk—I don’t know—retired—

Councillor interjecting.


Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and I don’t think there was a single bit of media about it—took off, yes, thank you. I don’t think there was a single bit of media about it. I absolutely do not support the SICIA, and I do not support this Council’s plans to undertake changes that are proposed in the City Plan amendments today. 


Here are some of the things that Council wants to put in the SICIA—that’s a Strategic Inner City Industrial Area; I have one in Yeronga. They want to encourage increased hours of operation for industry in appropriate locations. That means, presumably, 24-hour operations where you adjoin residential areas, and that is unacceptable. That means heavy trucks, vehicles, noise and I do not agree.


The second one Council wants to do: enable increased allowable building heights for industry that complements technological advancements in manufacturing warehouse operations. Guess what that means: giving these people and developers extra height in areas where they should not be going higher. I don’t support that. What is the point of a City Plan, what is the point of having height controls, having hours of operation—it’s there to protect residents, and it is not okay that, in the shadow of Graham Quirk taking off, that this Administration wants to push through 24 hours of operation in suburban industrial areas, higher building heights in suburban industrial areas, and guess what they want to do: cut parking ratios in inner city industrial areas. That’s the next one on the list of the SICIAs. 


I can tell you now: the impact of intensifying development in these inner-city industrial areas—and I’m talking about mine in Yeronga where you have industrial—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—on one side of the road, and residential on the other—

Chair:
Thank you. 

Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chair; I rise this afternoon to speak on item A. I think it’s important that we actually clarify some falsehoods that have been spoken here tonight. I will firstly start with the fact that the current DEPUTY MAYOR was actually the Chair of Lifestyle, not the Deputy Chair of neighbourhood planning at the time when we were debating the City Plan. 


Who inflicted it in the first place? Well, this was inflicted by the Australian Labor Party as part of City Plan 2000. Let me clarify that, yes, the outer suburbs will benefit by more certainty for residents, particularly in the emerging community areas, but where are those actual emerging community areas predominately? Out on the south-western corridor. They fall in two Australian Labor Party wards and one LNP ward, being the Forest Lake Ward, covering the areas of Doolandella, the Moorooka Ward covering the area of Pallara and Willawong, and I still have some areas in my ward of Calamvale, being in Stretton and Calamvale, where there are a substantial number of blocks over 3,000 square metres.


But, the interesting thing about all these parking comments as well—where is the State Government park ‘n’ rides? There is this urban sprawl that has eventuated as a result in that south-western corridor of the former Premier, Anna Bligh, determining that we would have growth in the Oxley wedge, and where is the State Government infrastructure to meet that public transport need? It is non‑existent. 


So, Mr Chair, I rise to speak tonight about the positives of this amendment, particularly in relation to many of my residents who have raised their concerns with me about emerging community, the large acreage blocks which are contained within my ward, and their concern for the many infrastructure impacts and issues that they foresee will result if this amendment does not proceed today.


Now, I know that many of my residents in Stretton have been there for a considerable period of time. Some of them even have the sales brochures for when the estate was entirely developed in the first place. I go back even further, and I can remember when the entire suburb of Stretton was actually a horse‑riding school many, many years ago, and Compton Road was a two-lane road with gravel beside either lane.


But what is important is the residents across the city want certainty for what is going to happen in Emerging community zones and in areas surrounding Low density residential. I think every Councillor in this place would recognise the fact that a family home is the most significant investment any family would ever make. It is very important to people that, when they make a choice to purchase a family home in a particular area, that they have that capacity to know that the residential amenity will remain, but also that they will be surrounded by like for like. They want to live in a residential community, particularly out in the suburbs.


For those people who choose to live in the CBD, in apartments, that is their choice, and that is fantastic for their choice. But when we are looking at Low density residential zones, we have to understand that, for those residents, that is a particular lifestyle that they value and respond to in our City of Brisbane. Our city is not black and white. It is many colours. There are many needs. Many people have differences of what they want out of their local community.


The people who live in a community know it best, and residents’ feedback in this process is important. I know many of my residents in Stretton, in Calamvale, in Parkinson, have expressed their concern to me about the impact of the 3,000 square metre regime. I am pleased to see in the schedule of amendments, at amendment 9, that it actually now says that development will maintain the low density character in which multiple dwellings are not accommodated. Full stop. No other conditions; no other addendums—multiple dwellings are not accommodated in a low density character area. I think that, what is most important about today, is that this gives my residents certainty. It gives residents of surrounding wards certainty.


Amendment 12 refers to the Algester—Parkinson—Stretton neighbourhood plan. Amendment 54 refers to the Lower Oxley Creek South neighbourhood plan. Amendment 91 refers to the Willawong neighbourhood plan. There are all of these areas that are the key growth suburbs in the south-west corridor of our city. That is why this amendment is important. That is why that all of those people that are currently buying into new suburbs, like Heathwood, like Pallara, have the knowledge that, going forward, that if they buy a property that is zoned low density, they will be surrounded by similar development. 


Our city does not stand still. Our city is evolving. It has gone through a metamorphosis from a quiet, sleepy country town as many of our interstate neighbours would refer to us, as being now a New World City. So, we have to change with the changing times. We have to recognise the different needs as they come through. But I know personally that this was an issue back in the late 1990s. 


I know personally that, when I came into this Council Chamber as a public speaker back in the late 1990s, and I raised the concerns about the local area outlined plans that the Australian Labor Party introduced at that time, that it was just brushed off. The community was not listened to then. That was the catalyst for why I am here today, because I know my community that I have lived in deserves better. They deserve the Brisbane of tomorrow to be better than the Brisbane of today. They deserve to have their feedback and their needs for the community taken into consideration. That is what this amendment does.


It has taken into account the emerging community; it has taken into account the development that is happening as the community is spreading across our city and to our city boundaries. But we also need to acknowledge that it is about the investment that people make in their homes and in their community. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair; I rise to speak on the items before me. I wore a T-shirt and shorts today because I thought it was like 30 degrees outside, but it’s really cold in here. Is anyone else noticing that?

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
I think it’s really nice. 

Councillor SRI:
Yes, you’re in a three-piece suit; you’re fine. 

Chair:
Carry on, please.

Councillor SRI:
Yes, I’m going to be abstaining from these items, because I support some elements of the changes and I oppose other elements of the changes. For anyone who’s following along at home or trying to get a head around what’s proposed here, on one level these are fairly small tokenistic changes. They’re largely tinkering around the edges of a broken planning system.


On another level, though, some of the changes are quite dramatic, and I think a lot of residents, when they do eventually work out or learn down the track the ramifications of what’s being voted on here today, they’re going to be quite shocked and disappointed that they didn’t have a more meaningful say, particularly around things like some of the changes regarding the inner-city industrial designation changes. There’s a lot in there that I don’t think there has been enough public consultation around, and I don’t think residents are really aware of what that’s going to do to some of their communities.


I think more generally, though, what these changes show is a failure of this Administration and a failure of city planning in general to grapple with the fact that, when development is led by the private sector, the community and the needs of the community are deprioritised in the pursuit of greater profit. So, now this Administration is tripping over itself to try and accommodate the frustrations of residents and still try and do a good job in terms of planning, all the while unable to rein in the profit-driven developers who are making changes to our city without considering the long-term community interests, and without considering—without even us as Opposition Councillors having any meaningful say in the process.


I think particularly the debate around townhouses and density in low density areas has been a little bit disappointing because I think it’s lacked nuance and hasn’t really grappled with the challenges we’re facing. There are a lot of people who have been commenting publicly that actually we do need to support medium density in some low density parts of the city, and I do tend to agree. I think the particular way that density has been delivered and the particular design of some of the townhouses we’ve seen in the last few years has been pretty disappointing and quite appalling in my view. 


But I’m quite cautious of us adopting a rhetorical stance of, oh, we have to just say no to all density in suburbia because actually some of those low-density areas do need to densify, and it would be more sustainable to support them to transition towards mixed use, low to medium density neighbourhoods rather than to just keep them as low density suburban sprawl dormitory suburbs. 


It’s a shame that there hasn’t been a more robust acknowledgment of the fact that suburban sprawl is not sustainable, and it is not sustainable for everyone to live 30, 40, 50 minutes’ drive from their place of work and to be stuck in traffic congestion several hours a day. We actually need to be talking about decentralising development and transport networks in our city so that people are living closer to where they work and that they have more services and community facilities in their local area. 


There’s a really big difference between driving to a mega mall three or four suburbs over or driving to a really large library and community centre three or four suburbs over, as opposed to having a local library and community centre within walking distance, or being able to use local shops and services that are within walking distance. I don’t think our current City Plan gets that balance right, and I don’t think these changes get that balance right either.


I think it’s been really disappointing to me that this Administration seems to be flip-flopping a little bit on some important issues rather than leading and having a meaningful conversation with the public about what forms of densification are actually sustainable. But even more concerning is the failure to recognise that, when we leave the provision of housing up to the private sector, low income residents are always going to miss out, and public services and infrastructure are always going to fall short of population growth, because property developers do not care about the long-term liveability of the communities they’re delivering.


There are a few rare exceptions. There are some who are in it for the long term and actually still have a stake in the projects long term, but most property developers don’t actually care what that community is going to be like to live in 20, 30, 40 years down the road. We see that in the design; we see that in the way these packages are brought forward, and unfortunately this Council is not doing a good enough job of reining in that profit mode.


I am supportive of some medium density in some parts of suburban Brisbane. I think it’s a shame that what we have here today is essentially a one-size-fits-all approach, particularly around those car parking requirements. Councillor JOHNSTON was right, for anyone who is following at home, that a lot of these changes are essentially undoing changes that were made a few years ago. 


But I really think we need to have a more nuanced conversation about car parking ratios, because yes, there are some areas of the city where there’s not enough off-street parking being provided, but there are other areas of the city where, if you keep forcing developers to provide more and more parking, that simply encourages people to own more vehicles and increases traffic congestion. 

In fact, in some parts of my ward, I was actually arguing that we need to be reducing parking requirements, particularly around South Brisbane where the train stations are, because we don’t want people to be owning multiple vehicles and to be driving everywhere as their main mode of transport. I know it’s different in different parts of the city and different suburbs, but the problem is that these rules don’t take account of those local variations. 


They are one-size-fits-all rules that ordinary residents have had very little say in, and to be quite frank, I don’t think most residents actually understand the changes that are being made. I think that’s problematic from a planning process, because we need to be actively involving residents in decisions about the future of their city rather than just saying, oh, you complained about this, so now we’re making a change over here, without actually explaining any of the details. 


So, yes, I’m not supportive of some elements. I’m obviously supportive of some of the others, such as the heritage protection, and it’s good to see that that protection for Lamb House is still moving forward. But, overall, I’m just really disappointed that this Administration is not taking a more democratic approach to planning, and is not taking a more evidence-based approach to planning. I think there’s a better way to do this. 


I think moving beyond the notion that everyone should be—moving beyond the notion that housing should be treated as a commodity I think is the first step in this process. Housing was once conceptualised as a human right. But now that we treat housing as an investible commodity and wealth is locked up in housing, that’s resulting in sub-optimal design outcomes; it’s resulting in sub-optimal planning outcomes, and it’s meant that an entire generation is being locked out of the housing market.


I was interested to hear the previous speaker talk about the home as an investment. For my generation, a lot of people, the idea of owning a home is, like, that’s a pipe dream. That’s literally a pipe dream. This Administration, for all its rhetoric about increasing supply, is not actually doing anything meaningful to improve affordability for people on lower incomes, and for younger people. 


We know that leaving housing up to the private sector doesn’t improve affordability for people on lower incomes. Certainly, these changes aren’t going to do anything to improve that either. I’d also like to see more detailed conversations about the specific design features of those medium density developments, because often the problem is not with townhouses themselves, but that they don’t have enough public greenspace, that they don’t have enough setbacks, and they don’t connect well to services and infrastructure and facilities.


So, rather than these one-size-fits-all rules, we need to be having a nuanced conversation about what kinds of designs are appropriate and acceptable, and how we can ensure that infrastructure meets population growth, rather than just making ad hoc changes without enough public consultation and without residents having a meaningful say.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman; I rise to speak on item A and item I. Before I do that, I just want to reflect on some of the comments made by Councillor CASSIDY earlier in the debate. He used some very—what I’d say is some very strong language around the outcome of City Plan 2014. Now, let’s not forget, City Plan 2014 came into effect five years ago. Our city was founded in 1824. He literally said that City Plan 2014 has destroyed our city. I mean, that is the kind of hyperbole that we hear from the Leader of the Opposition in Brisbane City Council in 2019. It’s just ridiculous. It’s untrue. We wouldn’t say it of a Labor administration, their policies—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MURPHY:
No, no; no, no, no; no, we have never said that, Councillor JOHNSTON. We don’t. But—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, alright, Councillors, please.

Councillor MURPHY:
But I just think—

Chair:
Okay, Councillor JOHNSTON, please. Allow Councillor MURPHY to speak.

Councillor MURPHY:
I just think it shows a massive lack of a sense of history about him in this place when he talks about planning changes, and I think that denigrates his own Office to his detriment. 


Now, I want to talk about two of the most highly anticipated outcomes from the Plan your Brisbane process. Let’s also just recap on Plan your Brisbane first. Now, Plan your Brisbane engaged over 100,000 Brisbane residents in its process. We had over 270,000 individual actions, so when they say that we only consulted with a couple of people or a smattering here and there, let’s not forget 270,000 people in a city of just over 1 million people, that is a significant number of people that we took on a journey with what is a very dry topic—city planning.


We have won the Urban Developers Excellence in Community Engagement award as a result. We’ve gone on to win several more awards. So, Plan your Brisbane is now a multi award-winning process. So, I don’t really want to take lectures from them when they say we conducted some sort of perfunctory consultation to ram through these changes. These are the changes that the residents of Brisbane were asking us to make. We are now making them. 


I think this process shows that we didn’t go into the conversation with any kind of preconceived notion of what it would be. This is unlike the Labor Party with their crooked Lady Cilento poll where they had the outcome ahead of the poll. They conducted it, and rigged the results. Everything was on the table, including the amendments that you see in front of you today. 


We were very happy to hear things that were unpopular with those in the development community. Two of the items that are on the table today were fiercely debated within the development community, fiercely debated, and certainly, I know many Councillors here in this place have received representations from that community about these changes.


Many don’t think that this is the right approach that we are taking here today. Many do. But what’s important is that this Administration takes community consultation seriously. For us, it really matters. The feedback that we have received through that process, we have acted upon.


So, out of Plan your Brisbane, as you know we generated Brisbane’s Future Blueprint which is our eight principles and 40 actions which are guiding now the greatest era of community-driven planning reform in recent times in its history. Under protect your Brisbane’s backyard principle, we are taking a number of actions, and two of those we are debating here today: item A, which is ensuring development fits in with the surrounding community, by auditing emerging community land and stopping townhouses and apartments from being built in areas designed for single homes; and item I, which is adjusting the car parking ratios.


Firstly, on item A, this is the infamous 3,000 square metre rule which I have previously said in this place was very little understood by the general public. It was taken advantage of by developers to accumulate land parcels to get their 3,000 square metres, which would then allow them to jam in townhouses where they were not wanted by the community and where there was no prior knowledge that townhouses could go in there. This rule unfairly overrode neighbourhood plans which are all about giving the community say on how development occurs in their area. This was also a Labor Party policy, as we have heard in this place, and we are very proud to be changing this Labor Party policy here today.


We heard a lot of rubbish from Councillor CASSIDY about how they had won a great victory on planning in 2016. At the 2016 election, they won a great victory on planning, apparently, causing us to change, to bring in all these changes. But let’s not forget that residents overwhelmingly rejected the Labor Party at the 2016 election. They lost two additional seats, so if this was their referendum on planning, then they lost it, didn’t they? So, let’s not have a reinvention of history around this issue.


The Labor Party’s planning policy at that election was to establish 26 peoples’ committees around the city, which each Councillor would chair, would choose the people that would be on those peoples’ committees, and those peoples’ committees were going to decide on individual development applications in those wards. You could imagine the types of people that the Labor Party would have put on those peoples’ committees— would have been filled with anti‑development people, union hacks, green left weirdos.


They would have been all kinds of weird and wonderful collections of people—not town planning professionals, not people who you could rely on to go, well, you know, we don’t like how that looks, but ultimately our opinions don’t override private property values. That was their policy, and the residents of the City of Brisbane rejected it utterly. It was a bad policy. That was your planning approach at the 2016 election, Councillor CASSIDY, and they didn’t vote for it.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MURPHY:
Now, let’s talk about item I. This has been very controversial since it was introduced in 2014. I think it is very true to say that we got it wrong on car parking ratios in City Plan 2014. The ratios which we introduced at the time were 1.1 for a two bedroom multi-unit dwelling, 1.3 for a three bedroom multi‑unit dwelling, and 1.3 for a four bedroom multi-unit dwelling, and then 0.15 for visitor car parking ratios.


Now, I think it’s important to remember the context of the city in 2014. This was a new era for Queensland at the time. We had an LNP State Government in Office. The public transport fares had been slashed by 15% after years and years of 15% fare increases under the Bligh Government when Transport Minister Anastacia Palaszczuk was calling the shots.


In those first few years, we saw record growth in public transport patronage. The trains actually ran on time. You could look at a timetable and you could say reliably that the train was going to show up when it said it would. It was with a level of confidence—

Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Just on relevance. I don’t know where the Councillor is going with this, but it has nothing to do with the package.

Chair:
Okay, thank you, Councillor STRUNK. 

Councillor MURPHY, please make the point that you’re—

Councillor MURPHY:
Through you, Mr Chair, I’ll show Councillor STRUNK what I’m talking about, because what I’m saying is that it was with a level of confidence in the city’s public transport network that we set about what we can now say was a fairly ambitious program to reduce the minimum requirements for car parking in multi-unit dwellings. Sadly, in January the next year we saw the Palaszczuk Government take power and usher in the bad old days of public transport in our city once again.


We have had a rail fail which has lasted over 1,000 days. We have had massive cost blowouts and delays on their signature public transport project for Brisbane, Cross River Rail. We have had four years of delays in Brisbane Metro—

Chair:
No, Councillor MURPHY, I appreciate all of these facts, but could you go back to the car parking ratio for me, please?

Councillor MURPHY:
Sure. The point that I am trying to make, Chair, is that it was a very different time in 2014 when we passed these old car parking ratios—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor MURPHY:
—and you could rely on public transport in our city, and that situation has changed very badly in the recent years. So, thus I think it is fair to say that the changes we introduce today, the changes that we’re voting on today, do not reflect an optimistic view of public transport planning in our city. I think they reflect the reality—a reality in which capital investment from the State Government in our transport network is at its lowest point since 2007, the year that the first iPhone came out.


I agree with Councillor SRI, I will say, Chair, that urban sprawl is not sustainable. But if urban sprawl is the macro planning problem, then congested parked out streets is the micro planning problem, and that is the planning problem which this amendment seeks to address, and which this Administration has listened to the people of Brisbane on. Unless public transport is fast, reliable and affordable enough for residents, they will continue to own two cars per household, sometimes even more. 


So, I think these amendments are grounded in that reality, and thus we are seeing an increase in the ratios: 1.1 to 2, 1.3 to 2, 1.3 to 2.5, and then an increase from 0.15 to 0.25 in the visitor car parking ratios. These are significant increases—

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, your time has expired.

Councillor MURPHY:
Thank you, Chair.

Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	337/2019-20
At that time, 4.06pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors have been locked.

Council stood adjourned at 4.16pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back, everybody. 

Are there any further speakers? 

Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair; so, I rise to speak on portions of A, D, G and I amendments. Let me first start my comments in regards to the low residential areas that are now going to be protected against the townhouses. I didn’t really have a full understanding until today’s debate in regards to the City Plan 2000 and City Plan 2014 and all that entailed. But suffice to say, Labor has to own the 2000 City Plan, and the LNP has to own the 2014 City Plan. 


I don’t think you can sort of blame Labor for what you did in 2014, because you had every opportunity to change the 2000 plan and make it your own, and now you’ve got to own it. Now that you want to change it, or reverse some of that plan in 2014 to this year, 2019, well, fine, that’s good. Glad to see some of that happening. Yes, we did sort of campaign about some of that in 2016, and it’s great to see that you’ve seen the sense of the Brisbane ratepayers and I believe of course you did probably some surveying to find that out. But it’s good that you’ve done it.


But it’s still a little bit confusing I suppose to some of my ratepayers, because whereas they understand what low residential is, but there’s four different categories of low residential, or there is a new one which I believe has maybe been added—I don’t know—it’s called the very low residential, which allows for up to five houses on a hectare. But then there is the other low residential as well which allows 12 units of accommodation per hectare; then there’s one that allows 16 dwellings per hectare, and then another one which allows 25. So, I just thought which low residential areas that you are protecting. 


I think it’s probably certainly nothing to do with the multiple dwelling low residential area, but again it’s a bit confusing. You know, planning is complicated, as I’m finding out. It’s something that I struggled with when I first sat down, put my feet under the chair and had one of our residents from Doolandella came in and say, listen, the neighbourhood plan in Doolandella is not being adhered to. Then I tried to get my head around all that as to why it’s not being adhered to. 


But suffice to say it’s all about the enclaves of townhouses developments, complexes that were being built at the time and continue to be built to this very day in those emerging community areas of Doolandella and Ellen Grove. The changes here really aren’t going to protect that at all. There’s going to be more and more and more of them, and of course the residents—it’s common, any time I go out to a community gathering, I’ll always have people ask me about townhouses and the fact that they don’t like them. It’s not the fact that they don’t like some townhouses, because some townhouses make sense and they’re quite attractive, actually, and they’re nice places to live. But when you have a big complex of 300, anywhere from 100 to 300, that’s what they don’t like.  


So, they’re not going to let me forget it, and they won’t forget it at the ballot next year either, I can assure you, because they keep talking to me about it all the time. I even had a group in here touring today, and we met up at the Red Cross café afterwards, and guess what they were talking about—and I didn’t have to prompt them at all. There you go, anyway.


So, it’s interesting, if I have a look at the neighbourhood plan of Doolandella, there is a couple of things that sort of stood out to me in regards to the map, the coloured map, and one was what had actually transpired in the space that was allocated for low density residential multiple dwellings. In some of that area, which is coloured red, there is now a service station, a McDonalds, a 7-Eleven, and some other commercial stuff in there. There is no residential at all. So, I just can’t get my head around that one, how that was able to happen, but who knows. I think we needed that infrastructure in that area, and that was fine. I didn’t have a problem with it being over on the corner of Blunder and Crossacres, but it’s just really interesting that the map doesn’t reflect actually what actually happened, that’s just recently happened in that space.


So, as I say, you know, planning is quite complicated. I continue to try to get my head around it. I even went to the extent of having a part time person working in my office that’s just finishing off a city planning degree, a fourth-year student, just to help me along with the changes that come down from time to time, and the amendments that you put forward.


So, I just want to also say in regards to the allowable parking spaces in some of these complexes now, you’re reversing some of that that was brought down in 2014, but I can assure you doorknocking, if the Government Road—the new complexes at Government Road, again one of these major, major complexes with hundreds of units, I can assure you that the 2.5 car park spaces that are going to be allowed per unit of, say, four bedrooms is certainly not enough. You only have to look out on the road at night time to see that there is people living in these shared—and they’re using as shared accommodation—they all have cars, so sometimes up to four cars, and it’s not really working. 


I know you’ve increased what developers have to do to 2.5 for, say, these four‑bedroom townhouses, but there is literally virtually almost no guest parking within these complexes. I don’t know how someone has a visitor or a couple of visitors come over, because there’s just no space for them as well. So, they’re again out on the road, and consequently first thing of a morning, that Government Road is really just parked from one side to the other side all the way down to the hotel, and it’s really unsafe for two cars to pass with car parking on both sides. 


And the road hasn’t even been upgraded. It’s still a rural road. So, they were allowed to build this complex. They put kerb and channelling one side; it’s still rural on the other side. Eventually that will probably change because of the development happening on the other side, but really, we’ve just got to do better with this planning. My constituents just are amazed what developers can get away with. As I say, they keep talking to me about it all the time, and I’m sure their vote in this coming election on 28 March will probably reflect a lot of that. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Chair, I rise to speak briefly on item I, amendment to City Plan, package J. As Councillor for Coorparoo, a popular and growing part of town in inner Brisbane, I’m very supportive of these changes. Residents have raised with me their desire to see more parking included in multiple dwellings, and ultimately help find a better balance for on-street parking. 


My community’s accessibility to the city makes it an attractive place for commuters to drive to and jump on the busway or train, whether that be at Greenslopes, Langlands or Coorparoo. There are parts of my ward that are employment hubs as well, attracting additional car parking during business hours. Commuters and visiting cars are an addition to the local resident vehicles. These local cars belong to people who choose to live in apartments close to public transport, but who also need flexibility of owning their own car. So, I was pleased to see the State Government also support this change.


Along with investing in better transport, like Metro, we need them to get on board with other public transport infrastructure to help further ease congestion like the Eastern Busway. So, I commend Team Schrinner for bringing about these changes. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thanks, Mr Chair; just some few brief facts which no one else has mentioned, I think. My understanding is that townhouses have been allowed in what used to be called res A, now low density residential, for decades, for decades. They were actually the original area of land required for townhouses was some 10,000 square metres, and then later on it was reduced to 5,000 square metres and subsequently to 3,000 square metres. It existed during the whole of the Atkinson administration between 1985 and 1991, and there was no attempt then to get rid of it. It was part of the City Plan at that stage as well. So, no one has mentioned that, so I just thought I’d mention that.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor ATWOOD.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Mr Speaker, I rise to speak on item—

Chair:
Sorry, mate. Chairman.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Mr Chairman, I’m very sorry. 

Chair:
That’s alright.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Mr Chairman, I rise to speak on item I. I just quickly wanted to take a moment to highlight the benefits of these amendments to provide additional onsite parking for two or more bedroom units. The good people of Doboy are relieved, and that’s to say the least. This morning I was at a café in Cannon Hill, and the paper was out on the table, and residents were commenting on how proactive this Administration is and how we’re actually listening.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Living in Carina, I have seen firsthand the impact of the City Plan 2014, the car parking ratio. Taken on their own, there is no problem with one or two residents in a three-bedroom unit converting their garage to a makeshift gym or using the car space for storage. Taken on their own, there is no problem that there are two couples living in a two-bedroom unit, each who have their own car, because it’s the way that they get to and from work.


But put that development with a couple of other people, beside 10 others in the street, and put that street beside five other streets that are zoned the same way, such as Dickinson, Adelaide, Orana and Pembroke Streets in Carina, and you have a recipe for parking problems. It’s not the fault of the residents that these scenarios exist. It’s our problem as a Council to be responsible to the way people are living in 2019, and I think this amendment does just that. 


If there is a time in our future where like Sydney and Melbourne our public transport system has matured and allows for us to plan for few car spaces, I am sure we can all agree that this would be a good thing. This outcome has come directly on the feedback that we have received in the Plan your Brisbane process. I’ve always thought elected representatives need to listen more, talk less and deliver for their communities, and I am pleased to be part of a team who is doing just that.

Chair:
Further speakers?


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I stand to speak on the item A, package H on townhouses. I think what we’ve heard from everybody here, including Councillor CUMMING, that, as time changes, town plans need to change as well. Councillor CUMMING reminded us of the history of town plans. He forgot that last little bit, though, that it was the 2000 City Plan where Lord Mayor Soorley brought in the 3,000 square metres for townhouses. He got so close; Sallyanne didn’t change it. It wasn’t changed by Lord Mayor from 10,000 to 7,000 to five and to three in 2000.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Alright, okay, Councillors—Councillors, allow the DEPUTY MAYOR to be heard. Councillors, please calm yourselves. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
All of these City Plans are a point in time in the city. City Plan 2014 is now five years ago. The reality is it’s five years ago, and things change. We heard from Councillor JOHNSTON that this townhouse amendment is only going to affect people in the far-flung outer suburbs of Brisbane. That is not true—along with a lot of not-truths that we heard from Councillor JOHNSTON, or just straight out incorrect facts. I’m not saying they were intentional; they were just wrong.


But the fact is Holland Park Ward is a middle ring suburb, and what we are seeing now, five years after the last City Plan, is not the emerging communities, the far-flung suburbs of 3,000 square metres sitting there for development into residential. We are seeing houses that have been established for 20, 30, 40, 50 years in some cases, in Mt Gravatt East, that are being amalgamated, where people buy into their community and expect there to be 20 houses in their street, but it is now a marketable and viable option to buy five of those houses, amalgamate to get the 3,000 square metres—

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Ra, ra, ra, ra, ra, ra—

Chair:
No, no, no, no, no.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Just keep going with—

Chair:
No, no, no.

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
No, the continual interruption, Mr Chair—

Chair:
Okay, alright, everybody stop. 

DEPUTY MAYOR:
She snipes from the side continually.

Chair:
Everybody stop. Okay. There has been a lot of interjections. Please allow the speaker to be heard in silence. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you. I think Councillor GRIFFITHS hasn’t stood to stand. He always likes to tell us that we don’t stand to talk about this. Councillor GRIFFITHS is very good at yelling from the sidelines, like we’re hearing from Councillor JOHNSTON, but he hasn’t stood to stand to talk yet either. What we are actually seeing—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, Councillor GRIFFITHS, you’ve interjected a great deal today. Please refrain yourself. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
As we are always still debating when he makes that snide comment as well. 


What we are seeing in Holland Park, Mr Chair, in the Holland Park Ward, is where people are amalgamating houses that are long-established, low density residential five houses, and then coming in for the application which, under the City Plan 2014, was allowed, of 3,000 square metres to see townhouses be developed. So, where people have seen six townhouses, we now have applications for 29 townhouses, and that is what people are frustrated about in the Holland Park Ward. 


That is why this amendment has been so vital in the middle ring suburbs like the Walter Taylor Ward, that we heard from Councillor MACKAY, like in the Holland Park Ward, like what we will see probably in Doboy, closer in to the Doboy Ward, in Coorparoo, and of course Marchant as well, where there is low density. This is not just about open space going into townhouses. This is about established housing in low density residential changing totally, and that was never the expectations of anyone from Clem Jones to Sallyanne Atkinson to Jim Soorley, about townhouses coming in in established low density residential in middle ring suburbs, because it was now a market viability.


It’s viable because people still want to buy those townhouses, we understand that, but there’s an expectation that you look after the residential amenity as well. So, again, we can hear the sniping from the Opposition, from the Councillor for Tennyson and from the Councillor for the Moorooka Ward, that they’ve got it so wrong.

Councillor interjecting.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
In 2014, we debated the City Plan and I stood here and I supported the City Plan. But I am glad to see that Team Schrinner, following on from Team Quirk, listened to the people of Brisbane, listened to their residents, go out to consultation and make the changes that the residents in Brisbane expect. 


The debate we’re hearing on the other side has been all about the process, not about the actual amendment, because my suggestion is they are going to vote for it, but they’ve got to take a good swipe on the way through with some of their untruths that we hear all afternoon, Mr Chair. It would be nice to have a mature debate on an amendment the people of Brisbane want to see rather than the mud-slinging we continually see from the other side of the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair; I rise to speak on the items before us today. Mr Chair, I wasn’t here for City Plan 2014, but I have—

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor COOK:
But I have heard the horror stories and I have seen the results. Most days in the Morningside Ward, my office receives complaints and concerns from residents who no longer feel their voices are heard by this LNP Administration when it comes to planning in this city. We have seen so many petitions that have come through this place about inappropriate development, about over-development. We have brought them forward and time and time again—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order; DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Will Councillor COOK take a question?

Chair:
Councillor COOK, will you take a question?

Councillor COOK:
No—no, thank you.

Chair:
No, DEPUTY MAYOR, no. 

Please continue.

Councillor COOK:
The damage done includes parked out streets like Councillor CASSIDY mentioned in Andrew Street in Cannon Hill. That’s just one of many, Mr Chair, across the Morningside Ward. This Administration has been drunk on developer donations for so long, they have absolutely forgotten the people that they are meant to serve. 


These amendments today are not the saviour of Brisbane backyards or saving Brisbane suburbs, as The Courier-Mail would have you believe, splashed over the front page today. Of course, we support more car parking; of course, we want greater heritage protection, but Mr Chair, more often than not, residents are left in this place to fend for themselves when it comes to the over-development that has been perpetrated by those on the other side of the Chamber against them on behalf of their developer mates.


We heard Councillor JOHNSTON—

Chair:
Councillor COOK, Councillor COOK, I’ve let you go a little bit on this. Can you just keep some proportion in those sorts of comments, please? 

Councillor COOK.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor COOK:
Mr Chair, when you hear something that you don’t want to hear, I’m not sure that that’s an appropriate objection, you know. I can hear it turning your ears a little bit.

Chair:
Do you have anything to say? Are you going to continue, or—

Councillor COOK:
I will continue.

Chair:
Yes, okay, thank you.

Councillor COOK:
Mr Chair, we’ve heard Councillor JOHNSTON speak of residents in her area fighting off over-development through the courts. My residents have done the same. Residents in Camp Hill and in Morningside have been in the Planning and Environment Court fighting a number of applications over the last 18 months during my time, and have been doing so for many years before my time.


They are the ones fighting off developments and developers who are hell bent on over development, destroying the character of our local area, and decimating backyards. These amendments today are lip service; they are the bare minimum, both in terms of impact and outcomes for the residents who have suffered through City Plan 2014. These amendments are cold comfort to those who are left to suffer the negative consequences and impacts inflicted by this LNP Administration.


This Administration try to place the blame anywhere else that they can—on the State Government, on the Labor Party. Sometimes they even blame the residents. But the people of this city know the truth. They know who to blame for their congested and parked out streets, that their bins can’t be collected, that emergency vehicles can’t access their street. It’s Team Schrinner, Mr Chair. But there is hope. The end is near, and the people of this city will have their say in March 2020 when Patrick Condren and a Labor administration will finally be able to clean up their mess. These amendments today don’t go far enough. There is a better way, Mr Chair, and that way looks like a more consultative, resident‑focused approach that only Team Condren can deliver.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Absolutely.

Chair:
Alright, you’re cutting close, but alright, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Thank you, Mr Chairman; and I look forward to participating in this debate. I’m surprised more LNP Councillors haven’t participated in this debate. I do want to—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
There’s been a lot. No, there’s been a lot of debate today. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I just noticed they haven’t participated in the debate. It seemed alright that the DEPUTY MAYOR could comment on me participating in the debate, but when we raise the issue about them participating in the debate, that’s actually an issue. 


I just do want to respond to a couple of comments made by some other Councillors—in particular, Councillor MURPHY—and I notice he talked about how consultative this LNP Administration is. Let’s look at some facts. In terms of Plan your Brisbane, he talked about 100,000 people being involved in the consultation process. In fact, 90,000 people participated in a game, and only 118 people actually put in submissions about the Plan your Brisbane. So, it was actually only 118 people put in submissions. So, exclude the game, exclude those 90,000 people who participated in the game, we only get 118 submissions that this LNP Administration say look at how well we’re listening.


Then Councillor OWEN-TAYLOR, she also spoke, and obviously the theme that they’ve been told to speak about is how seriously they consult, how seriously, and how they love consulting. Councillor OWEN-TAYLOR, can I just say that, with the neighbourhood plan for Moorooka, at the moment, even though we have 20,000 residents who want to participate in that process, only 30 are allowed to participate because of the rules of this LNP Council. So, only 30 people are actually being listened to. That is not consultation. That’s not about good planning. That is about control. That is about leading people to where you want them to be, and it’s a sham.

 
Residents are saying it, and the people of Brisbane are saying it. They’re sick of the sham that is the planning process for this city. Let’s go back to the 2014 plan, because I was here, like Councillor JOHNSTON, and we stood here, and we had to listen to the LNP keep reminding us, we have the majority. We have the power. People voted for us. We’re right. We’ve got everything right. Listen to that ad nauseam. They’ve stopped repeating that now, leading up to an election. Undoubtedly if they win the election again—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No, Councillor MURPHY did say it. He did say it, yes. That belief that they are right. Absolute power gives you the right to do what you like.

Councillor MURPHY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. You’ll be called at the end. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you. But what I saw in that 2014 plan was that it did three things. The first thing was it clearly took away the majority of residents’ rights to participate in the development process. So, it was a big tick for the developers. That’s what the developers wanted—less resident feedback, and we wanted applications to get through quicker and easier for developers. 


The second thing it did was it looked after developers. It actually brought the bacon home for developers. I remember the morning before we were even presented with the new City Plan, the developers got a briefing by this LNP Administration. They actually had a developers’ breakfast. It was literally a developers’ breakfast, with the Lord Mayor Quirk there and a number of LNP Councillors there, talking about what the developers would get. So, they even knew before we’d had the debate in the Chamber.


I wonder who paid for the breakfast. Was it a fundraiser? Who knows? The other thing was, we’ve sold residents out in terms of letting infrastructure keep up with development. We’ve not done that. We’ve failed that.


But worse than that was the fact that residents have really been impacted by these changes, and what I’m hearing and undoubtedly what the LNP are hearing is the cut in car parking, which the developers wanted, means our streets are parked out and the complaints we’re getting have increased dramatically.


It’s interesting too that we have numerous neighbourhood plans across the city, but this Administration constantly ignore those neighbourhood plans and let other developments go in that are much higher and much bigger. Developers once again get what they want.


We’ve seen increased density and we’ve seen removal of setbacks, and hence we have the problems with the townhouses at the moment—
Councillor BOURKE:
Point of order, Mr Chairman. Would Councillor GRIFFITHS take a question?

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I won’t take a question.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS will you take a question?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No.

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE, no he will not. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS please continue.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. Look the thing that I find the most ironical was listening to Councillor Krista ADAMS talk about how she’s looking after her community. What a load of hogwash. What an absolute load of hogwash. She did not stand up for her community in terms of saving sport and rec land at Tarragindi. In fact, she let that sport and rec land be developed, and not just—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Not just with a few units or a few homes; with 90 units and a high-rise building, and as well as that they removed flora and fauna protection on that site as well.


She sold them out totally and yet here Councillor ADAMS is saying I’m here and I’m listening and we don’t want these bad developments just after we’ve paid $6.2 million for three house blocks in Upper Mt Gravatt. $6.2 million for three house blocks in Upper Mt Gravatt because there was a contentious development. Horrendous. Horrendous use of bushland money.


I haven’t been afraid of taking on this neighbourhood plan. In fact, I’ve been to more meetings I think out in the community than a lot of Councillors, and I’ve invited—often I’ve invited the Administration, the MAYOR, the DEPUTY MAYOR, the Planning Chair to come along, and they don’t attend. They’re vacant. They’re nowhere to be seen. They’re hiding.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
We are clearly misleading the Chamber. I’ve never been invited by Councillor GRIFFITHS to a—
Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Oh yes she has. Yes, she has. In fact, you’re the one I was going to praise and say you’re the only one that’s turned up to one of the meetings. It was interesting to watch your performance because you actually argued against the residents. I’ve never quite seen that, but anyway, and that’s probably why your numbers are going down—
Councillor RICHARDS:
Point of order, Mr Chair. Could you bring the Councillor back to the topic at hand—
Chair:
Yes, that’s a fair—
Councillor RICHARDS:
—because we’re not talking about this.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, can you please bring your attention back to the matter at hand.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
We are talking about planning and we have—a lot of people have had a lot of scope with talking about planning and consultation.


Anyway, look in terms of the City Plan, it has delivered horrendous results. The 2014 City Plan has delivered horrendous results for my ward. In Nathan there’s a group—and I notice that none of the people from that group were invited onto the little select planning group—a group set up to oppose an 800 unit development in a very small space. Those residents are angry, they’re annoyed and they can’t believe that this is the way our city’s going forward.


Similarly, in Salisbury I’ve attended meetings there where people are opposed to the density, something that the LNP brought in last time that none of them have—well they’ve all failed to mention—is the fact that now in low density areas you can take your blocks down to 300 metres squared around shopping centres. That was another density initiative that you brought in. 

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS can you come back—there’s lots of stuff you’re talking about that’s relevant to 2014, but not relevant to these papers. Now I’ve had a pretty generous interpretation of what’s going on, but you can’t just cherry-pick stuff out of the air.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I’m not cherry-picking stuff.

Chair:
You’ve got to actually talk about—you have to have some relevance. So please get back to the topic.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
This is relevant. This is about City Plan. This is relevant. This is about City Plan. If you don’t want to hear about City Plan—
Chair:
Well I know. My point is I’d like to hear about City Plan—
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
This is about City Plan, Chair.

Chair:
But you’re not talking about City Plan, that’s the point.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I am talking about City Plan. In fact, the 300-metre site is about City Plan.

Chair:
So please just stick to the topic.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
It is about City Plan. You voted for it. Now if it’s uncomfortable to hear that I’m really sorry, but you brought it in. It’s your City Plan.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Can Councillor GRIFFITHS—will Councillor GRIFFITHS take a question?

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS will you take a question?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No, I won’t take a question, I’m trying to speak. I’m being interrupted constantly by the LNP Councillors.

Chair:
No DEPUTY MAYOR, no. 

Please continue Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
In fact, at Moorooka and Clifton Hill we’ve had more public meetings there trying to save character houses that this Administration—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Here we go again.

Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Relevance of character houses to townhouses, iconic vistas or car park—
Chair:
I understand what has come forward. Councillor GRIFFITHS this is not an opportunity just to list all of your town planning grievances of the recent years. Please just be on topic.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Item D.

Chair:
Thank you.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Very good. I know it’s a very sensitive issue for the people on the other side of the Chamber. They obviously don’t like any debate. They don’t like ideas being put out there. Character housing needs to be saved in our suburbs and it’s one of the big failures of this Administration. Despite the fact that they say they’re saving it, what we see time and again is the removal and destruction of character houses across our suburbs.


Similarly, for me, Mr Chairman, is issues in Rocklea, in Archerfield, in Oxley, in Willawong. In Willawong where we actually—where this Administration allowed a housing development to be put right next to a noxious waste dump. Incredible and that’s supposedly good planning under this Administration.


Mr Chairman, I believe that this Administration has got planning all wrong for the city. I hear it time and again from my residents at public meetings I attend where the LNP won’t attend. They are out of touch, they are not listening and for the worst results it means that residents are losing out, but developers are doing okay. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers—excuse me, no there’s a few of these. 

Councillor MURPHY, your misrepresentation please.

Councillor MURPHY:
Chair, Councillor GRIFFITHS said something along the lines of that I said we would definitely win the next election. Although I certainly hope that’s the case, I said nothing even remotely like that in my speech. I don’t know what goes on inside Councillor GRIFFITHS’s head, Chair, but—
Chair:
Okay, thank you, no more. 

DEPUTY MAYOR, your misrepresentation.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Sorry, I’m just calming myself, Mr Chair. Councillor GRIFFITHS complaining of personal abuse. I just had to settle for a second. My claim for misrepresentation, Councillor GRIFFITHS said that I rode rough-shot over the sport and rec in Tarragindi and that there is no sport and rec left on the site. There will be a new bowls club, a new bowls club green and an open-space park for the community.

Chair:
Okay, thank you DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chairman. I just rise to enter the debate on items A, D, G and I. I’m going to start by just reading this wonderful article that the DEPUTY MAYOR just provided to me. It’s an article from The Sunday Mail and it says: ‘Labor’s Steve GRIFFITHS has been outspoken opposing Brisbane City Council’s new draft City Plan that allows for smaller lots. The Councillor for Moorooka even told his constituents that Council was attempting to turn Brisbane into a sardine suburb.’

It goes on to say that: Council records show while Councillor GRIFFITHS was questioning the new plan he was busily proposing to slice his own property into two—
Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors—
Councillor BOURKE:
—248 square metre—
Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Councillor BOURKE:
—lot and a 343 square metre lot, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Just on relevance. You’ve been really strict with the Opposition—
Chair:
Oh, no. Councillor SRI, I let—no, no, I let Councillor STRUNK—okay, stop, everybody calm down.

Councillor BOURKE:
I mean honestly—
Chair:
No, no, Councillor BOURKE.


I’ve allowed a great deal of leniency here, including Councillor STRUNK talking about the convenience of a 7-Eleven, among a whole range of things. People have used this as an opportunity to relitigate a whole range of planning arguments well beyond the reach of the matters in front of them. 

Councillor BOURKE will come to his point quickly however. 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. So, what I was going to say then was Labor Councillors complained about slice and dice subdivisions in the City Plan when it was first debated in 2012, but apparently it’s okay if it’s their own subdivision. This goes to the credibility of every single comment that those on the other side of the Chamber made this afternoon when it comes to City Plan, because they don’t understand planning.


They don’t have a vision and they don’t have any experience when it comes to dealing with these complex issues in our city, Mr Chairman. We on this side of the Chamber though have a track record of delivering good planning outcomes across the city. While the Leader of the Opposition—
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please cease interjecting. 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
While the Leader of the—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Okay, no, stop. Wait until Councillor JOHNSTON ceases interjecting please.

Okay.

Councillor BOURKE:
Oh, Councillor CUMMING great for you to enter the discussion because you’re the only person in this place who’s knocked down a character home. So, thank you for joining in the debate. We’ve got the two resident developers in this Chamber on that side of course arguing against planning changes, Mr Chairman, whereas this Administration is listening to the residents of Brisbane.


Councillor CASSIDY stood up and said Plan your Brisbane which is an advertising exercise. Well if that does not tell the residents of Brisbane what the Labor Party think of engagement with residents and listening to residents’ views is, well I’m sorry I’m so astounded. That is the most hypocritical thing. 


For a team that says we should be listening more and engaging more, for Councillor CASSIDY to stand up and say that the most comprehensive engagement with the residents of Brisbane around planning issues was nothing more than an advertising exercise, is galling, Mr Chairman, because the residents had their say.


Councillor GRIFFITHS, another furphy that was thrown out there—only 118 submissions were made on Plan your Brisbane—well there were 277,000 interactions, 114,000 unique interactions, 562 responses to the survey, 1,500 different ideas that led to eight key themes and 40 actions items. If that is not an engagement, Mr Chairman, I don’t know what is.
Councillors interjecting.

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

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
If that is not an engagement exercise with people I don’t know what is.

Councillor MURPHY:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Will Councillor BOURKE take a question?

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE will you take a question?

Councillor BOURKE:
Unlike those on the other side, I’m more than happy to take a question from Councillor MURPHY.

Chair:
Please go ahead Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Councillor BOURKE do you think it is somewhat classist for the Labor Party to not accept people who played the game as having made a valid opinion on the planning exercise? Do you think that that is in fact classist?

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
It’s apparently alright to manipulate IP addresses to get a result on a poll, but of course if you want to go through a process and engage with people and have a discussion around planning and then provide a survey and a feedback, that’s not alright according to the Australian Labor Party.


Whereas we on this side want to engage with everyone, Mr Chairman. So, everyone from young people in our communities, through our Intergenerational Forum that helps inform these planning changes, right through to the consultation that we did on the individual packages that we had before us.


Of course, there was nothing about townhouses before this Administration went out there and said we wanted to ban them from the Australian Labor Party. Not one bo-peep, Mr Chairman. Of course, there was no action on pre-1911s until this Administration took the step to start protecting them. 


So, the Labor Party can keep—Councillor GRIFFITHS—sorry Councillor CUMMING you can scoff all you like. You knock them down, we protect them. So, we actually took steps to protect—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, alright. Actually, stop there Councillor BOURKE. 
	Warning – Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS
The Chair then formally warned Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS that unless he desisted from interjecting using a particular swear word, he would be suspended from the service of the Council for a period of up to eight days. Furthermore, Councillor GRIFFITHS was warned that, if he were suspended from the service of the Council, he would be excluded from the Council Chamber, Antechamber, Public Gallery and other meeting places for the period of suspension. 


Chair:
Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chairman—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Councillor BOURKE:
—and while once again it’s clear—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’d really just like to be clear about which swear words get you a warning, which swear words get your ejected for the rest of the meeting and which swear words get your ejected for two whole meetings. 

Chair:
Sure, thanks Councillor—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
So, is crap a warning? So, if I use crap in future, crap will be just a warning?

Chair:
Okay, alright.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
If I accidentally say something else is it okay?

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, again, I mean this is really juvenile.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Can you just clarify your rule for me?
Chair:
No, no stop.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Just want to know the rule so I don’t breach it.

Chair:
This is—it’s pretty juvenile that you get such joy out of jumping on a microphone and swearing. You know full well—
Councillor interjecting. 

Chair:
No, it’s not me. I think that the community would look unfavourably upon the sort of language you use in this place. It’s not my standard, it’s a community standard, and I think that it’s not unreasonable—and I do not think that’s it’s not—I don’t—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Okay. 

Councillor BOURKE, please continue.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chairman. As I was saying, the changes that we have before us today—major H, major F, major—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m asking a valid question because we have to be able to operate under the rules of procedure and I would like to know which swear words mean a warning, which swear words are the rest of the meeting—
Chair:
You’ve been—okay, you’ve been playing this silly game for weeks.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s not a silly game—
Chair:
You’ve been playing a silly word game.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—because you are applying the rules differently in different circumstances—
Chair:
No, don’t debate me.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So please which swear words.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, I believe that you, as well as anyone else here, understands that people should not swear in this place. I don’t think that it’s unreasonable to expect that, and I don’t know why you so passionately want to defend your right to swear, or why Councillor GRIFFITHS defends his right to swear.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
No, I’m speaking. I’m speaking and the fact that you feel that you have some sort of right to this is all really quite strange. 

But because everybody is so worked up, because people are unable to control themselves, could I please have a 15 minute adjournment.

ADJOURNMENT:
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At that time, 5.12pm, it was resolved on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), seconded by Councillor Kate RICHARDS, that the meeting adjourn to allow Councillors to calm themselves.


Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Kara COOK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 20 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMIING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
The meeting is adjourned for 15 minutes. Thank you.
Council stood adjourned at 5.17pm.

UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Alright, welcome back. 

What have we got? How much on the clock? 

Six and a half minutes, Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Fabulous, thanks very much, Mr Chairman. So, as I was saying, the only people in this place to take advantage of a performance-based planning scheme has been the two Councillors that I named on the other side of the Chamber. We on this side of the Chamber though are going through the process of amending the City Plan, and it’s interesting to note that those on the other side think that there’s some magical thing about us amending City Plan like it’s never happened before.


Of course, the history of planning in this city is punctuated by new town plans or new City Plans. 2014, 2000; 1987 was the town plan during the Atkinson administration; 1978 was a town plan; 1971. So, as you can see the years between town plans are getting smaller and smaller, and of course 1965—so 1965, 1971, 1978, 1989, 2000, 2014, Mr Chairman.


What we do do though is we update and amend City Plan to reflect the changing culture and the changing lifestyle of the residents of Brisbane and that is what we are doing today. Major amendment H responds to the concerns of residents in this city. It is built upon our engagement with them, it is built upon their feedback, both through the formal process of the amendment through Brisbane’s Future Blueprint, through Plan your Brisbane and it delivers on what they wanted to see in their local communities across this city.


Sixty-three per cent of the residential in this city are zoned low-density residential, so the second furphy I want to dispel today is that this only applies to some random 3,000 square metre lots out there in the magical outer suburb land. No. This applies to every single low-density lot in this city where you can amalgamate it with three or four or five or six others to get to that 3,000 square metres. Those are the applications that we have been seeing in recent years and that is what we want to put a stop to, Mr Chairman, and that’s why this amendment is important today.


The next furphy that we just have to destroy once and for all, because the Labor Party keep repeating it, is this idea that this Administration somehow got rid of code-notifiable assessment in this city. No, we did not. We weren’t the ones who took away residents’ rights to know about code DAs, Mr Chairman. It was the State Labor Government at the time who changed the planning laws. It was not this Administration.


We can’t have things in our planning scheme that go outside the State planning scheme policies. So, every time that they stay up—and this goes to the credibility of every comment they ever make about town planning, because we know they have no vision, we know they have no experience and we know they have no ideas when it comes to town planning. 


Because while Councillor COOK may have put together a configuration of non‑emotive superlatives about their great planning policy, what we’ve heard from the Opposition is that they’re going to a prescriptive planning scheme to ban townhouses across the whole of the city, while somehow magically going to deal with housing affordability. Well that’s not going to happen, Mr Chairman, because those opposite don’t have the experience or the understanding, as Councillor STRUNK said, of how town planning actually works.


We on this side of the Chamber continue to implement all of the recommendations of the blueprint, including the work that we’ve done through the industrial strategy. It’s really interesting because what I heard from Councillor SRI in one argument was that he doesn’t support protecting or enhancing or providing opportunities for people to re-develop or to change the form of some of the industrial land across the city to respond to a changing workforce—to respond to a changing manufacturing market, to respond to changing business conditions—but what he wants is decentralised employment.


One of the best ways we as a city can support jobs in our suburbs so that people don’t have to drive large tracks across the city, or to catch public transport across the city, is to make use and revitalise the existing industrial areas repurposed as employment nodes, and the industrial strategy does that. Major K starts to take steps to amend those elements to the planning scheme to respond to the changes in the way that businesses are run, particularly in industrial areas.


We no longer have uses that suit the traditional large-scale building where you used to make steel or you used to make a range of different things that don’t suit the type of manufacturing or technology or research businesses that are coming in. High net worth businesses that employ people that actually generate jobs in our city, and that is what we want to support. That is why Major K is important. 


One thing that was not mentioned by the Opposition at all is the fact that there are 1,000 hectares—1,000 hectares of land, Mr Chairman, that is being rezoned to protect it as conservation zoning that has been purchased by the Bushland Preservation Levy. That is another important thing.


On top of that, this Administration is getting on with the next commitment that we made to the residents of Brisbane about rezoning emerging communities’ land across the city. Another one—resident developer that we have in the Council Chamber chiming in again. Thank you, Councillor CUMMING. Great to have you here. Which character house are you knocking down this week?


As I said, Mr Chairman, we are dealing with the emerging communities’ land and rezoning that; 40 hectares of it across the city; 54 properties being rezoned as part of Major K until later concerns from Councillor SRI and Councillor JOHNSTON. Major K is the first step. It is going out for public consultation just like the industrial strategy went out for public consultation, and neither of you made a submission on that.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
Well, sorry, Councillor JOHNSTON you may have. The Labor Party didn’t and the Greens Councillor—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON you’ve proved your point. You’ve said the same thing three times in a row. Please cease.

Councillor BOURKE:
Yes, and as I said, you may have Councillor JOHNSTON, but Councillor SRI didn’t and the Labor Party didn’t make a submission on it. The opportunity will be there for you to have your say on Major K as part of the public consultation. 


I commend Major F to the Chamber. I hope the State Government—
Chair:
Councillor BOURKE your time has expired.

Councillor BOURKE:
—deals with Major H and I want to thank the Council officers for all their hard work.

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE your time has expired. 

Any further speakers? 

LORD MAYOR? 

I will now put items A, D and I. 
Clauses A, D and I put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A, D and I of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Matthew BOURKE and Fiona HAMMOND immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 26 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.
ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
Chair:
I will now put 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 Jonathan SRI immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 25 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.
NOES: 2 -
Councillors Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON
Chair:
LORD MAYOR, can I please ask you to present items B, C, E, F and H. 

For the room—B, C, E, F and H.


LORD MAYOR. 

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Item B relates to the Stores Board submission on the Wally Tate Park. The Wally Tate Park project is the enhancement of district sports components which will include additional sports fields with a synthetic wicket, an upgraded senior cricket field including field irrigation, new shelters and barbeques, a new leased amenity building with change rooms, additional car parking and a widened access road and shared bike and pedestrian path.


I want to give a shout out in particular to Councillor Kim MARX who’s been a strong advocate for her local community for this greenspace and in the ongoing delivery of Wally Tate Park. This will be a fantastic addition to the Runcorn Ward and the local community, and thanks goes to Councillor MARX for her contribution to making it all happen. With the design underway, the tender is due in early 2020 with the contract expected to be awarded in May 2020, following the endorsement of this Stores Board submission. 


Item C relates to the significant contracting plan for maintenance services for bus air-conditioning systems. In 2011 Council’s bus fleet became 100% air‑conditioned and we all remember as children and younger people riding around in Council buses that weren’t air-conditioned. I remember distinctly the rattle of the windows because you had to have the windows open to get some breeze in, and the windows would just rattle constantly.


So definitely the standard and comfort of our bus fleet has come a long way and that’s because of the investment that we have made over many years in delivering a fully accessible, fully air-conditioned bus fleet.


That goes not only for the passengers, but for the bus operators and the drivers as well who—because in the past the drivers did not have any air-conditioning either, and so they were working in this environment all the time. It might have been passengers taking a half an hour bus trip, but the drivers were in that type of environment all day for their entire shift.


So, we’ve come a long way and the air-conditioning of the fleet has helped to make sure we have a modern and comfortable bus fleet, together with an accessible bus fleet as well.


The current contract for this service expires on 31 August next year and there are no further options to extend. The current contract was awarded on a preferred supplier arrangement, but this time we’ll be going to the market to ensure that the competitiveness is there and Council gets the best deal.


The new contract will allow for future growth including the servicing of the new Brisbane Metro fleet as well, which when they begin service, we’re also considering options for single or multiple suppliers based on location, on expertise in servicing particular air-conditioning systems.


The tender will be released on 29 November this year and will close in February to give suppliers enough time to respond. The content—the weighting for local content will be 20% to give a preference for local suppliers, which is consistent with our procurement objectives and we’ll be providing this service across seven different depots in Transport for Brisbane.


We have—next item E is the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan. This, as was referred to in Council earlier, relates to the high density and mixed use residential development areas within the plan, and provides clarity around building heights, controls to preserve views to and from the Story Bridge. The plan, however, does not result in an increase in the amount of land included in the High density residential zoning. Existing High density residential zone areas located under the Story Bridge will be converted or rezoned to Community facilities and Special purpose.


We identified through the planning process that there were sections under the Story Bridge zoned, we believe, inappropriately and we’re fixing that up through this plan. Areas zoned for open space will see continued protection and additional properties will be included in the Heritage overlay. Public consultation was carried out from 5 October to 10 November last year. 


On 11 June 2019, Council resolved to modify the proposed amendment in response to submissions, and the neighbourhood plan received approval for adoption from the Minister. The neighbourhood plan is presented here to the Chamber for final adoption.


Item F relates to Brisbane Metro property resumptions and we had something similar come through—I think it was last week, wasn’t it Councillor ADAMS. Just last week we obviously were pleased to stand shoulder to shoulder with the State Government and Minister Bailey to move—well kind of shoulder to shoulder—
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
—hand in hand with Minister Bailey. I have to say credit where credit is due, it has been very positive in—
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
They don’t—
Chair:
Okay, alright. Councillors, all calm down. I know it’s all very exciting, the Metro’s an exciting project. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
They don’t like it—
Chair:
Please go on.

LORD MAYOR:
They don’t like it if I say something critical and they don’t like it if I say something positive. What is it with these people? 


So, the reality is we have seen a distinct change in attitude from the State Government and it is a positive thing and I want to give credit and pay credit for that, which is great. Metro is underway and we will see early works commence within weeks, so we’re expecting those to gear up in January and continue on throughout 2020. 


This land that we’re seeing come through today is being acquired for the Metro depot, and of the four properties before us today two did not submit objections and two did. Negotiations concerning compensation will continue to occur concurrently with the formal resumption process, as outlined in the Acquisition of Land Act.


In June, Council finalised the shortlist of respondents that will progress to the request for tender for the design and construction of the Metro depot, and a contract is expected to be awarded for the depot next year, so another positive initiative related to Metro and more progress that’s happening on the project.


It’s interesting; Labor knows so little about this project—that we heard their candidate out there on Friday trying to bag the announcement that was being done jointly between Council and the State Government—the Labor State Government—and claiming that we had spent $80 million on brochures to promote Metro. $80 million—$80 million on brochures. I mean you cannot believe a word that comes out of this guy’s mouth. $80 million on brochures. This is someone who said I think we had a $30 billion annual budget as well. Literally no idea at all. No experience to run Australia’s largest council, and we see just making stuff up, just putting stuff out there.


So, $80 million is the total investment overall in the Brisbane Metro project. That includes land resumption; that includes all of the work that went into the business case and planning, all of the design work and engineering that’s happened to date. $80 million is the entire investment on Brisbane Metro so far. Yet we have someone who wants to lead this city claiming that $80 million has been spent on brochures promoting Metro. I mean, yes, these guys—serious credibility issues here.


Moving on to item H, which is Transurban Queensland Legacy Project at the Greenways Esplanade Park. Transurban have been delivering or have successfully delivered the Logan Enhancement Project which was a $500 million upgrade of parts of Logan and Gateway motorways, and the roadworks were obviously completed a few months back in August.


It’s been a great project and as part of that project, Transurban committed to providing some improvements to support local communities, and they’ve done that both for Brisbane City Council and for Logan City Council, because the project obviously benefits both areas.

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

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. So, when the State Government accepted the proposal from Transurban—and it was a market-led proposal—part of that proposal was to do improvement works both for Brisbane and for Logan councils. Council officers have been working with Transurban to create and design a cycle park at the Greenways Esplanade Park in Parkinson, to provide an opportunity for children and adults to be further educated on road safety. 


I know these parks where they exist in other parts are extremely popular and well used and appreciated by the community, and I know Councillor Angela OWEN has been a great supporter and advocate for the cycle park project. Negotiations have been continuing between Council and Transurban regarding the appropriate site location and the development of the park plan.


So Transurban will pay for and undertake the design and construction of the cycle park, and Council will be responsible for the park after that point. So effectively they’ll design and build it, hand it over to us and it’ll become our asset, which we will accept.


The intended handover date for the completed project is 30 April 2020. Obviously that’s a good contributed asset that’s coming onboard as part of a State Government project. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on B—oh well these items—B, C, E, F, H.

Seriatim - Clause E
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause E, KANGAROO POINT PENINSULA NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
Just briefly through these projects—these items here—the Stores Board submission—and we’ll be supporting all of these items, apart from the Kangaroo Point neighbourhood plan. But item B, the Stores Board submission significant contracting plan for the construction of Wally Tate Park upgrade, the remarkable thing about this is the level of blocked out items in here that we are not allowed to talk about—the commercial-in-confidence figures.


So, we see on page 6 where it talks about the program budget funding availability in terms of capital under Program 3, $17 million this year, $15 million next year, $16 million the year after, $16 million the year after that.


But we’re not allowed to talk about most of the items in the cost breakdown for this project. We’ve had contracts through this place just in recent times that run into the tens and tens of millions of dollars of which we are—or the people of Brisbane are allowed to hear about—but when it comes to this park, we can’t talk about most of that.

At that time, 5.56pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair. 

Councillor CASSIDY:
When you look at the item there, the corporate overhead, which is, of course, commercial-in-confidence, and that’s Council’s own corporate overheads and we know from previous experience what this Administration likes to spend those corporate overheads on and whether this is on things like bushland acquisition or in this case a park upgrade, things like corporate finance, support services, employee and payroll services, financial services, admin services, information services, branch corporate comms, HR procurement, revenue management, other things in terms of fleet management as well, ethical standards, insurance services, car pools, fleet optimisation.


I mean, these are all that this Administration likes to spend project money on rather than allocating money actually through these things. They go into these projects and call it corporate overheads and then slap commercial-in-confidence over the top of it. Now, this seven-figure sum of corporate overheads is quite extraordinary and we think the people of Brisbane should be able to see exactly, exactly what it is except the LORD MAYOR claimed earlier that this was some sort of open and transparent Administration here in Council. We only have to turn to page 7 of the E&C just to see how open and transparent this Administration really is. Not is the answer. Actually not.


We will be supporting the Stores Board submission contracting plan for maintenance services for bus air-conditioning systems, although still awaiting some advice from the DEPUTY MAYOR as she said she would provide that. Have been disturbed to hear of reports that the air-conditioning, or the temperature gauge for buses has been moved from the front of the bus where the driver is located to the back of the bus so drivers—what the operating conditions the drivers are operating under is not fully understood at the moment so certain await that advice and certainly hope that under this maintenance plan for air‑conditioning our buses, we won’t see situations where bus drivers are forced to turn their buses and their air-conditioners off when they’re on short layovers causing stress.

DEPUTY MAYOR: 
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Deputy Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
This is nothing to do with this item and we will be talking to that in the Committee report.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Councillor CASSIDY, can you return to the origin of the report, please?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Deputy Chair.


Item F, the Brisbane Metro project property resumptions to see these come through here. We have, of course the people of Brisbane and no one in here will have any idea what the final costs of the Brisbane Metro will be. A couple of months ago the LORD MAYOR revealed that it was going to have a blow out of somewhere between $90 and $400 million due to its poor planning—due to his poor planning—when it comes to the delivery of this project. Time and again we see the extraordinary costs overruns on all aspects, particularly around property resumptions.


There’s a couple here who have agreed, a couple of who haven’t. We saw that last week where the money that the Council agreed to pay one of those owners was significantly above what it was valued at because this Administration couldn’t really organise a chook raffle, let alone a banana bus project.


Item H. We’ll be supporting this item, the legacy project of Greenways Esplanade Park. Just circling back to item E, the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan. This came to Council as a draft plan before it was sent up to the State Government. We initially supported the plan going out for consultation a couple of years ago at that first stage. We didn’t support what came back through Council as the draft plan itself where, as is the case with just about every neighbourhood plan we’ve seen come through this place in recent times, the feedback the community has given to Council is largely ignored.


I’ve seen that in the process of, I think Councillor GRIFFITHS is going through the early stages of that now, I’ve just experienced that in my community with the draft strategy for the Sandgate district neighbourhood plan. That’s only the draft strategy stage where people are already feeling like they are being ignored and we’ve seen that in the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan, our remarks are on the record with that, I don’t see any great changes in this final plan from what came through this place earlier this year so we won’t be supporting this.

Deputy Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor MARX.
Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Deputy Chair.


I rise to speak on the item—I’ve forgotten what item number it was—sorry, item B, the Wally Tate Park improvement.


The Wally Tate Park was identified some years ago in the LGIP as requiring some improvement and work to be done on it to deal with the rising need for local communities to be involved in sports. A sporting analysis was actually undertaken and completed back in January 2018 by the Connected Communities branch and recommendations from that analysis we used as a basis for the concept plan.


So, the initial concept plan was sent out to residents in the Kuraby and Runcorn area on 27 August 2018. It’s always interesting when you look at what is just basically a concept plan on a piece of paper that the officers had felt that is what was required in the area and you think you know potentially which way the residents are going to think or what they’re going to come back with and what their thought processes are.


I have to say I was completely surprised and taken off guard when the only feedback we got from this community consultation was all to the do with the DOLA (dog off-leash area) which is presently on that particular site. So, it was really interesting because one of the original plans was the DOLA was going to be cut quite severely in size where the car park would go. That caused a lot of angst within the community because they—it was a much loved DOLA and they spent a lot of time down there and they didn’t want to lose any size to it.


So that was okay. So, we went back to the officers and said this is the major feedback that we’re receiving. So, they then went back to the drawing board and moved the car park into a different situation and a different place so the dog off‑leash area size remains the same. There are a number of people that use this particular area. It’s a very large park. At the beginning or the entrance of the park is the Kuraby mosque which, as everyone will know, is a very much‑loved mosque and particularly on a Friday afternoon is an extremely busy area.


I have the Korean Society of Queensland having a building there, the Al-Seraj Iraqi Association are also one of the lessees and then we have the Queensland Lure Coursing and Kuraby Cricket Club are also lessees there of that site. So, the Kuraby Cricket Club will be delighted that they’re getting a refurbed senior field and two junior fields which will mean they will now have access to a senior field and four junior fields which is much needed in my area.


Some stuff has already happened in that space. We put in an outdoor gym which was one of the LORD MAYOR’s deliverables and that’s been delivered as well as a MUGA (multi-use games area) and there is an existing skate park there as well. 

It’s taken a fair bit of planning and working to get to this point in time. There is a block of land there at the entrance to the car park that was actually owned by Council, but was used by Queensland Rail for a number of years and they were contented to use that as an overflow car park. So, when this project started to take shape, we said well, we needed to have that car park back so that took a little bit of negotiating. There’s actually a big sort of fairly large block of land that splits this Wally Tate Park in half and it’s almost a hill. Ideally, it would be nice to get rid of that and make that a much wider open space.


But unfortunately, that’s a block of land that’s actually owned by the State Government and it’s actually contaminated. So, it’s all spill from when the Queensland Rail upgraded their site. So, they did ask if we could do a deal that they would give us that block of contaminated land if I gave them the block of car parking land, and I said no deal because I just know how much it is to fix contaminated land up. So unfortunately, that piece will remain in the middle of the park, but anyway that’s okay, we’ll work around it.


But the residents with the outdoor gym, so far, it’s been really much appreciated and it’s always extremely busy down there and there’s a whole lot of other stuff so I’m really looking forward to when the contractors get—whoever they may be—and they can start actually delivering this project. It would be well loved by my community. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor MARX. 

Further speakers?

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair.


I rise to speak on the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan. I’m strongly opposed to this plan in its current form and I’m disappointed that the Administration has ignored the wishes of the local residents who raised concerns about this project.


The Mayor—it’s a shame he’s not in the Chamber at the moment because I don’t think he actually understands the implications of this plan, but for the interests of anyone who’s watching at home or any of the journalists who are listening and covering this later, it is not correct for the Mayor to suggest that there’s been no increase in height associated with this plan. The Mayor is correct in saying that there haven’t been major changes to the sites which are zoned high density under City Plan.


But what’s important to understand is that the height limits for this area are dictated by the existing Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan and there are many sites within the current neighbourhood plan that have an acceptable height outcome of 10 storeys. So, if you jump to the existing plan, you can see it for yourself. The relevant table for maximum building height is table 7.2.11.1.3.b. That’s in the existing Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan.

For example, it says that it refers to development of a site on the eastern side of Bradfield Highway where south of Cairns Street, building height is 10 storeys. Development of a site on the western side of Bradfield Highway where south of Bright Street, maximum height of 10 storeys. There’s even a line in the table that says development of the site in all other areas, maximum height of 10 storeys.

At that time, 6.13pm, the Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, resumed the Chair.

Councillor SRI:
So, there are quite large chunks of this neighbourhood plan where up until today, the maximum height limit under the neighbourhood plan has been 10 storeys. But what this plan does is up-zone significant chunks of the peninsula up to 15 storeys and in some cases 12 storeys. I think the Administration has been a little bit misleading in its communications to the public because they’ve used the line about there having not been any major changes to the City Plan zoning.


But there is a significant change in that acceptable height comes from the last neighbourhood plan to this one. So essentially what that means is that there’s a significant increase in density and allowable height under the neighbourhood plan, but (a) residents aren’t really aware of that and (b) their local infrastructure and services aren’t able to cope with that increased population.


Now, I don’t think anyone in this place would seriously argue that Kangaroo Point is a bad area for high density. I’m the first to acknowledge that it’s an inner city area and necessarily we would expect that there’d be some high density development around the northern half of Kangaroo Point. The problem is that the scale of these projects, the amount of density that’s proposed under this new plan, far exceeds the capacity of local infrastructure and services to cater for that population and maintain a high quality of life for current and future residents.


I’m particularly concerned about the failure to provide any increase in public greenspace around the northern half of the Kangaroo Point peninsula. If you said to residents we’re increasing the maximum building height for 10 storeys to 15 storeys, and we’re also taking away the GFA limits, the gross floor area limits, which will allow higher density and we’re also reducing set back which will allow developers to build closer to property boundaries, and we’re also changing site cover limits so that buildings will be able to cover more of the site, but we’re not going to provide any additional public greenspace, do you think residents would agree to that?


I don’t think they do and I think the residents who know what’s proposed in this plan don’t agree to that, but this Council has been so misleading in its public communications and has deliberately ignored the concerns of residents who did understand what was going on. So, my main concerns about this plan is that it fails to provide enough public greenspace, it fails to provide the necessary community facilities, it doesn’t have any improvements to transport infrastructure or pedestrian connectivity and it doesn’t have any meaningful improvements to public housing or affordability for lower income residents.


I think what’s been disappointing about the planning process is that Council is trying to describe this plan and the associated urban renewal strategy as though it’s going to lead to improvements in the area. But there’s no funding for infrastructure attached to this neighbourhood plan. There might be some tangential references to the fact that we intend to do this or we intend to do that as part of other projects, but the plan itself doesn’t come with any funding, the plan itself does not deliver infrastructure projects.


The only legal effect of the plan is to up-zone various sites around the peninsula to allow private developers to cram more people into those neighbourhoods. I think it’s important for Councillors to understand that the types of apartments which developers are now delivering in the inner city are very different in quality and size from those that might have been delivered a few decades ago in Kangaroo Point. So old apartments that were built on the peninsula tend to be more spacious, they have more common shared areas, they have greater setbacks and there’s more public open space around the towers.


The new styles of apartments that developers are now delivering around Kangaroo Point are really compact. Often people just have the one bedroom and a really small shared kitchen, lounge. There aren’t those spaces for entertaining, there aren’t as many shared spaces. As a result, we’re seeing more complaints from residents about noisy apartment parties and disruption where residents who are living in really close proximity to one another don’t have the necessary space for leisure and recreation.


There’s only one or two community facilities in the whole peninsula and we’re seeing those small few community facilities are consistently booked out and there’s a lot of competition for community facilities. We’re seeing complaints from residents that there’s nowhere to hold a birthday party or there’s nowhere to hold a function for their friends because they don’t have room in their own apartments and there aren’t any community facilities in the area.


We’re also hearing complaints that there’s no dog off‑leash area anywhere in this plan area. So, we’re talking about thousands and thousands of residents, we’re talking about thousands of people living in 10, 15, sometimes 20‑storey towers and some of them do own pets, but Council hasn’t provided a single dog off‑leash area anywhere in that peninsula. When we talk to the park planners and we say can you identify and recommend appropriate locations for a dog off‑leash area, they say that there aren’t any, I think they might be right because we only have narrow strips of public greenspace around the river, the Captain Burke Park within this plan area. 


So, we’ve got thousands and thousands of residents living in small, high density apartments without enough public greenspace, without enough community facilities. On top of that, this plan is not doing anything to compete the Riverwalk around the eastern side of Kangaroo Point peninsula. In fact, this Administration has amended the Local Government Infrastructure Plan and pushed this project back into the long term plan so that there’s not even a mechanism to require private developers to complete their sections of the Riverwalk.


At the very least, at the very least, the Council should be requiring private developers to complete their sections of the Riverwalk as new developments are approved and constructed. But this Council is not even doing that. So, we’re going backwards in terms of the failure to provide adequate infrastructure, we’re failing to connect pedestrians and cyclists, we’re dramatically increasing the number of residents within the plan area along with the number of cars and the associated traffic congestion.


We’re not making any meaningful improvements to provide more public housing or community housing for people on low incomes and there’s no more public greenspace or community facilities. So, there’s a real problem here where the Council is creating a situation where in a few years, once these sites that are currently may be only three or four storeys, when those buildings are demolished and replaced with 15-storey towers, there’s simply not going to be enough public space or community facilities to go around.


The Administration can harp on all day about how they’re investing more in existing parks and getting better value out of existing greenspaces, but there are only so many pieces of gym equipment and so many picnic shelters you can install in a park. At some point, it’s not about how much junk you place into a park, it’s about how much open public greenspace there is in a neighbourhood. There’s simply not enough public greenspace in this peninsula for the thousands of residents who are going to live there.


The Council’s own desired standards of service in the City Plan clearly identify target areas of greenspace that should be provided within close proximity to where residents live. This plan does not meet the City Plan’s own desired standards of service. It falls short. You can count the number of square metres of public greenspace in that plan area and you can compare it to the number of residents that will live here if these sites are rezoned for up to 15 storeys.


It is very clear that as those sites develop and more residents move into the area, Council will no longer be meeting its desired standards of service for the provision of public greenspace or the provision of community facilities. So, it’s extremely disappointing that this Council Administration has ignored residents, has failed to plan ahead and has failed to design a neighbourhood that is going to be liveable for the long term.

Chair:
Councillor SRI, you time has expired.


Further speakers? 


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I rise to speak on item F and C this evening, I’ll start with F.


As the LORD MAYOR said, the Brisbane Metro is underway and with the announcement last week going alongside Minister Bailey, we are—just don’t understand what’s so funny. It was on all the channels on every station on Friday night with Minister Bailey and the LORD MAYOR.
Councillor interjecting.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Now that the State are behind the Brisbane Metro, we have a way forward. I am with the LORD MAYOR in saying thank you, Minister Bailey, for stepping up and realising that this is the project that we need to get going to get Brisbane moving and planning for the future. We know that 69% of commuters in Brisbane use our buses not our rail and with their commitment to facilitate our early work approvals, that is fantastic news for the people of Brisbane.


In addition to those works progressing, we are making good progress in other parts of the project and that’s what we have got here before us today, an approval from the Minister for Natural Resources, Mines and Energy to resume four additional properties in Rochedale for the Metro depot. And again, this is what I was talking about earlier today with the green bridges. It’s about planning for the future, making sure that we have got the plans ahead of time and the space ahead of time for the expansion of Metro. So, this land will be acquired for the future expansion of Brisbane Metro services and that again is a fantastic outcome for the people of Brisbane.


The four properties before us today, as was mentioned earlier two did not submit objections and two did and we will continue negotiations concerning compensation concurrently with the formal resumption process as outlined in the Acquisition of Land Act 1967. So, we have looked at the actual short list of respondents with progress for the request of a tender for the design and construct of the depot. That contract is looking like mid of next year and that means that through this process, we’ll have plenty of land to cater for the final design and construct of that depot as well.


With item C, the Council’s bus fleet significant contracting plan for the maintenance services for bus air-conditioning systems. Our buses became fully 100% air-conditioned in 2011, I think we heard the squeals of delight from every teenage child that had to hop on a bus. It’s also uncomfortable for young and old as well, but having been an ex-PE teacher, they’re particularly unpleasant to be around, the boys at the end of the school day. So, it’s nice that the air-conditioned buses makes is a little bit more comfortable for our school students and everyone alike.


And what we have here today is a scheduled maintenance continuing service for the bus air-conditioning systems for moving on after the end of our contract in August 2020. The contract was awarded on a preferred supplier arrangement originally, but this time we’ll go to market to ensure that competitors gets Council the best deal as well. Again, as the LORD MAYOR mentioned, the new contract will allow for future growth including the servicing of our Metro fleet when they begin in 2023.


So, the tender will be released on 29 November, close in February to give suppliers plenty of time to respond over the Christmas period and again, as we’ve said before, it is about local buy and the local content waiting is 20% for suppliers preferential in this contract who provide services out of Brisbane. So, it’s about supporting our local buy making sure as we go forward with contracts into the future that we’re employing our local Brisbane residents and making sure that they can live, work and play in our great city.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak on item B, item E, item F, I think that’s it.


I’d like to start with item F. I’ve got whiplash from listening to the LNP who have been for, I don’t know how long now, berating the State Government on how terrible the State Government is, they won’t meet with me or that Minister Bailey, he’s a terrible man, I mean, it’s been going on for months and months and months. Then suddenly it’s like whoop, oh, oh my God, we’re saying thank you and ah no, there’s no problem, we’ve been working with them and honestly, I have whiplash.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
This Administration is like—it’s like the sky is falling, you know, it’s been months and months of this and just complaint after complaint and now suddenly, no, nothing to see here, it’s all good, we love the State Government. I mean, it’s like a toddler throwing a tantrum and then mum giving in and saying—or dad giving in and saying, here, here, have a lolly. I mean, that’s how Councillor ADAMS as the DEPUTY MAYOR of this city and the LORD MAYOR seem to operate because honestly, I’ve just never seen anything like it and now suddenly we’re playing nice with the State Government.


Anyway, till next time, yes. Look, honestly, we’ll be back in here again in a few weeks, the big mean State Government is being terrible to us again. Anyway. Meanwhile, all the problems that are identified with the Metro are still problems from my point of few and there is a reckoning coming when the residents of Brisbane work out that you’re going to cut 100-odd bus services and you’re going to truncate others and not let their buses go into the city, when they find out that there will no longer be direct bus services to the University of Queensland from the southside of the river.


These things are all terrible parts of planning for the Brisbane Metro and these things will all be made very, very clear when the further details—it’s all in your plan, Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR: 
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Relevance to the purchase of land for Metro depot.

Chair:
Yeah. No, I agree.


Councillor JOHNSTON, I appreciate you’ve spent a little while on the general points you’d like to make on Metro. Could you just draw your attention back to the specific points, please?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Well, the way I understand how the Metro is going to work and perhaps the DEPUTY MAYOR can stand up and say I’m wrong, but essentially they’re planning to—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, no I just—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes.

Chair:
Maybe you misunderstood. I actually said please stop making general comments and make specific ones.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, and I’m — yes, I’m—
Chair:
And then you expanded—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you.

Chair:
—and became more general. Could you please just draw your attention back to the—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
No. This is my understanding of—this is my understanding of this item, Mr Chairman, is that this Administration wants to build a Metro. To service the Metro, they want to build a Metro depot. The buses that they’re going to have, not trains, not light rail, the buses they’re going to have are going to go from the depot out to service the runs and they’re going to provide public transport services to people. Now, that’s my understanding of the purpose of the Metro depot.


If my understanding of the purpose of the Metro depot is wrong, and generally how, you know bus depots or train depots work, then perhaps the DEPUTY MAYOR can stand up and tell me I’m wrong. But my concern is that the Metro buses going from this depot will not properly serve our community and the fact that they’re going to cut the buses that currently run and replace them with a sub-standard bus that runs from their depot is not adequate.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order. Point of order. Now, you’ve got a point of order. You do many points of order. Please allow people to do one.


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Item F is the resumption of land for the Metro depot. Nothing about the bus lines, the truncations that have not been done in any way, shape are not mentioned in this report.

Chair:
Yes.

Please, you know, please, Councillor JOHNSTON, I’ve asked you a few times now. Can I draw your attention back to the resolution at hand? You’ve got 6 minutes, 50 seconds.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Excellent. They don’t want to talk about their own Metro. I mean, you can’t win, can you? I mean, I don’t know what’s going to happen. Does anybody else think that, you know, the depot, the buses are just going to live in the depot and they’ll drive around in circles in the depot and they’re not actually going to go—yes, we don’t know, we don’t know, do we?


However, the other really interesting thing, you know, the really interesting thing in here that I read in paragraph 98, just in case Councillor ADAMS doesn’t think this is relevant either. So, we still don’t have, to my knowledge, a fully approved Metro project. I gather it’s early works approval that the State Government gave last week. But what’s really interesting is this Administration’s approach to this project.


The consultation determined that the land acquired for the depot was sufficient to commence and operate the depot for the initial scheme, which I don’t know, is 20 or 30 years, but additional land should be obtained for future expansion of the Brisbane Metro service. So, they haven’t actually got an approved Metro yet, but they want to buy more land that they say they don’t need for the future expansion of a project that doesn’t have final approval. Now, that’s how this Administration rolls. Meanwhile you’ve got people whose land they’re going to take and who are very upset about it presumably. I cannot tell you how botched this project is and I have extreme concerns with how it will impact on the residents of Brisbane.


Now, with respect to Wally Tate Park, I see another wonderful solution for an LNP ward and more than $14 million budgeted to build this sporting field, which we’ve heard from Councillor MARX includes a whole range of, you know, a whole range of things. I know, I know, I mean, I would think that Councillor RICHARDS would be very upset. She only got $10 million for Moggill. I gather it’s locked at night and the residents can’t even walk their dog over on the sporting field at Moggill and there’s a little bit of concern about that.


But meanwhile, $14 million out at Runcorn. Now, I have no problem with the improvement of Council’s sporting facilities in Runcorn, but what I have a problem with is the inequitable way in which this Council allocates funds. For my poor Souths cricket, they had to apply for a grant, they got $100,000, it’s costing them half a million dollars to formalise their junior sporting field and this Council has got it all back in the DACs (development application charges) they’ve charged them.


Meanwhile—oh yes, it’s appalling. It is absolutely appalling.

Chair:
Sorry, Councillor JOHNSTON, I appreciate. Look, we all share, you know, concerns for all our own clubs and things, but can I just draw your attention back to Wally Tate Park, please?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
And my point here is, which I think I’m making quite well, really, is there’s $14 million for an LNP ward. We’re getting a Rolls Royce solution and it’s great. I mean, meanwhile, meanwhile, other little sporting clubs are scratching around in the dirt to try and make ends meet and there is no fair or consistent way in which this Administration is investing in sporting facilities in this city.


As I said at the beginning of my speech about this, I don’t begrudge anybody getting upgraded sporting facilities, but where there is a problem is where some wards are getting a gold standard and other wards are being deliberately neglected. I can tell you when there’s 600 kids trying to play under one oval with lights every Friday night, it’s not good enough. They’re trying now to think about whether they’ll play through winter because there are so many kids wanting to play sport.


It’s just not good enough that some wards get $14 million and other wards get none. I note that based on the budget allocation, next year there’s $15,800,000 allocated for sporting facilities and delivering sports parks for Brisbane and of that, $12 million is going into Runcorn. That leaves $3 million for the rest of the city. It’s just not reasonable and it’s not—I can’t ever remember—I think the first year I was elected, Chelmer got one of those remediations and then maybe two years after that, Graceville got a remediation on a field. But that’s it.


I don’t believe other than grants Council has invested in any of the sporting clubs in my ward. They desperately need help. Where’s the money for the water that Council promised? We’ve heard nothing about that. They’ve all been asking. So, I just think it’s unreasonable that we see a gold-plated solution in one ward and nothing in others. I urge this Administration to be fairer in the way that they allocate funding to all sporting clubs around Brisbane because all kids play sport, all kids play sport.


Can I just briefly on the Kangaroo Point peninsula plan. I’ll accept the word of the local Councillor here having seen Council do two neighbourhood plans in my area. They didn’t listen on either occasion. They didn’t respect the views of residents. They up-zoned, they put in a high-density building, they ignored residents and my concerns so I have no doubt that they’re operating modus operandi has not changed at all and I feel very sorry for the Kangaroo Point residents who no doubt are going to cop a terrible plan, having listened over the years to the way in which this Council has allowed huge height increases above, you know, what’s been in their plan to date. That’s been problematic as well.


So, number one, their botched neighbourhood planning process does not respect local communities. This Council continuously refuses to listen to the advice of local Councillors. That’s been my direct and personal experience with two neighbourhood plans in my area. Certainly, in listening to Councillor SRI, it doesn’t sound like they’ve done any better on the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan and I won’t be supporting it.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you. I rise to speak on item H and this is going to be a wonderful addition for the Calamvale Ward. I would like to extend my thanks to the local residents in my community who, have over quite an extended period of time, borne the brunt in many ways of traffic changes, of noise impacts, during the Logan Motorway Enhancement Project. Can I say that their patience, their willingness to understand the need for this work to take place is going to come back to them in spades.


This new cycle park will reflect the many different areas of the city. It is a process that has been worked on being developed over a period of time, Transurban have certainly been working to get this right to deliver a fantastic outcome for the local community. What is important to remember is that we’re dealing with a motorway enhancement project and this cycle park as a legacy project will actually blend in with the learning needs of young people, young cyclists, young pedestrians, in understanding what it’s like to be on a road or riding near a road and to start gaining a bit of understanding at an early age about traffic signals, traffic signage, and also how to take care of their bikes.


So, Greenways Esplanade Park is a park that over a number of years I’ve been master planning with the local community. We’ve already got a three sectioned dog off-leash area, we’ve got a multi-use games arena, we’ve got the outdoor table tennis table as a legacy of the Commonwealth Games. We’ve got large shelters, we’ve got outdoor gyms, half basketball courts, tennis rebound walls, cricket nets, toilets, barbeques.


So, it’s a great place for families with children and family members of all ages to go. That is what we are trying to do, to make sure with this project that it blends with the infrastructure, the park infrastructure, that is already there and it enhances it really to make this park and our suburbs, as well as Brisbane of tomorrow better than the Brisbane of today. I know that through the community consultation that I undertook as we were doing the master planning process, at that time residents were really excited about looking at ways that we could activate the space a bit more.


The next stage in the process will be looking at how we can improve the BMX circuit track that’s there that I upgraded a couple of years ago to see how we can make that even better and more challenging for some of the young people. I know Councillor HUANG has recently got a pump track over D.M. Henderson Park and some of my residents have been talking to me about that and that’s something that down the track—pardon the pun—that we will certainly explore some opportunities to make it a more engaging space.


We have a lot of families living in close proximity to this particular location. Many of them ride their bikes down and through there. Because the park is relatively flat, it’s a great environment for young people to learn to ride. In fact, at the Algester State School Multifest on Friday night, I was talking to some residents about children learning to ride bikes. Some of the adults that I was speaking to actually remembered learning to ride and gaining their bike skills in Timberland Park in Algester just next to the Girl Guides hut.


So, these sorts of things do stick with people. They are beneficial and they do create long term memories within the community. Having these sorts of facilities close by to residents’ homes also allows parents to take their families with multiple children in a close environment to their homes and allow them to just really experience that park happiness that they can have as a family.


So, I really do thank Transurban for their focus on getting this delivered. I’m looking forward to seeing this open for my community and I know that we will certainly have many, many people down there joining us when this opens. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chairman.


I just rise to answer the debate on item E, which is the Kangaroo Point neighbourhood plan. This is the fifth planning item on the agenda today and I just want to take this opportunity to thank the Council officers and the strategic planning part of Council for all of their hard work when it comes to the Kangaroo Point neighbourhood plan. This is the final point of adoption for the Kangaroo Point neighbourhood plan. I know the amount of work that’s gone in by the Council officers over the two and a half—nearly three years that this plan has been worked on, Mr Chairman. Indeed, I also want to acknowledge and thank all the Council officers for the work on the major amendments that we debated a little bit earlier.


This plan and the draft strategy were released back in October 2017, Mr Chairman. It’s been through numerous steps of public engagement through the draft strategy as well as then the formal consultation process on the neighbourhood plan itself. Mr Chairman, a number of items that were raised as part of the submissions on the plan—and this is the second time that this has been to the Council Chamber, Mr Chairman—were around 355 Main Street, the Olims Hotel site. Objection to any uncertainty around the application of active frontages and residential zone overlays, objection to arcades being identified in the plan area, an objection to bar uses in the code-assessable part of the planning scheme, a request to Council to maintain strict building heights and controls, a request for Council to prioritise the completion of the Riverwalk, between Mowbray Park and Dockside, the request for Council to better recognise the importance of the Evans Deakin dry dock and a request for Council for a dog off-leash area in the plan. So, there’s eight things there, Mr Chairman, that were identified by the residents.


Number one, the Olims Hotel, we took part in the heritage listing of the site and left the heritage listing on the older building closer to the river, that actually has heritage values as identified by the Heritage Advisory Council and Council—so tick, responded to concerns by the residents who submitted on this neighbourhood plan. There was an objection to—and certainly around the application of active frontages. So, we removed the active frontages provision in the bridge undercroft precinct so that residents understood what was going to be going on in part of the neighbourhood planning area—tick, respond to the residents when they raise concerns.


There was an objection to the arcade identification in the plan area. So, Mr Chairman, we removed the references to the arcade sections inside the planning area—so removal of the arcades. Pedestrian connectivity improvements are now being sought through the overall outcomes and performance outcomes—tick, respond to residents’ concerns, Mr Chairman, when it comes to issues raised as part of the neighbourhood plan. Wanting Council to maintain strict building height controls in the plan area to preserve views to and from the Story Bridge—tick, those provisions are already in the neighbourhood plan that went out for consultation, Mr Chairman.


The request for Council to prioritise the completion of the Riverwalk between Mowbray Park and Dockside. Well this is another one of these furphies that we have to deal with, Mr Chairman. It was not this Council that took that particular piece of walkway out of the LGIP, it was changes by the State Government about the duration and the time that the LGIP runs for, Mr Chairman. We can’t have projects sitting in the LGIP that aren’t in the right timeframe. So, it sits in our LTIP, in our Long Term Infrastructure Plan, not in our Local Government Infrastructure Plan, Mr Chairman.


We argued, we argued black and blue at the time with the State Government about those changes and the need to make sure that the LGIP stayed with the time horizon and the planning horizon that it did. We didn’t support the changes that were being put forward on the LGIP, Mr Chairman, and the outcome is that that project now sits in the LTIP and we remain committed to delivering that particular project.


Mr Chairman, the next one—so number seven, a request for Council to better recognise the importance of the Evans Deakin dry dock—we do that already, Mr Chairman. So, in the plan we’ve removed the word—sorry we’ve identified the Evans Deakin dry dock in the overall outcomes and in figure E of the plan—so responded again to the concerns raised by the submitters, Mr Chairman. The last one—and Councillor SRI spoke about this—was the provision of a dog off‑leash area in the plan area. I’m sure Councillor SRI can work with the planning officers in the parks section of the Council to respond to that.


Councillor SRI—so clearly there, the big issues that were raised and the submissions that were raised have either been dealt with as part of the responses in the changes made in the plan—
Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor BOURKE take a question about where he thinks this dog off‑leash area should go?

Chair:
No, no, no, that’s not how it works. 

Councillor BOURKE, would you take a question?

Councillor BOURKE:
No, Mr Chairman.

Chair: 
No, he will not take a question.

Councillor BOURKE:
I won’t take your question, Councillor SRI, because it’s not my place to dictate in your community where you think a dog off-leash area should go. If you want to find a way to work with the Councillors to find—
Councillor SRI:
Pont of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor BOURKE take a question?

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE, will you take a question?

Councillor BOURKE:
I just said I won’t take a question, Mr Chairman. So, if Councillor SRI wants to work with the Council officers to try and find space for a dog off-leash area, that’s up to Councillor SRI in his local community as the local Councillor. Mr Chair—
Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Pont of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted.

Councillor BOURKE:
As I was saying, Mr Chairman, so that was the last thing that was raised. Now there was only four submissions. I just went and had a quick look through the submission report that was there. Of the 77 that were lodged, there was four submissions that raised, particularly, the concern around the provision of open space, Mr Chairman. So, the neighbourhood plan has a planning horizon out to 2036 and on the numbers in the neighbourhood plan we need to get to 9.1 hectares of parkland or open space to meet our requirements under the City Plan.


Now this notion that a resident in Kangaroo Point will not go outside of the plan area to visit a park is a furphy as well. So, our desired level of service is for 750 metres as the walking distance, Mr Chairman, for people to be able to access parkland. That’s in line with best practice around the world and emerging best practice around the world, Mr Chairman, where it’s somewhere between 800 metres to a kilometre. So, we’re at 750 metres for people across the whole of the precinct to be able to access the desired level of service when it comes to parkland.


In fact, in that 750 metre distance, Mr Chairman—and not counting when the new pedestrian bridge goes in at Kangaroo Point over the City Botanic Gardens—there is 15 hectares of parkland available to the residents of Kangaroo Point in this neighbourhood plan area—15.82 hectares of parkland that’s available for them to access within that 750 metre walking distance, Mr Chairman—so actual walking distance as opposed to as the crow flies, Mr Chairman.


So, for the benefit of Councillor SRI there’s 0.86 hectares at Mowbray Park, there’s 0.35 hectares at James Warner Park, there’s 6.54 hectares at Kangaroo Point Cliffs Park, there’s 0.12 hectares at Mowbray Park, there’s 0.04 hectares at Wellington Road Park, there’s 0.52 at C.T. White Park, there’s 1.4 hectares at Captain Burke Park. There’s 0.87 hectares at C.T. White Park—again in a different type of park use. There’s 0.54 again at C.T. Park in a different type of park use, Mr Chairman, 0.57 hectares at Captain Burke Park, 0.08 hectares at Wellington Road Park East and 3.93 hectares at Mowbray Park for a grand total of 15.82 hectares within 750 metres walking distance of the residents living inside the plan area. That’s on top of the other space that’s going to become available including the space at the City Botanic Gardens when the new bridge is built—and also the 12 hectares of land that’s at South Bank which is in pretty close walking distance as well, Mr Chairman, for residents living in the Kangaroo Point peninsula.


So, this furphy that for some reason we need to buy more parkland there is being peddled by Councillor SRI, not supported in the submissions—there was four. It’s not this overarching push that Councillor SRI led us to believe in the Council Chamber. When there’s already—as I just outlined—15.82 hectares of open space meeting the requirements for the residents in that space when we only need 9.1 hectares according to the desired levels of service inside the City Plan within that 750 metre walking distance. It is not this arbitrary boundary that Councillor SRI seems to think that all of that parkland must be provided within the plan area because residents don’t see their communities as neighbourhood plans.


They won’t stop at the edge of a street and go I can’t walk across the road to Mowbray Park because it’s not in the Kangaroo Point neighbourhood plan. They will use it, Mr Chairman. Just like they won’t stop at the new Kangaroo Point Bridge and go I can’t walk across the river to the City Botanic Gardens and enjoy that, Mr Chairman. I think this is pretty simple stuff. So again, I want to finish where I started, Mr Chairman, which is this has been a long process engaging with the community, listening to their views, responding to their concerns as I clearly outlined when I went through those key issues that were raised through the submission process and how Council has addressed all of those with pretty much the exception of we haven’t built a dog park for the respondents in terms of the submission that were put forward, Mr Chairman.


I’ve addressed Councillor SRI’s concerns around both the planning for and the ability for Council under the changes by the State Government for that Riverwalk to be able to capture that, and also then his concerns around parking. I’d encourage all Councillors to support item E in the Chamber this afternoon.

Chair: 
Councillor SRI had a misrepresentation.
Councillor SRI:
Yes, just really briefly. Councillor BOURKE seemed to mispresent my comments around dog off-leash areas. The problem being there is no park space available within the local area for a dog off-leash area, so it’s difficult for me to tell residents where to put one.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor SRI. 

Are there further speakers?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Seriatim - Clause F
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause F, BRISBANE METRO PROJECT – PROPERTY RESUMPTIONS, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Are there further speakers? 

LORD MAYOR?. 

Alright I will now—excuse me—and H. I will now put the resolution for items B, C and H. 
Clauses B, C and H put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses B, C and H of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
To item E.

Clause E put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause E of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Kara COOK 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, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMIING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
Now, Councillors, all those for 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.
Thereupon, The DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS) and Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 20 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMIING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Deputy Mayor (Councillor Krista Adams) (Deputy Chair); and Councillors Adam Allan, Matthew Bourke, Vicki Howard, Peter Matic, David McLachlan and Kate Richards.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
The Right Honourable, the Lord Mayor (Councillor Adrian Schrinner) and Councillor Fiona Hammond.

A
MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – MAJOR AMENDMENT PACKAGE H


152/160/1218/380 and 152/160/1218/380-002

340/2019-20

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

2.
At its meeting of 4 September 2018, Council resolved to prepare an amendment (the proposed amendment) to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to stop townhouses and apartments being built in areas for single homes. On 5 September 2018, Council wrote to the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) requesting early confirmation of State interests. The early State interests were confirmed by letter dated 26 November 2018. At its meeting of 27 November 2018, Council resolved to amend the planning scheme to make changes to the Low density residential zone code and other associated parts of the planning scheme to remove provisions allowing multiple dwellings (townhouses and apartments). The proposed amendment includes changes to neighbourhood plans which made specific or general provision for multiple dwellings in the Low density residential zone.

3.
By letter dated 30 May 2019 (Attachment B, submitted on file), the Minister confirmed that State interests were appropriately reflected in the proposed amendment and gave approval to proceed to public consultation.

4.
Public consultation on the proposed amendment was undertaken from 29 July 2019 to 26 August 2019 in accordance with the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under section 17 of the Planning Act 2016. Council received 1,423 submissions (of which 1,302 were properly made) on the proposed amendment. 

5.
During the consultation period, Council became aware that a series of proforma postcards containing objections to the proposed amendment were distributed for the public to sign and submit to Council. Gift cards were offered to university students who collected the most signed postcards. A significant number of the objections received were in a postcard format. 

6.
A summary of the matters raised in submissions, including descriptions of how the matters have been addressed, has been prepared (refer Attachment C, submitted on file). Key issues raised in the submissions have been categorised as:

-
design and character

-
diversity and choice

-
affordability

-
infrastructure

-
urban sprawl, car dependency and environmental impacts 

-
dwelling supply, population and density

-
economic impact

-
South East Queensland Regional Plan 2017 – ShapingSEQ and State Planning Policy
-
Council’s current policy

-
consultation and process for amendments

-
Plan your Brisbane and Brisbane’s Future Blueprint
-
neighbourhood planning

-
housing strategy

-
social impacts.

7.
Having considered the submissions, no changes have been made to the proposed amendment (refer Attachments D and E).

8.
Should Council decide to proceed with the proposed amendment, the Guideline requires Council to provide the Minister with a copy of the proposed amendment and the consultation report summarising submissions made during the public consultation period.

9.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

10.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

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

(i)
at its meeting of 4 September 2018, decided to make a major amendment (the proposed amendment) to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme)

(ii)
was advised by the Minister, by letter dated 30 May 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), that it may proceed to public consultation on the proposed amendment

(iii)
has undertaken public consultation on the proposed amendment, pursuant to section 18.2 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline)

(iv)
having considered the submissions on the proposed amendment pursuant to section 18.3 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline, has prepared a consultation report about how the Council has dealt with properly made submissions (refer Attachment C, submitted on file),

then Council: 

(i)
directs, pursuant to section 18.4 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline, that each person who made a properly-made submission be provided with a copy of the consultation report and that the consultation report be made available to view and download on the Council’s website 

(ii)
directs, pursuant to section 21.1 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline, that notice be given to the Minister to request to adopt the proposed amendment, as set out in Attachments D and E (submitted on file), and that such notice be given in accordance with section 21.2 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline.

ADOPTED

B
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF WALLY TATE PARK UPGRADE 


165/210/179/3473

341/2019-20

11.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

12.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 29 October 2019.

13.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

14.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence].

Purpose

15.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan for the Construction of Wally Tate Park upgrade.

Background/business case

16.
Wally Tate Park is an established district park in the southern Brisbane suburbs of Runcorn, Kuraby and Eight Mile Plains. This district park caters for sport and recreation. Several lease agreements exist for the park including Kuraby Knights Cricket Club and Queensland Lure Coursing Association.

17.
Council is seeking to enhance the district sport components of Wally Tate Park through significant infrastructure upgrades. The project will deliver:

-
an additional sports field with synthetic wicket and irrigation to be shared by junior cricket and lure coursing activities

-
an upgraded senior cricket field including field irrigation

-
new cricket practice nets

-
improved park infrastructure with new shelters and BBQs

-
re-configuration of the existing dog off-leash area

-
new leased amenity building with change rooms, fully equipped kitchen, store room and a shaded viewing platform

-
additional car parking and road works to improve traffic movement and flow within the park

-
widened access road including shared bike and pedestrian footpath

-
improved park signage and entrance.

18.
Planning and design of the sports enhancement is currently being undertaken by external design consultants Place Design Group Pty Ltd. Place Design Group Pty Ltd was engaged on 5 July 2019 after approval was granted by the Chief Procurement Officer (through the Brisbane Infrastructure (BI) Procurement Board).


Policy and other considerations

19.
Is there an existing Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) for these works?

No

20.
Could Council businesses provide the works?

No, Council does not have the capacity to deliver these works. 

21.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No 

22.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Yes

23.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

Yes

24.
Does this proposed contract involve leasing?

No


Market analysis

25.
There is no CPA in place to deliver this type of project with its multitude of delivery requirements including civil engineering, building services, building fit out, specialised sports fields and landscaping construction. It is therefore proposed that this project be released to market as a public tender.

26.
A market sounding exercise was undertaken to gauge the interest of potential tenderers. If no response was received after one week, follow-up emails were sent to gather answers. 

27.
The following 14 contractors were identified as having the potential experience and expertise to undertake the work:

-
Abergeldie Contractors Pty Ltd 

-
AllenCon Pty Ltd

-
Ark Construction Group Pty Ltd

-
BMD Urban Pty Ltd

-
CPM Group Pty Ltd

-
Cragcorp Pty Ltd trading as Queensland Bridge & Civil

-
Downer EDI Works

-
Doval Constructions (Qld) Ltd

-
Epoca Constructions Pty Ltd

-
Main Constructions Pty Ltd

-
Ertech (Queensland) Pty Ltd

-
Pensar Civil Pty Ltd

-
Shadforth’s Civil Pty Ltd

-
A&M Civil Contracting Pty Ltd.

28.
Eleven of these contractors have indicated interest in tendering for this contract.

Procurement strategy and activity plan

29.


	Procurement objective:
	To procure the construction of the Wally Tate Park upgrade in a way which complies with the sound contracting principles set out in section 103(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 and provides the most advantageous outcome for Council.

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

	Title of contract:
	Construction of Wally Tate Park Upgrade

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a once-off contract

	Process to be used:
	Request for Tenders (RFT)

	RFT standard to be used:
	The RFT standard will be Council’s corporate standard with no amendments.

	Advertising:
	Offers are to be sought publicly via Council’s supplier portal. 

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

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

	Part offers:
	Part offers will not be considered

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will be considered

	Contract standard to be used:
	AS4000 (with Council’s standard amendments)

	Term of contract: 
	Approximately 50 weeks

	Insurance requirements:
	Council’s Principal Arranged Construction Insurance will apply. Additionally, motor vehicle insurance of $20 million including supplementary bodily injury and workers’ compensation insurance as required by legislative requirements in Queensland.

	Price basis:
	Lump sum

	Price adjustment:
	Prices will not be subject to adjustment for rise and fall for the duration of the contract.

	Liquidated damages:
	$2,685 per day

	Security for the contract:
	Security shall be in the form of cash at 5% of the contract sum or in the form of two approved unconditional undertakings each equal to 2.5% of the contract sum given by an approved financial institution or other form approved by Council. The undertakings shall not incorporate a time limit.

	Defects liability period:
	12 months 

	Other strategy elements: 
	Nil

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Nil


Document preparation

30.
The concept design is to be completed by early December. The request document, draft contract and drawings and specifications are currently in the final stages of preparation and will be finalised prior to release to market in January.

Anticipated schedule

31.
Pre-market approval:

19 November 2019

Date of release to market:

20 January 2020

Tender closing:


26 February 2020

Evaluation completion:

3 April 2020

Contract prepared:

9 April 2020

Post-market approval:

12 May 2020

Contract commencement:

18 May 2020

Budget

32.
Estimated total expenditure under this contract:

[Commercial-in-Confidence] with a contingency sum of [Commercial-in-Confidence] ([Commercial-in-Confidence] of the contract sum) to be set aside for the contract.

33.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this contract? 

Yes

34.
Anticipated procurement savings:

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

35.
Program budget line item: 

Program:
3 – Clean Green and Sustainable City

Outcome:
3.3 Biodiversity, Urban Forest and Parks

Strategy:
3.3.3 Grow, Improve and Maintain Brisbane's Network of Urban Parks

Service:

3.3.3.1 Park Development and Enhancement

Projects: 
Delivering Sports Parks for Brisbane

36.
Program budget funding availability:

	Financial year
	2019-20

($000)
	2020-21

($000)
	2021-22

($000)
	2022-23

($000)

	Capital
	17,184*
	15,806*
	16,251*
	16,227*

	Expenses
	365*
	386*
	398*
	398*

	Revenue
	-
	-
	-
	-


* 1BR budget position for delivering sports parks for Brisbane

37.
Breakdown of budget spent to date:

	Budget for financial years

($000)
	Amount of budget for financial year spent or committed to date 

($000)
	Amount of budget for financial years remaining 

($000)

	2017-18
	205#
	205
	0

	2018-19
	268#
	268
	0

	2019-20
	1,340#
	318
	1022

	2020-21
	12,004# 
	0
	12,005

	2021-22
	258# 
	0
	258


# Allocation for Wally Tate Park project

38.
Breakdown of budget and identifiable costs:

	Line item description
	Budget estimate

($)
	Pre-market estimate

($)

	External detailed design and development approval consultancy services including contingency
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	CPO professional fees – project and construction management
	674,275
	674,275

	Construction contract
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Construction contract contingency ([Commercial-in-Confidence])
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	QLeave
	44,175
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Program management cost
	255,840 
	255,840 

	Corporate overhead ([Commercial-in-Confidence])
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]


Procurement risk

39.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Financial risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Financial viability
	Low
	Risk assessment to be undertaken by Strategic Procurement Office (SPO), Organisational Services (OS).
	Council/ contractor

	Lack of experienced contractors in the market at the current time, leading to a small number of tenders
	Low
	Contact known suppliers and encourage those with capacity to tender.
	Council

	Quality of product or service
	Low
	Past performance and experience undertaking similar projects in the evaluation criteria.
	Council

	Tender prices over budget
	Medium
	Value management to identify and prioritise any reduction of scope of works.
	Council

	Management of the contract
	Low
	-
Roles and responsibilities are clearly identified.

-
Accountabilities and delegations of authority have been established.

-
Document control procedures are identified.

-
Issue, change and dispute management processes are documented in the contract.
	Council

	Latent conditions
	Medium
	-
Preliminary investigations completed to understand potential risks.

-
Schedule of rates included within the contract to manage variations.

-
Allow construction contingency.
	Council


40.
Is this contract listed as a ‘critical contract’ requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council? 

No

Tender evaluation

41.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
has an ABN

-
is registered for GST

-
has an existing company management system (quality assurance, risk and safety management)

-
has suitable financial status

-
has minimum insurance cover specified or committed to obtaining this cover if selected

-
attendance at tenderer briefing.

Council reserves the right to exclude from further consideration any tenderer that does not meet these requirements.

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Previous experience in civil roadworks, sports field and facilities such as club house, toilet blocks and shelters. This includes previous contractor’s performance report for Council (where applicable).
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefit
	20

	Proposed methodology and program
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Allocated resources, subcontractors and consultants (capacity and experience)
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Environment, workplace health and safety, traffic management experience and quality assurance
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:

Normalised tender price

42.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

An initial shortlist will be based on non-price weighted score. Further shortlisting, if required, will be based on the Value for Money (VFM) score. At any time during the evaluation, a submission may be excluded from further evaluation or a shortlist where:

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

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

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

A submission may be included on any shortlist where the evaluation team considers that, despite scoring, there are strong, documented commercial reasons for further considering the submission.

(b)
VFM method:

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

43.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

44.
RECOMMENDATION:
That the Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan for the Construction of Wally Tate Park Upgrade.

ADOPTED

C
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR MAINTENANCE SERVICES FOR BUS AIR CONDITIONING SYSTEMS


165/830/179/696

342/2019-20

45.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

46.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 29 October 2019.

47.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

48.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence].

Purpose

49.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) for Maintenance Services for Bus Air Conditioning Systems for an initial term of three years, with options to extend for additional periods of up two years, for a maximum term of five years.

Background/business case

50.
Transport for Brisbane (TfB) operates approximately 1,220 buses with air conditioning systems from five Original Equipment Manufacturers (OEMs).

51.
The current CPA is in the form of a Preferred Supplier Arrangement with Cannon and Chapman Pty Ltd trading as Mobile Air Conditioning Services (Mobile Air Conditioning Services).

52.
The current contractor provides maintenance services, including all associated tools, parts and consumables to repair and/or service bus air conditioning units in accordance with Council’s specifications at all seven Council bus depots.

53.
During 2018-19, allocation of work was 55% for planned service activities and 45% for reactive maintenance associated with breakdowns.

54.
The purpose of preventative maintenance services is to reduce vehicle downtime and service interruption due to air conditioning system failure.

55.
A primary objective of this procurement activity will be to establish a framework whereby the successful supplier/s are encouraged to regularly review and improve the preventative maintenance schedules and thereby reduce instances of reactive maintenance. Where Council elects to enter into multiple contracts through a Panel Arrangement, the comparative performance of suppliers will be monitored over time.

Policy and other considerations

56.
Is there an existing CPA/contract for these goods/services/works?

Yes. Maintenance Services for Bus Air Conditioning Systems, 510334, commenced 1 September 2015 and will expire 31 August 2020. There are no additional optional extension periods available.

57.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

No, TfB does not have the in-house capability to provide these services.

58.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of? 

No

59.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Relevant questions relating to workplace health and safety, quality systems and environmental management systems and processes are included in the evaluation criteria. Successful tenderers will be required to comply with Council’s workplace health and safety and environmental requirements when performing services and to have a local service presence.

60.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework? 

No

61.
Does this proposed contract involve leasing? 

No

Market analysis

62.
Council has air conditioning systems from five OEM manufacturers installed on its buses. Of these systems, 98% are provided by Thermo King, Carrier and Spheros. 

63.
A review of companies offering maintenance services for bus air conditioning systems in South East Queensland indicates that the following six companies will be interested in the Request for Proposal (RFP) and may submit offers:

-
Mobile Air Conditioning Services (incumbent supplier)

-
Carrier Air Conditioning Pty Ltd trading as Carrier Transicold

-
Coachair Pty Ltd

-
Lou-Air Australia Pty Ltd

-
Pagge Pty Ltd trading as Queensland Thermo King 

-
N & G Investments (Aust) Pty Ltd trading as Dynamic Diesel Services.

The current incumbent and potential known tenderers will be advised of the upcoming RFP.

Procurement strategy and activity plan

64.


	Procurement objective:
	To procure maintenance services for bus air conditioning systems in a way which complies with the Sound Contracting Principles set out in section 103(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 and provides the most advantageous outcome for Council.

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

	Title of contract:
	Maintenance Services for Bus Air Conditioning Systems

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a new CPA

	Process to be used:
	RFP

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

	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	Proposals to be advertised publicly via Council’s supplier portal.

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

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

	Part offers:
	Part offers may be considered for one or more depot locations and one or more equipment types.

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will not be considered

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	Council’s standard services contract. No amendments are proposed to Council’s standards.

	Period/term of contract: 
	An initial term of three years, with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years, for a maximum term of five years. 

	Insurance requirements:
	Public and product liability of $20 million. Workers’ compensation insurance as required by legislative requirements in Queensland.

	Price basis:
	Schedule of rates

	Price adjustment:
	To be determined during negotiations. Fixed prices for a minimum of 12 months will be sought. 

	Liquidated damages:
	No liquidated damages apply but Council’s right to claim general law damages is preserved.

	Security for the contract:
	Not applicable

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	A minimum warranty period of 12 months will be sought on both repair work and parts.

	Other strategy elements: 
	Council will consider proposals with respect to nominated depot locations and OEM systems. Council may consider awarding multiple contracts for one or more depot locations and one or more air conditioning system type.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	An alternative way of achieving the objective would be via in-house servicing. However, this approach would involve a significant financial outlay in terms of recruiting, training and accreditation. 


Anticipated schedule

65.
Pre-market approval:

19 November 2019

Date of release to market:

29 November 2019

Tender closing: 


7 February 2020

Evaluation completion:

3 April 2020

Contract prepared:

30 June 2020

Post-market approval:

21 July 2020

Contract commencement:

1 September 2020

Budget

66.
Estimated total expenditure under this CPA (including any options):

$12 million over the potential maximum five-year term of the CPA.

Expenditure on these services from 1 September 2015 to 22 July 2019 (three years and 11 months) was $9.53 million with an annual spend averaging $2.38 million during this period. 

67.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA? 

When established, a CPA of this form does not create a financial or contractual commitment or commit Council to any purchases. A commitment is only made when orders are placed under the CPA by appropriately delegated Council officers, subject to approved funding availability.

68.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):

To be determined during evaluation and negotiation.

Procurement risk

69.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Financial risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Price volatility
	Medium
	This will be subject to negotiation.  The RFP shall request a fixed-term price offer and price adjustments based on established indices.
	Council

	Poor quality tenders received
	Medium
	The RFP will ask specific questions of the market to ensure adequate information and responses are used in the assessment of tenders and will establish a suitable price mechanism for maintenance work. Clarifications will be undertaken where necessary.
	Council

	Service quality and/or poor performance
	Medium
	Initial evaluations will review the capability and experience, and quality certifications and systems of tenderers. Consideration will be given to establishing a panel to enhance competition and to avoid supply issues during peak demand.
	Contractor/ Council

	Limited supply
	Low
	Market research indicates a concentrated but strong competitive market. Issuing an open market tender will encourage respondents to apply. Potential respondents will be contacted directly and encouraged to register on Council's supplier portal.
	Council

	Defective equipment supplied to Council
	Low
	Equipment will be supplied under negotiated warranty arrangements.
	Council


70.
Is this contract listed as a ‘critical contract’ requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council?

No

Tender evaluation

71.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria: 

Nil

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Capacity to deliver and commercial
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Track record and expertise
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefit
	20

	Value-added expertise and services
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Warranty, parts and customer satisfaction
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Workplace health and safety, quality and environmental management systems
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model: 

Schedule of fixed service rates, hourly labour rates and parts.

72.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

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

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

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

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

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

(b)
Value for money (VFM) method:

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

73.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

74.
RECOMMENDATION:
That the Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement for Maintenance Services for Bus Air Conditioning Systems for an initial term of three years, with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years, for a maximum term of five years.

ADOPTED

D
MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE F


152/160/1218/150-001 and 152/160/1218/150-002

343/2019-20

75.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

76.
At its meeting of 31 July 2018, Council resolved to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to identify and protect local heritage places, buildings constructed prior to 1911, and key civic spaces and iconic vistas (the proposed amendment). The resolution included a request to the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) for a State interest review and approval to publicly consult on the proposed amendment. 

77.
By letter dated 28 November 2018, the Minister confirmed that State interests were appropriately reflected in the proposed amendment and gave approval to proceed to public consultation.

78.
Public consultation on the proposed amendment was undertaken from 4 March 2019 to 12 April 2019 in accordance with the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline). At its meeting of 30 July 2019, Council resolved to modify the proposed amendment in response to submissions received, and requested the Minister’s approval to adopt the proposed amendment.

79.
By letter dated 22 October 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), the Minister advised that the proposed amendment could be adopted into the planning scheme, without any conditions. 

80.
The schedule of amendments is set out in Attachment C (submitted on file) and the proposed amendment to the planning scheme is set out in Attachment D (submitted on file).

81.
Council adopted Temporary Local Planning Instrument 04/19 – Protection of buildings constructed prior to 1911 and Temporary Local Planning Instrument 05/19 – Civic spaces and iconic vistas to ensure the continued protection of key sites while the proposed amendment was being progressed. The two Temporary Local Planning Instruments can be repealed once the proposed amendment is adopted.

82.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

83.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

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

(i)
sought, pursuant to section 21.1 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline), the Minister’s approval to adopt the proposed amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to include the Major amendment package F (the proposed amendment) 

(ii)
was advised by the Minister, by letter dated 22 October 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), that it could adopt the proposed amendment without conditions,

then Council: 

(i)
decides, pursuant to section 22.1(a)(i) of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline, to adopt the proposed amendment to the planning scheme as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file) and Attachment D (submitted on file)

(ii)
directs, pursuant to section 22.1(b) of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline, that a public notice be published in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 and the requirements prescribed in Schedule 5 of the Guideline

(iii)
directs that a copy of the public notice and the proposed amendment be given to the Chief Executive of the Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning in accordance with section 22.2 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline

(iv)
decides, pursuant to section 24(1) of the Planning Act 2016 to repeal Temporary Local Planning Instrument 04/19 – Protection of buildings constructed prior to 1911 and Temporary Local Planning Instrument 05/19 – Civic spaces and iconic vistas on the proposed amendment taking effect.
ADOPTED

E
KANGAROO POINT PENINSULA NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN


152/160/516/455

344/2019-20

84.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

85.
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).

86.
At its meeting of 20 March 2018, having received confirmation of the State interests to be addressed, Council resolved to send the proposed amendment to the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) to request a State interest review and approval to publicly consult on the proposed amendment.

87.
By letter dated 8 August 2018, the Minister advised that State interests were appropriately reflected in the proposed amendment and public consultation could proceed. 

88.
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).

89.
At its meeting of 11 June 2019, Council resolved to modify the proposed amendment in response to submissions received to make an associated amendment to a planning scheme policy pursuant to the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Rules) under section 22 of the Planning Act 2016, and to request the Minister’s approval to adopt the proposed amendment.

90.
By letter dated 13 September 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), the Minister advised that the proposed amendment could be adopted without conditions. The proposed amendment is set out in Attachment C (submitted on file).

91.
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 started under SPA. The proposed amendment is in a form consistent with the Act.

92.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

93.
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 11 June 2019, decided 

(a)
pursuant to the Statutory guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline) to proceed with the proposed amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to include the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan and to make consequential amendments (the proposed amendment) and directed that written notice be given to the Minister seeking approval to adopt the proposed amendment

(b)
pursuant to section 2.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Rules), to make the proposed amendment to a planning scheme policy (the PSP amendment)

(ii)
was advised by the Minister, by letter dated 13 September (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), that it could adopt the proposed amendment without conditions,

then Council:

(i)
decides, pursuant to Steps 9.1(a) of Stage 4 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, to adopt the proposed amendment to the planning scheme to include the Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan and consequential amendments, as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file)

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

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

(iv)
decides, pursuant to section 5.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Rules, to adopt the PSP amendment, as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file)

(v)
directs, pursuant to section 5.2 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Rules, that notice be given in accordance with the Rules

(vi)
directs, pursuant to section 5.3 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Rules, that a copy of the PSP amendment and the public notice be given to the Chief Executive in accordance with the Rules.
ADOPTED

F
BRISBANE METRO PROJECT – PROPERTY RESUMPTIONS


112/20/711/1018

345/2019-20

94.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.

95.
The Brisbane Metro project includes a planned depot facility that will allow for the maintenance and storage of the Metro vehicle fleet. To accommodate this proposed depot, Council identified approximately 5.5 hectares of land, comprising four private properties and one property owned by the Queensland Government.

96.
By Council decision dated 16 October 2018, Council resolved to proceed with making an application to the Queensland Government for the taking of the aforementioned land under the Acquisition of Land Act 1967. By a Taking of Land Notice, published in the Queensland Government Gazette on 29 March 2019, Council resumed the four private properties. Council is continuing to negotiate with the Queensland Government to acquire the fifth required property.

97.
Subsequent to the decision to acquire the depot land, the project team undertook consultation and coordination with key stakeholders including Transport for Brisbane, Corporate Security and the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads to optimise the functional layout of the proposed depot and allow for future expansion. 

98.
This consultation determined that although the land acquired for the depot was sufficient to commence and operate the depot for the initial scheme, additional land should be obtained for future expansion of Brisbane Metro services.

99.
To accommodate expansion of the Brisbane Metro depot, acquiring adjacent land to the north of the current site is considered the most suitable option. Accordingly, to facilitate expansion of the Brisbane Metro depot, it is necessary to acquire the private land listed at Attachments B and C (submitted on file), and shown on plans at Attachment D (submitted on file), under the provisions of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967. The additional land required is shown at Attachment F (submitted on file). 

100.
On 9 May 2019, the Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, approved the issuing of Notices of Intention to Resume to acquire the land required for the project. Council issued those notices on 14 June 2019. 

101.
No objections were received from the owners set out at Attachment B (submitted on file). 

102.
Two written objections were received from the property owners set out at Attachment C (submitted on file). The objections were considered by Council’s resumption delegate. The written objections, the resumption delegate’s reports and Council’s responses are set out at Attachment E (submitted on file).

103.
Upon completion of the formal resumption process, all interests in the resumed land are converted to a right to claim compensation, pursuant to the provisions of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967. Negotiations concerning compensation will occur concurrently with the formal resumption process.

104.
The Executive Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

105.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL APPROVE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution
DRAFT RESOLUTION TO RESUME PRIVATE PROPERTY FOR THE BRISBANE METRO PROJECT

(1)
As:

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

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

then Council is of the opinion that:

(i)
the land described in Attachment B (submitted on file)is required for the purpose of any public works (bus depot) purposes

(ii)
it is necessary to take the land described in Attachment B (submitted on file).

(2)
As:

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

(ii)
objections in writing were received to those notices described in Attachment C (submitted on file)

(iii)
Council has duly considered the objections and made recommendations for the treatment of the objections, as set out in Attachment E (submitted on file), 

then Council is of the opinion that:

(i)
the land described in Attachment C (submitted on file) is required for the purpose of any public works (bus depot) purposes 

(ii)
it is necessary to take the land described in Attachment C (submitted on file).

(3)
Council approves City Legal, City Administration and Governance, making the required application for the approval of the Minister for Natural Resources, Mines and Energy, for the taking of the land and registered interests under the Acquisition of Land Act 1967.

ADOPTED

G
MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE K


152/160/1218/422

346/2019-20

106.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

107.
Council is committed to delivering on the actions contained in Brisbane’s Future Blueprint. Amendments are required (the proposed amendment) to be made to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme), to achieve the following principle and action from Brisbane’s Future Blueprint:

-
Principle: Protect the Brisbane backyard and our unique character.

-
Action 02: Ensure that suburban development fits in with its surroundings. Audit Emerging Community land and rezone to Low Density Residential land where appropriate. 

108.
The proposed amendment will maintain the currency of the planning scheme and provide for the implementation of actions in the Brisbane Industrial Strategy 2019. The following key changes are proposed. 

-
Zoning and overlay changes to various properties in the Emerging community zone to protect the Brisbane backyard and our unique character. The zoning of the properties will be amended from Emerging community to Low density residential and the Dwelling house character overlay will be applied to those properties.

-
Introduction of thresholds to allow for high-impact logistics/distribution uses in the General industry C zone precinct in the Australia TradeCoast and South West Industrial Gateway.

-
Allowance for trade-related educational uses and Indoor sport and recreation uses in Low impact industry zoned areas.

-
Code assessment for research and technology industry uses in the Mixed use zone to facilitate advanced manufacturing.

-
Reduction in car parking rates for large-format warehouses to align with contemporary employment densities and hours of operation.

-
Update to the Strategic framework to reinforce the role of Brisbane’s Strategic Inner City Industrial Areas.

-
Inclusion of new Brisbane standard drawings for traffic signal post mounted CCTV boxes, bicycle kerb ramps, community notice boards, attribution stands and tree grates with a 20 tonne load limit.

-
Updates to the Tables of Assessment, Overlay and Development codes and planning scheme policies to streamline the delivery of public parks by Council, where appropriate, considering location, development intensity and scale.

-
Amendments to refine prescribed accepted development provisions for building work on a local heritage place to allow the replacement or repair of materials with matching traditional materials.

-
Update to the Heritage overlay Table of Assessment to reflect the Planning Regulation 2017 and to introduce requirements into the Heritage overlay code and Heritage planning scheme policy for preparing a conservation management plan and archival recording of local heritage places.

-
Changes to zoning and overlays to give effect to the planning requirements in Temporary Local Planning Instrument (TLPI) 03/19 for Lamb House at Kangaroo Point.

-
Zoning of properties purchased by Council through the Bushland Acquisition Program to ensure the protection of Brisbane’s natural habitat.

-
Updates to overlay mapping for the Commercial character building, Pre-1911 building, Significant landscape tree and Streetscape hierarchy overlays. These changes are in response to public nominations, to align to adjoining zoning or as a result of new policy.

-
Updates to the Infrastructure design planning scheme policy, to support best practice construction standards and to align with the Streetscape hierarchy overlay for streetscape types adjoining the Low-medium density residential zone (2 storey mix precinct and 2 or 3 storey precinct).

109.
Should Council decide to proceed with the proposed amendment, the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) will be requested to complete a State interest review of the proposed amendment and agreement sought to publicly consult on the proposed amendment. Upon receipt of the Minister’s response and approval, public consultation on the proposed amendment, the planning scheme and planning scheme policies would then be undertaken in accordance with the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under section 17 of the Planning Act 2016.

110.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

111.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO MAKE A MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – MAJOR AMENDMENT PACKAGE K
As Council:

(i)
decides, pursuant to section 16.1 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under the Planning Act 2016, to make a major amendment (the proposed amendment) to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme)

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

then Council:

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

(a)
a State interest review of the proposed amendment 

(b)
the Minister’s agreement to publicly consult on the proposed amendment.

ADOPTED

H
TRANSURBAN QUEENSLAND – LEGACY PROJECT AT GREENWAYS ESPLANADE PARK


161/295/414/23

347/2019-20

112.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

113.
The Queensland Government entered into a commitment with Queensland Motorways Management Pty Limited and Logan Motorways Pty Limited (together as Transurban Queensland) to undertake the Logan Enhancement Project (LEP) which includes upgrading sections of the Logan and Gateway Motorways. As part of delivering the LEP, Transurban Queensland has undertaken a community legacy project.  Under the project, Transurban Queensland will deliver community facilities in Logan and in Brisbane.

114.
The community facility to be delivered by Transurban Queensland in Brisbane is a cycle park at Greenways Esplanade Park, Parkinson. Transurban Queensland will design and construct the cycle park at its cost.  

115.
The cycle park will comprise a 250-metre track that includes four distinct rider experiences that represent different zones of the Brisbane local government area, including the inner city, an industrial/trade area, the Sir Leo Hielscher Bridges and a conservation area. 

116.
Transurban Queensland will not perform any of the following as part of the cycle park project:

-
install, modify or upgrade any utility services at Greenways Esplanade Park

-
design or install any lighting or other electrical systems in the cycle park

-
modify or upgrade any security systems, amenities, existing access paths or existing bikeways in Greenways Esplanade Park.

117.
Council has agreed to waive the following fees in relation to the cycle park project:

-
request for owner’s consent fees

-
vehicle access for construction work fees 

-
park access fees.

118.
Upon completion of the cycle park, Transurban Queensland will transfer ownership of the cycle park to Council. The cycle park will vest in Council and Council will be responsible for all ongoing operation and maintenance costs of the cycle park for the life cycle of the asset from the date of handover. 

119.
The Chief Executive Officer will enter into a contract with Transurban Queensland to give effect to the agreement to deliver the cycle park at Greenways Esplanade Park.

120.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

121.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL APPROVES INCURRING ONGOING FINANCIAL LIABILITIES RELATED TO THE OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF A CYCLE PARK AT GREENWAYS ESPLANADE PARK, PARKINSON.
ADOPTED

I
AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE J


152/160/1218/399

348/2019-20

122.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

123.
At its meeting of 4 June 2019, Council resolved to amend SC6.31 Transport, access, parking and servicing planning scheme policy contained in Schedule 6 of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to ensure that multiple dwellings in suburban areas provide sufficient onsite car parking spaces to accommodate parking demand (the proposed amendment).

124.
The proposed amendment progresses the following principle and action from Brisbane’s Future Blueprint:

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

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

125.
Public consultation on the proposed amendment was undertaken from 29 July 2019 to 26 August 2019 in accordance with the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under section 17 of the Planning Act 2016. Council received 404 submissions (360 of which were properly made) on the proposed amendment. Key issues raised in the submissions related to transport and land use integration, cost and affordability and design of multiple dwellings.

126.
A summary of the matters raised in the submissions, including descriptions of how the matters have been addressed, has been prepared (refer Attachment B, submitted on file). Having considered the submissions, no further changes have been made to the proposed amendment (refer Attachment D, submitted on file).

127.
The schedule of proposed amendments is set out in Attachment C (submitted on file).

128.
Should Council resolve to approve the proposed amendment, it is proposed that the amendment be adopted pursuant to section 5 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline. It is proposed that the amended planning scheme will take effect on 29 November 2019.

129.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

130.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

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

(i)
at its meeting of 4 June 2019, resolved to amend SC6.31 Transport, access, parking and servicing planning scheme policy (the planning scheme policy) contained in Schedule 6 of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to ensure that new multiple dwellings in suburban areas accommodate parking demand (the proposed amendment), pursuant to section 2.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline)

(ii)
has undertaken public consultation on the proposed amendment to the planning scheme policy, pursuant to sections 3.1 and 3.2 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline 

(iii)
having considered the submissions on the proposed amendment pursuant to sections 3.3 and 3.4 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline, has prepared a consultation report about how Council has dealt with properly made submissions (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), 

then Council: 

(i)
decides, pursuant to section 5.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline, to adopt the proposed amendment to the planning scheme policy (set out in Attachment D, submitted on file)

(ii)
directs, pursuant to section 5.2 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline, that a public notice be published in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 and the requirements prescribed in Schedule 5 of the Guideline

(iii)
directs that a copy of the public notice and the proposed amendment be given to the Chief Executive of the Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning in accordance with section 5.3 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline.

ADOPTED

PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT, ECONOMIC AND TOURISM DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Tracy DAVIS that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 12 November 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and as I promised in Committee this morning, I am happy to speak about—and follow up—on the question that was taken on notice around the bus temperature gauges, which was not in the report in Committee, but happy to talk about it now. There is a temperature gauge which sits behind the dash in the driver’s area of the bus and the dial that shows the respective temperature is being removed from Council buses. This is being done, as I explained this morning, because it is providing an inaccurate reading on the dial. This does not mean that there is no temperature gauge in the bus.


There is an existing one which provides an accurate reading of the cabin. It is situated directly behind the driver and the temperature is shown on a small screen in the front of the bus known as the Thoreb screen—so the screen is easily readable by a bus driver in their seat. The air conditioning within our bus fleet are set at 22 degrees. The best air-conditioning can do is reduce the cabin temperature by around 10 degrees. So, for example, if the outside temperature is around 35 degrees, the cabin’s temperature will be probably around 25 degrees as well. But what we are seeing is that this temperature was reading a lot higher than what the actual temperature was because of where it was positioned.


As I explained this morning, it is the right of every driver if the temperature goes up above the acceptable limit for them to stop and request a new bus to be brought to the location and have themselves and the back passengers changed over. However, you have to realise when this happens there are services missed and delayed, and passengers are put out until the new bus arrives. So, this is one of the key reasons why the wrong temperature gauge is being removed, because there are incidences where drivers are reporting the bus to be 35 degrees or more and that is not actually the case. So, there is a very good gauge for the reading of the driver’s cabin directly behind them. They’re going to be able to see that on the Thoreb screen and, hopefully, we’ll be able to make sure that not only our drivers are comfortable and that they are in the right temperature to be working, but they are also looking after the bus passengers so there’s not neededly interrupted services for their passengers as well.


Last week’s Committee presentation was on the Dornoch Terrace safety improvements community consultation results. Again, as with green bridges—as we’re talking about Metro, Team Schrinner is committed to improving transport options and increasing safety across Brisbane. As I mentioned earlier today, I was at the International Cycling Safety Conference last night and they had actually ridden—Councillor SRI, through you, Mr Chair—we happened to have ridden through the Woolloongabba Bikeway yesterday as part of their workshop and they were very impressed. I did ask them whether they went down it rather than up it. It might have been a bit hard for some that are used to very flat areas in the Netherlands, however, they were loving what we are doing here in Brisbane.


This is a part of that link that we need to make sure—the Brisbane River loop—that we have opportunities for not only commuters, but also our recreational cyclists as well, so we went out to consultation with a draft plan for safety improvements along this corridor. The concept design was distributed to approximately 12,700 households and businesses. We did go with the draft concept which was something that was very much directed towards what the cyclists would clearly want to see. A 1.2 kilometre upgrade of bike lanes, new pedestrian crossings, new traffic lights at Hampstead Road and Dornoch Terrace intersection, a bus stop consolidation, a footpath improvement and a modification of some key interactions, particularly, as we were going down the hill and around the small shop area at Hardgrave Road as well.


There was I will say very calmly—a very robust community response—is that the diplomatic way of saying it?

Councillor interjecting
DEPUTY MAYOR:
There was a very robust community response. The feedback came streaming in as soon as the consultation period started on 30 September until 25 October. We received over 1,000 submissions. I received many emails as well that I responded to and phone calls that were made—a range of users from motorists, cyclists, pedestrians and public transport users as well. Of the respondents, approximately 75% lived in the local area, 88% use Dornoch Terrace at least several times per week. But what we did get was the feedback was overwhelmingly negative in terms of the draft plan as a whole. We heard that feedback loud and clear, and that is the feedback that we clearly wanted to hear, not whether it was negative or positive—but we wanted people to have their say. That was the entire point of going out with a very clear, very—probably robust plan as well, that looked at the cyclists, probably, over the residential amenity because we wanted people to have their say.


The numbers spoke volumes—64% of residents disagreed with the proposal on a whole, 72% disagreed with removing the car parks, 72% disagreed with removing any vegetation to facilitate bike lanes and 62% disagreed with consolidating bus stops, 58% disagreed with upgrading the 1.2 kilometres of bike lanes on both sides—on either side I should say—of Dornoch Terrace. So, as was said in Committee last week, as I said to people that phoned me and as was said for the letters that have gone out through the Lord Mayoral correspondence and back out to those 12,700 residents, it will not be proceeding in its current form. However, we do recognise that Dornoch Terrace is a known safety concern.


So, 75% of those residents did agree that the corridor needs to be safer for pedestrians and the three most supported components were footpath improvements, pedestrian crossing improvement and pedestrian refuges. So, the project team is currently investigating those options based on this feedback and I’m pleased to assure the community that these improvement works will be considered for future funding as well.


We’re not going to proceed with the bikeway project as it was in the concept plan. We are going to look at how we can do a possible bikeway option retaining as much parking as possible, improving the safety and connectivity pedestrians—particularly safety for all users at key intersections. So, this is just another proof again—even though I know the Opposition hate to hear it—that Team Schrinner takes community consultation very seriously—
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay Councillors, please allow the DEPUTY MAYOR to answer—to give her presentation in silence.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
12,700 letters went out to the affected area for consultation—
Chair:
Okay now Councillors, there’s been a lot of interjections on the DEPUTY MAYOR. She’s been talking for quite a while, please allow her to finish her presentation in silence. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
As we said in the consultation that went out, the feedback from the community informs our forward going plans. Team Schrinner is excited about our growing City and we are placing an importance on infrastructure and our transport connectivity, but we need to make sure that residential amenities are also maintained and there is a balance between the two.


Can I take this opportunity to thank the many people who wrote to Council, myself and the LORD MAYOR, expressing their views through the submissions in many different ways. We are listening, Team Schrinner is listening to the people of Brisbane. We’ve heard them loud and clear, and we will be back to speak to them when we look at plans putting their feedback into that process.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks. I won’t go on too long about this. I gave my comments in the Committee meeting last week. I just want to again make a point about the fact that it was odd that the Administration went out to consultation on a plan that I said I didn’t think the residents would support and that I didn’t support. I think we could have saved a lot of time and hassle if the Administration just listened to me as the local Councillor, and I think that’s a bit disappointing.

Councillors interjecting
Councillor SRI:
Yes. I just thought why send out 12,000 letters about a plan when the Councillor says that it’s not going to win community support and the Councillor is not particularly excited about it. That’s—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted.

Councillor SRI:
Sure, yeah. I am looking forward to working more constructively with the Administration on this corridor. I think there is an opportunity to get some good outcomes there. I say it again, the priorities are zebra crossings not just refuge islands, not just unsignalised crossing points where you have to race across the moving traffic and cross your fingers, but we need actual zebra crossings. We need lower speed limits and traffic calming to support that and we do need a solution to separate bikes and cars safely. It’s not safe for people on e-scooters to be using narrow footpaths when there are so many hidden driveways along that corridor.


So, hopefully the Council officers will be able to give me another briefing soon and we can start throwing around ideas as to what options I will be willing to support, and what options I think will have the community support rather than going out on a time consuming and somewhat distressing consultation for residents when we knew that that was never going to get supported in the first place.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, your misrepresentation please.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I did not say that we went out there knowing it was not going to be supported. I said we went out there wanting to hear the results from the people. I am not surprised it was not supported, but if we did not go out—
Councillors interjecting
Chair:
Thank you.

Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	349/2019-20
At that time, 6.59pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the meeting adjourn for a period of one hour, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors have been locked.

Council stood adjourned at 7.05pm.


Chair:
See you all in an hour.

UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, Councillor ADAMS. 

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Mr Chair, I’ll just say that I thank Councillor SRI for his feedback in the Chambers because it wasn’t forthcoming during the submission period because he didn’t bother to put a submission in. 

Chair:
Alright. I’ll now put the report.

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

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams (Chair), Councillor Tracy Davis (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Jared Cassidy, Sandy Landers, James Mackay and Jonathan Sri.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – DORNOCH TERRACE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

350/2019-20

1.
Graham Nell, Program Director, Civil and Transport, Project Management, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Dornoch Terrace safety improvements project (the project). He provided the information below.

2.
The project proposes the following safety improvements:


-
1.2 km of upgraded bike lanes


-
new pedestrian crossings


-
new traffic lights at the Hampstead Road and Dornoch Terrace intersection


-
bus stop consolidation


-
footpath improvements


-
modification of key intersections (Local Area Traffic Management).

3.
The proposed concept design was shared with the Committee. On 30 September 2019, Council released the concept design to approximately 12,700 households and businesses in the local area. A newsletter was also distributed in West End, Highgate Hill and Dutton Park, and feedback was obtained via an online survey, emails and phone calls with the project team.

4.
Approximately 1,150 responses were received during the community consultation period, with 949 participants recorded for the online survey. The respondents included a range of users such as motorists, cyclists, pedestrians and public transport users. Of the respondents, approximately 75% live in the local area, 48% park their car on Dornoch Terrace, and 88% access Dornoch Terrace at least several times per week.

5.
The results of the consultation were shared with the Committee. The key findings from the consultation results show that:


-
64% disagree with the concept design


-
72% disagree with the removal of 115 car parks


-
75% agree that Dornoch Terrace needs to be safer for pedestrians.

6.
The top four most supported design elements are the proposed improvements for pedestrians including minor footpath improvements, pedestrian crossing improvements and pedestrian refuges.

7.
Based on the community feedback, Council will not proceed with the concept plan in its current form. Council will continue to investigate opportunities to improve safety and connectivity for pedestrians, improve safety for all users at key intersections and retain street car parking where possible.

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

9.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Councillor David McLACHLAN, Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 12 November 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Mr Chair, just briefly—
Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
—before I get to the Committee report, there was a question asked of the LORD MAYOR earlier by the Councillor for Tennyson Ward, who’s not here in this place at the moment, but the question was along the lines of, will you advise—to the LORD MAYOR—Council’s future long term plans for and under the Oxley Road rail bridge. Mr Chair, as you’d be aware, this is a State Government asset. Council has endeavoured to seek the cooperation of the State in relation to doing work at this location; be happy to enter into a memorandum of understanding in relation to doing work there. 


Councillor JOHNSTON has asked this question previously and has had answers along the same line. I can quote from a letter from the LORD MAYOR to—a recent letter from the LORD MAYOR to a constituent on this issue and I quote, “as per the previous letters to you from the former LORD MAYOR, there remains no memorandum of understanding being proposed by the State, despite Council seeking one to get a better understanding of the State Government’s funding commitment, which at this stage appears to have no figure attached to it. 


This would enable Council to progress investigations to the adjoining road network so it is known which road and footpath upgrade requirements are needed between Martindale and Gerald Streets”, end of quote. Just to answer, that question that came from Councillor JOHNSTON earlier today to the LORD MAYOR. 


Mr Chair, in relation to the Infrastructure Committee report last week, this was a presentation on the Player Street works that are being done, the Player Street Connection; fantastic work that’s been undertaken there. I don’t propose to take up any more time of the Council talking about Player Street because we have done—we have talked about this project before, certainly providing a great safety improvement on Kessels Road, in particular, so Council’s done a fantastic job in consultation with the local Councillor, who’s provided great advice, Councillor HUANG, and I think that it’s a great outcome for all to see. There were some petitions and I’ll leave that to the debate of the Chamber, if need be.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Further speakers? 

Councillor HUANG. 

Councillor HUANG:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item A of the Infrastructure Committee report on the Player Street Connection presentation. Mr Chair, at last week’s Committee, the officer gave a comprehensive presentation on the delivery of the Player Street Connection. I would like to once again thank all the people who have made this connection possible, especially our LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER. 


I always remember that the then Infrastructure Chair, Amanda Cooper and I, we tried countless times to get the State to contribute to this project, that will make significant improvements to State’s own Kessels Road and we’re getting nowhere. It was the LORD MAYOR who gave us the support and decided to go ahead and deliver this important infrastructure, despite State Labor Government’s refusal to co-fund the project and their neglect of infrastructure investment in Brisbane.


However, I felt much better after I read an article in The Courier-Mail yesterday, about the State’s $4 billion backlog in infrastructure investment across the State, so they were not targeting at us in Brisbane; it is just in the Labor’s DNA to neglect the infrastructure investments and have no plan for the future.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HUANG:
Mr Chair, contrast to this neglect, with Team Schrinner’s continual focus on delivering for the people of Brisbane, with strong record of responsible financial management, the completed Player Street Connection not only benefits the local residents, students, parents and teaching staff from Upper Mt Gravatt State School, as well as all motorists along Kessels Road, it helps them to get home quicker and safer. 


I just can’t thank enough to those people who have contributed to the project and I would like to conclude with a comment made by the president of Mt Gravatt Ladies Bowling Club, who invited me to attend an awards presentation yesterday. The first thing that she told me when I arrived at the bowls club wasn’t about the competition, wasn’t about the awards presentation; it was, the Player Street Connection was so good. I commend the report to the Chamber.

Councillors interjecting. 

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor ADAMS.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Just briefly, to the Committee report last week, as the local Councillor that was actually—had carriage of the neighbourhood plan—working through the Upper Mt Gravatt corridor neighbourhood plan and as this being a vital connection, needing if we were going to be putting in the density that we see at the principal regional activity centre in Upper Mt Gravatt this is proof yet again, that Team Schrinner and previously Team Quirk, plan for the future. Density where density should be and infrastructure delivered to cater for that density; this is the prime example and what the people on the opposite side of the Chamber do not understand. 

Councillors interjecting. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor McLACHLAN?

I now put the resolution.

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Infrastructure Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor David McLachlan (Chair), Councillor Steven Huang (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Steve Griffiths, Angela Owen and Steven Toomey.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – PLAYER STREET CONNECTION STATUS UPDATE

351/2019-20

1.
Alan Evans, Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Player Street Connection project (the project). He provided the information below.

2.
A locality map showing the project and its catchment and surrounding area was shown to the Committee.

3.
Kessels Road, Upper Mt Gravatt, is a major urban corridor carrying approximately 50,000 vehicles a day. It is a key freight route in the regional and national freight network linking Ipswich Motorway with the Gateway Motorway. 
Recently, access to Cremin Street, Upper Mt Gravatt, was restricted during the morning and afternoon peak periods. This caused traffic queuing and congestion between other intersections in close proximity. Between 2007 and 2018:

-
30 crashes were recorded at Cremin Street

-
52 crashes were recorded at MacGregor Street, Upper Mt Gravatt.

4.
The following items were shown to the Committee:

-
a site plan of Kessels Road and its intersections with MacGregor Street, Cremin Street and Logan Road, detailing traffic movements prior to the Player Street Connection upgrade

-
maps detailing traffic crash history at the intersections of Kessels Road and MacGregor Street, and Kessels Road and Cremin Street between 2007 and 2018

-
the Player Street Connection project plan.

5.
The project will provide the following benefits:

-
improved traffic efficiency and safety by increasing queuing space along Kessels Road at its intersections with MacGregor Street and Logan Road

-
improved traffic flow on Kessels Road by removing a signalised intersection

-
improved travel times (based on traffic modelling) on:

-
Kessels Road with a reduction of approximately 95 seconds

-
Player Street with a reduction of approximately 200 seconds

-
improved access to residents located north of the project site

-
a safe right-turn access between the arterial and local road network

-
upgraded shared pedestrian and cyclist facilities.

6.
The key challenges of the project included:

-
community impacts due to the high urban environment

-
reduced construction program night shifts to minimise impacts to residents, resulting in five extended weekends over the construction timeframe

-
the coordination of public utility service providers

-
working with the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads regarding project works on Kessels Road.

7.
The Player Street Connection opened on 31 October 2019, however, further work is required to finalise the project. It is anticipated that practical completion will be done by 15 November 2019.

8.
The project is jointly funded by the Australian Government and Council as part of the Australian Government’s Roads to Recovery Program. The benefit cost ratio from the final business case is 5.6, with a quantifiable benefit of $62.4 million.

9.
Images showing the construction of the project were shown to the Committee, and included:

-
public utility plant (PUP) relocations and stormwater installation (24 August 2019)

-
Player Street pavement construction (27 September 2019)

-
traffic signal and street lighting works (16 October 2019)

-
Player and Pickworth Streets opened (31 October 2019).

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Evans for his informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL PUT THE SAFETY OF LOCAL RESIDENTS FIRST AND SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE THE AVAILABLE PARKING ON THE EASTERN SIDE OF FORT ROAD, OXLEY, TO RESTORE WHAT WAS PREVIOUSLY AVAILABLE



CA19/212217, CA19/240775, CA19/254723, CA19/260736 and CA19/286742

352/2019-20

12.
Five petitions from residents, requesting Council put the safety of local residents first and significantly increase the available parking on the eastern side of Fort Road, Oxley, to restore what was previously available, were presented to the meetings of Council held on 5, 12, 19 and 26 March 2019, by Councillor Matthew Bourke, and received.

13.
The A/Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

14.
The first petition (CA19/212217) contains 12 signatures. Of the petitioners, 11 live on Fort Road with the remainder living nearby in Seventeen Mile Rocks. The second petition (CA19/240775) contains six signatures. Of the petitioners, five live on Fort Road with one living in Doolandella. The third petition (CA19/254723) contains 133 signatures. Of the petitioners, 30 live on Fort Road, 90 live in other suburbs of the City of Brisbane and 13 live outside the City of Brisbane. The fourth petition (CA19/260736) contains 18 signatures. Of the petitioners, six live on Fort Road, six live in other suburbs of the City of Brisbane and six live outside the City of Brisbane. The fifth petition (CA19/286742) contains 23 signatures. Of the petitioners, one lives on Fort Road, 20 live in other suburbs of the City of Brisbane and two live outside the City of Brisbane.

15.
The petitioners are requesting that allocated parking on the verge on the eastern side of Fort Road be expanded to allow for more parking by residents.

16.
Fort Road is considered to be a neighbourhood road in Council’s road hierarchy, providing access to local residential properties. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

17.
Council’s Asset Services received a petition (reference CA18/47350) in 2018 opposing the trimming and removal of trees along the road reserve. The petition also raised the issue of illegal verge parking impacting on the health of local trees. In response, Council’s Transport Planning and Operations (TPO) conducted a letterbox drop to residents along Fort Road, which advised of the Queensland Road Rules that prohibit parking on footpaths and grassed areas unless signed otherwise.

18.
In response to residents’ concerns with parking availability following the 2018 petition, the current parking arrangement was installed by TPO in consultation with Council arboriculture officers. As Fort Road straddles the boundary of both Jamboree and Tennyson Wards, the respective ward councillors were also consulted on the parking arrangement. 

19.
In response to the new petitions, Council officers will investigate the possibility of installing an additional 11 parallel parking spaces on the eastern side of Fort Road and will review opportunities for extra spaces, where possible. However, the available area for parking is constrained due to a surface drain, which runs adjacent to the road and trees located on the verge. If feasible, Council will install regulatory signage that will permit the legal parking of vehicles. Both Jamboree and Tennyson Wards will be consulted on any proposed changes to the parking arrangements. Attachment C (submitted on file) shows a map of the available parking and the proposed additional parking.

20.
The petitioners’ feedback about speeding motorists and road safety has been noted. Fort Road has two speed platforms installed to help deter non‑local traffic and moderate vehicle speeds. The road is approximately seven metres wide and provides sufficient width for vehicles to park on the western side, which is formed with kerb and channel. Aside from the bend near Cliveden Avenue, which has been marked with a centre line to help guide motorists through it, Fort Road is generally flat and straight. Provided that due care and attention is taken, it is considered that vehicles can be safely parked on the western side of the road.

21.
Furthermore, on local roads such as Fort Road, parked vehicles have a natural traffic calming effect and help to reduce vehicle speeds. Reckless driving and speeding are considered to be driver behaviour issues. If such behaviour is observed, this should be referred to the Queensland Police Service via Policelink on 131 444 for targeted enforcement. 

Consultation

22.
Councillor Matthew Bourke, Councillor for Jamboree Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

23.
Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and did not provide a response for, or against, the recommendation.


Customer impact
24.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

25.
The A/Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

26.
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: CA19/212217, CA19/240775, CA19/254723, CA19/260736 and CA19/286742

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council put the safety of local residents first and significantly increase the available parking on the eastern side of Fort Road, Oxley, to restore what was previously available.

As outlined within your petitions, the eastern side of Fort Road is used frequently by residents and visitors for vehicle parking. However, parking on the verge on any road remains illegal under the Queensland Road Rules unless signed otherwise and, as such, those parking in this area were risking infringements.

In response to the new petitions, Council officers will investigate the possibility of installing an additional 11 parallel parking spaces on the eastern side of Fort Road and will review opportunities for extra spaces, where possible. However, the available area for parking is constrained due to a surface drain, which runs adjacent to the road and trees located on the verge. If feasible, Council will install regulatory signage that will permit the legal parking of vehicles. Both Jamboree and Tennyson Wards will be consulted on any proposed changes to the parking arrangements.

Your feedback about speeding motorists and road safety has been noted. Fort Road has two speed platforms installed to help deter non‑local traffic and moderate vehicle speeds. The road is approximately seven metres wide and provides sufficient width for vehicles to park on the western side, which is formed with kerb and channel. Aside from the bend near Cliveden Avenue, which has been marked with a centre line to help guide motorists through it, Fort Road is generally flat and straight. Provided that due care and attention is taken, it is considered that vehicles can be safely parked on the western side of the road.

Furthermore, on local roads such as Fort Road, parked vehicles have a natural traffic calming effect and help to reduce vehicle speeds. Reckless driving and speeding are considered to be driver behaviour issues. If such behaviour is observed, this should be referred to the Queensland Police Service via Policelink on 131 444 for targeted enforcement. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Michael Denman, Transport Network Officer, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 0985.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL AT LEAST ONE PEDESTRIAN CROSSING ON MONTAGUE ROAD, BETWEEN JANE AND MOLLISON STREETS, WEST END



CA19/725247

353/2019-20

27.
A petition from residents, requesting Council install at least one pedestrian crossing on Montague Road, between Jane and Mollison Streets, West End, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 6 August 2019, by Councillor Nicole Johnston on behalf of Councillor Jonathan Sri, and received.

28.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

29.
The petition contains 12 signatures. Of the petitioners, six live in The Gabba Ward, five live in other suburbs of the City of Brisbane and the remaining signatory lives outside the City of Brisbane.

30.
The petitioners state there are numerous businesses on Montague Road between Jane and Mollison Streets and bus stops on either side of Montague Road, near Donkin Street, and no other formal crossing points between Montague Road’s intersections with Jane and Mollison Streets. To address their concerns about crossing Montague Road, the petitioners are requesting a new pedestrian crossing on Montague Road, near Donkin or Anthony Street.

31.
Montague Road, between Drake Street and the Go Between Bridge is a 60 km/h district road facilitating the movement of people and goods through the suburb and forms an important link in the local traffic network of the Kurilpa peninsula. There are signalised pedestrian crossings at Montague Road’s intersections with Jane Street and Mollison Street. These facilities are approximately 220 metres to the south and 170 metres to the north of the existing inbound and outbound bus stops near Donkin Street respectively. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

32.
The petitioners’ request for a pedestrian crossing in this section of Montague Road and their reference to the crossing near Brereton Street have been noted. Pedestrian zebra crossings in Brisbane are installed in accordance with the requirements outlined in the Queensland Government’s Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and in conjunction with Australian Standard (AS) 1742.10‑2009. There are specific guidelines within the AS to where zebra crossings are appropriate with consideration to approach speeds, consistency of pedestrian demand, available sight distance and local environmental factors.

33.
Council has reviewed the latest available data from the Queensland Government’s crash database between 1 January 2010 and 31 December 2018 as part of this investigation. There have been two reported crashes involving pedestrians during this time between Jane and Mollison Streets.

34.
Council released the outcomes of its Move Safe Brisbane Citywide Pedestrian Safety Review on 5 December 2018. The review followed a month-long community consultation from 31 July to 28 August 2018 to gain feedback on areas where Brisbane residents would like to see safety improvements. Feedback has been used by Council to help identify and prioritise safety projects across Brisbane, alongside input from the Queensland Government’s crash data, pedestrian and traffic counts and speed data.

35.
There were four comments relating to pedestrian safety reported in the Move Safe Brisbane consultation between Jane and Mollison Streets, which did not warrant further investigation under Move Safe Brisbane when compared to other locations across the city. 

36.
Under the current AS, it is a requirement that the approach road to a zebra crossing must have a maximum speed of 50 km/h or lower. As the speed limit on this section of Montague Road is 60 km/h, a zebra crossing is unable to be installed, as per the current requirements of the MUTCD. The existing facility near Brereton Street was installed under a previous Queensland standard and would not be installed under the current requirements. There are no plans for changes to or the removal of the existing facility at this time.

37.
In response to this petition and with consideration to the Move Safe Brisbane comments, Council has undertaken a pedestrian count on Montague Road in August 2019, between Jane and Mollison Streets, to inform the investigation of an alternative crossing facility such as a refuge island or kerb build-outs. The survey results showed approximately 1,450 pedestrians crossed Montague Road between Jane and Mollison Streets in a 12-hour period. 

38.
As a result, Council has listed a crossing facility by way of a refuge island or kerb build-outs for funding, with the location and facility type to be determined. Funding for design and construction will be prioritised in line with other similar citywide priorities.

Consultation

39.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.


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

41.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

42.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A
Draft response

Petition Reference: CA19/725247

Thank you for your petition requesting Council install at least one pedestrian crossing on Montague Road, between Jane and Mollison Streets, West End.

Your request for a pedestrian crossing in this section of Montague Road and reference to the crossing near Brereton Street have been noted. Pedestrian zebra crossings in Brisbane are installed in accordance with the requirements outlined in the Queensland Government’s Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and in conjunction with Australian Standard (AS) 1742.10‑2009. There are specific guidelines within the AS as to where zebra crossings are appropriate with consideration to approach speeds, consistency of pedestrian demand, available sight distance and local environmental factors.

Council has reviewed the latest available data from the Queensland Government’s crash database between 1 January 2010 and 31 December 2018 as part of this investigation. There have been two reported crashes involving pedestrians during this time between Jane and Mollison Streets.

Council released the outcomes of its Move Safe Brisbane Citywide Pedestrian Safety Review on 5 December 2018. The review followed a month-long community consultation from 31 July to 28 August 2018 to gain feedback on areas where Brisbane residents would like to see safety improvements. Feedback has been used by Council to help identify and prioritise safety projects across Brisbane, alongside input from the Queensland Government’s crash data, pedestrian and traffic counts and speed data.

There were four comments relating to pedestrian safety reported in the Move Safe Brisbane consultation between Jane and Mollison Streets, which did not warrant further investigation under Move Safe Brisbane when compared to other locations across the city. 

Under the current AS, it is a requirement that the approach road to a zebra crossing must have a maximum speed of 50 km/h or lower. As the speed limit on this section of Montague Road is 60 km/h, a zebra crossing is unable to be installed. The existing facility near Brereton Street was installed under a previous Queensland standard and would not be installed under the current requirements. There are no plans for changes to or the removal of the existing facility at this time.

In response to your petition and with consideration to the Move Safe Brisbane comments, Council has undertaken a pedestrian count on Montague Road in August 2019, between Jane and Mollison Streets to inform the investigation of an alternative crossing facility, such as a refuge island or kerb build-outs. The survey results showed approximately 1,450 pedestrians crossed Montague Road between Jane and Mollison Streets in a 12‑hour period. As a result, Council has listed a crossing facility by way of a refuge island or kerb build-outs for funding, with the location and facility type to be determined. Funding for design and construction will be prioritised in line with other similar citywide priorities.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Kiran Sreedharan, Senior Transport Network Officer, TNO ‑ South, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 1178.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL CHANGE METERED PARKING ON JANE STREET, WEST END, TO START AT 8AM ON WEEKDAYS



CA19/878226

354/2019-20

43.
A petition from residents, requesting Council change metered parking on Jane Street, West End, to start at 8am on weekdays, was received during the Spring Recess 2019.

44.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

45.
The petition contains 81 signatures. Of the petitioners, 80 live in different suburbs across the City of Brisbane and one lives outside the City of Brisbane.

46.
The petitioners are requesting changes to metered parking on Jane Street, West End, as they advise this is impacting on residents and visitors accessing the walking, rowing and cycling facilities nearby. The petitioners advise the meters are not in demand between 7am and 8am but the existing metered times are leading to fines and inconvenience to early users of the precinct. As such, they are requesting that the meters commence at 8am, instead of 7am.  

47.
Jane Street is a 50 km/h neighbourhood access road providing access to local residential properties. Jane Street runs from Boundary Street through to Riverside Drive and is split into two sections. This petition is in reference to the section of Jane Street to the west of Montague Road. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

48.
The petitioners’ request to change the metered parking time has been noted. Council works hard to ensure a balance of access for all user types when considering the operations of timed and metered parking throughout the city. In relation to Jane Street, this includes use by staff and visitors of surrounding businesses, users of the park as well as local residents and their visitors.

49.
Council’s on‑street parking team has advised that, while parking meters commence operation at 7am, motorists can make payment at a parking meter from 4am. This means that visitors to Jane Street can park in these spaces and pay in advance for any time required from 7am, removing the need to leave the parking space prior to this time. Due to this, commencing the metered start time later would not free up any additional spaces, as those wishing to stay long‑term in the spaces can pre-pay their meter fees. 

50.
A digital tool to assist residents and visitors utilising on-street parking in Brisbane is the CellOPark app. This app allows users to action and pay for on-street parking remotely with a mobile phone and includes a paid premium service where reminders are issued when the time limit is about to expire. CellOPark can also be used to pre-pay meters before their start time. Further information on this application is available on Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au searching ‘Cellopark’.

51.
In light of this, the petitioners’ request to commence the meter times in Jane Street at 8am instead of 7am is not supported.

Consultation

52.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
53.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

54.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Steve Griffiths abstaining.

55.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A
Draft response

Petition Reference: CA19/878226

Thank you for your petition requesting Council change metered parking on Jane Street, West End, to start at 8am on weekdays.

Council works hard to ensure a balance of access for all user types when considering the operations of timed and metered parking throughout the city. In relation to Jane Street, this includes use by staff and visitors of surrounding businesses, users of the park as well as local residents and their visitors.

Council’s on‑street parking team has advised that, while parking meters commence operation at 7am, motorists can make payment at a parking meter from 4am. This means that visitors to Jane Street can park in these spaces and pay in advance for any time required after 7am, removing the need to leave the parking space prior to this time. Due to this, commencing the metered start time later would not free up any additional spaces, as those wishing to stay long‑term in the spaces can pre-pay their meter fees. 

A digital tool to assist residents and visitors utilising on-street parking in Brisbane is the CellOPark app. This app allows users to action and pay for on-street parking remotely with a mobile phone and includes a paid premium service where reminders are issued when the time limit is about to expire. CellOPark can also be used to pre-pay meters before their start time. Further information on this application is available on Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au searching ‘Cellopark’.

In light of this, your request to commence the meter times in Jane Street at 8am instead of 7am is not supported.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Michael Denman, Transport Network Officer, Transport Network Operations ‑ South, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 0985.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

E
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL UNDERTAKE CONSULTATION WITH THE WIDER COMMUNITY AND RECONSIDER THE PROJECT DESIGN FOR THE PEDESTRIAN SAFETY ENHANCEMENTS ON MOGGILL ROAD AND TARINGA PARADE AT INDOOROOPILLY STATE SCHOOL



CA19/125258 and CA19/197695

355/2019-20

56.
Two petitions from residents (CA19/125258 and CA19/197695), requesting Council undertake consultation with the wider community and reconsider the project design for the pedestrian safety enhancements on Moggill Road and Taringa Parade at Indooroopilly State School (ISS), were presented to the meetings of Council held on 12 February and 5 March 2019, by former Councillor Julian Simmonds, and received.

57.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

58.
Petition CA19/125258 contains 86 signatures from residents in Walter Taylor Ward and 34 signatures from residents from the following wards: Coorparoo, Deagon, Marchant, McDowall, MacGregor, Morningside, Moorooka, Paddington, Pullenvale and Tennyson. 

59.
Petition CA19/197695 contains 104 signatures from residents in Walter Taylor Ward and 131 signatures from residents of the following wards: Bracken Ridge, Central, Chandler, Enoggera, Forest Lake, Hamilton, Holland Park, Jamboree, Marchant, Moorooka, Morningside, Northgate, Pullenvale, Paddington, Runcorn, Tennyson, The Gabba, The Gap and Wynnum Manly. Ten signatures were from residents outside of Brisbane.

60.
Taringa Parade is a two-lane district road that connects to Moggill Road via a signalised intersection. Moggill Road is a high-volume arterial road. The first segment of Taringa Parade is set as a school zone (40 km/h from 7-9am and 2-4pm) as it provides access to ISS, with two-minute pick up zones (from 8-9am and 2-3pm) designated alongside both sides of the roadway. There were sixteen 90-degree car parks facing an embankment. These car parks were under a one-hour parking restriction from 7‑10am during school days. There is a designated school crossing zone approximately 10 metres north of the car parks. 

61.
The previous drop-off and pick-up facility operated unsafely. In May 2017, one of the school’s students was injured as a result of being hit by a car outside of the school. Vehicles often parked up to three abreast in school peak times, with drivers regularly performing unsafe manoeuvres to return to the Moggill Road intersection after dropping off and picking up students. Infrastructure measures were required to manage the interaction between traffic and pedestrians in the vicinity. This upgrade encourages drivers to U-turn at the dedicated roundabout at Waverley Road, which is a safe manoeuvre for all road users in this area. 

62.
This safety upgrade was delivered by Council, on behalf of the Australian Government, through the Department of Infrastructure, Regional Development and Cities. This safety upgrade was fully funded by the Australian Government. Council has previously investigated the provision of a pedestrian overpass. At that time, funding was not received to construct the pedestrian overpass. Since then Council investigated alternative options to improve safety in the area and ISS was identified as a location in the local school network that required works to improve safety. As a result, Council identified a way of facilitating safe movements in the area with the project design.

63.
The project scope included the construction of a dedicated service road, which operates as a drop and go area during school peak periods and car parking area outside school peak periods, as well as providing better access from the school to Taringa Parade with a left-turn only, north of Thorpe Street. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows the project plan. 

64.
In order to facilitate the design, Council obtained approval from the Queensland Government on 11 December 2018 to acquire 131 square metres of Government-owned land. To mitigate any impacts, Council has dedicated 135 square metres from Council’s road reserve to Moore Park. This meant that there was no net loss of parkland. 

65.
To undertake this upgrade, 92 plants and shrubs and 37 trees were removed from the park. However, 148 new trees have been planted in the project site and local area, meaning for every tree removed, four trees were re-planted. An additional 1,116 plants and groundcovers were planted in the wider project area. 

Consultation details

66.
On 8 November 2017, a letter advising of upcoming investigation and survey works was distributed to the local community. Two more letters advising of additional investigation and survey works were also distributed to the community on 20 December 2017 and 6 July 2018. The letters outlined the work hours and scope of works of the investigation. 

67.
A project introduction letter with the concept plan was distributed on 15 January 2019 from the Walter Taylor Ward Office to approximately 320 residents and businesses. The project introduction letter included a direct project hotline number and email address through which the community could contact the project team.

68.
The project team contacted the Taringa Parade Bushcare Group on 19 December 2018 to discuss the project, however, the bushcare group advised that they preferred to meet in January 2019. Council discussed the project design with Taringa Parade Bushcare Group on 18 January 2019. Council also requested to work with the Taringa Parade Bushcare Group on the replanting program once the project was complete. The project team did not receive feedback about the replanting program from the Taringa Parade Bushcare Group.

69.
A start of construction letter with the project plan was distributed to the community on 12 February 2019. A direct project hotline number and project email address were provided in all communication materials to allow the community to ask questions and provide feedback. 

70.
ISS also sent out information regarding the project via school newsletters and emails.  

71.
The project has now been completed and further consultation has been deemed unnecessary. 

Funding
72.
The project was funded in the 2018-19 budget under service 2.1.2.4 Partnering for Safer Schools.

Consultation

73.
Councillor James Mackay, Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
74.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

75.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

76.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition References: CA19/125258 and CA19/197695

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council undertake consultation with the wider community and reconsider the project design for the pedestrian safety enhancements on Moggill Road and Taringa Parade at Indooroopilly State School (ISS).

Taringa Parade is a two-lane district road that connects to Moggill Road via a signalised intersection. Moggill Road is a high-volume arterial road. The first segment of Taringa Parade is set as a school zone (40 km/h from 7-9am and 2-4pm) as it provides access to ISS, with two-minute pick-up zones (from 8-9am and 2-3pm) designated alongside both sides of the roadway. There were sixteen 90-degree car parks facing an embankment. These car parks were under a one-hour parking restriction from 7‑10am during school days. There is a designated school crossing zone approximately 10 metres north of the car parks. 

The previous drop-off and pick-up facility operated unsafely. In May 2017, one of the school’s students was injured as a result of being hit by a car outside of the school. Vehicles often parked up to three abreast in school peak times, with drivers regularly performing unsafe manoeuvres to return to the Moggill Road intersection after dropping off and picking up students. Infrastructure measures were required to manage the interaction between traffic and pedestrians in the vicinity. This upgrade encourages drivers to U-turn at the dedicated roundabout at Waverley Road, which is a safe manoeuvre for all road users in this area. 

This safety upgrade was delivered by Council, on behalf of the Australian Government, through the Department of Infrastructure, Regional Development and Cities. This safety upgrade was fully funded by the Australian Government. Council has previously investigated the provision of a pedestrian overpass. At that time, funding was not received to construct the pedestrian overpass. Since then Council investigated alternative options to improve safety in the area and ISS was identified as a location in the local school network that required works to improve safety. As a result, Council identified a way of facilitating safe movements in the area with the project design.

The project scope included the construction of a dedicated service road, which operates as a drop and go area during school peak periods and car parking area outside school peak periods, as well as providing better access from the school to Taringa Parade with a left-turn only, north of Thorpe Street. 

In order to facilitate the design, Council obtained approval from the Queensland Government on 11 December 2018 to acquire 131 square metres of Government-owned land. To mitigate any impacts, Council has dedicated 135 square metres from Council’s road reserve to Moore Park. This meant that there was no net loss of parkland.

To undertake this upgrade, 92 plants and shrubs and 37 trees were removed from the park. However, 148 new trees have been planted in the project site and local area, meaning for every tree removed, four trees were re-planted. An additional 1,116 plants and groundcovers were planted in the wider project area.

On 8 November 2017, a letter advising of upcoming investigation and survey works was distributed to the local community. Two more letters advising of additional investigation and survey works were also distributed to the community on 20 December 2017 and 6 July 2018. The letters outlined the work hours and scope of works of the investigation. 

A project introduction letter with the concept plan was distributed on 15 January 2019 from the Walter Taylor Ward Office to approximately 320 residents and businesses. The project introduction letter included a direct project hotline number and email address through which the community can contact the project team. The project introduction letter included a direct project hotline number and email address through which the community can contact the project team.

Council discussed the project design with Taringa Parade Bushcare Group on 18 January 2019. Council also requested to work with the Taringa Parade Bushcare Group on the replanting program once the project was complete. The project team did not receive feedback about the replanting program from the Taringa Parade Bushcare Group.

A start of construction letter with the project plan was distributed to the community on 12 February 2019. A direct project hotline number and project email address were provided in all communication materials to allow the community to ask questions and provide feedback. 

ISS also sent out information regarding the project via school newsletters and emails.  

The project has now been completed and further consultation has been deemed unnecessary. An end of project letter has not been distributed to the public.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Vanessa George, Communications Officer, Project Communications, Project Management, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 1148. 

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

CITY PLANNING COMMITTEE

Councillor Matthew BOURKE, Chair of the City Planning Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven TOOMEY, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 12 November 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor BOURKE.
Councillor BOURKE:
Mr Chairman, I had a fair chat this afternoon about planning issues in the Council Chamber and so there was only one item on the Committee report from last week. That was about bushfire planning and management, with regards to planning scheme. All Councillors would know that in 2014 as part of our City Plan, we adopted a Bushfire planning scheme policy and included overlay mapping in our planning scheme for the very first time. This is in direct response to changes by the State Government, but indeed the work that Council has done to make sure our residents were informed and prepared and understood their bushfire risk across the city, Mr Chairman.


The presentation last week went through a number of the key elements with regard to how the planning scheme policy works and the impacts that that change has made. Again, the officers gave quite a detailed presentation and I provided at length some information to the Council Chamber in relation to this last week. Again, just like I did last week, I want to acknowledge and thank all of the firefighters who are doing a fantastic job and all the residents—
Councillors interjecting. 

Councillor BOURKE:
—who have suffered in these bushfires. Rest assured that this Council continues to make sure we have the most up to date planning scheme when it comes to understanding risk of bushfires and their impacts for our communities at risk across the city. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, Councillor BOURKE? 

I now put the resolution.

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 Kara Cook, James Mackay, Angela Owen and Jonathan Sri. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BUSHFIRE PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT

356/2019-20

1.
Marcus Mulholland, Manager, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on bushfire planning and management. He provided the information below.

2.
Council’s Brisbane City Plan 2014 includes provisions for the planning and management of bushfires including the Bushfire overlay, Bushfire overlay code and the Bushfire Planning Scheme Policy (PSP). A map of Mt Coot-tha showing the Bushfire overlay was shared with the Committee members. 

3.
Bushfire weather is typically expressed as a Fire Danger Index (FDI) which includes a combination of factors such as temperature, humidity, wind speed and days since rain. Annual cumulative FDIs have been increasing since the 1970s. These trends are predicted to continue in South East Queensland, and as a result will increase extreme fire weather days. Amberley is predicted to have an increase of anywhere between 20% and 124% of extreme fire weather days by 2050. Bushfire media pictures from different countries were shown to the Committee members. 

4.
The November 2018 bushfires resulted in more than 4 million hectares in Queensland being burnt, roughly 2.3% of Queensland. The FDI in Rockhampton reached 135. The CSIRO (Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation) notes that an index of 100 means that fires will burn so fast and hot that control is virtually impossible. A table displaying the FDI of bushfires in Australia was shown to the Committee members. 

5.
Queensland has seen an early start to the 2019 bushfire season with some of the worst bushfires in 130 years. More than 1,400 active bushfires have burned across the State in under two weeks including Sarabah, Binna Burra, Peregian, Stanthorpe and Laidley. A diagram showing bushfire planning was shown to the Committee members. 

6.
The Bushfire PSP has been live since the implementation of Brisbane City Plan 2014, which brought in the assessment of a bushfire hazard (Bushfire overlay code). Since the implementation of Brisbane City Plan 2014, Council has seen a multitude of different assessment techniques used for the purposes of bushfire hazard assessment and radiant heat flux calculations including:


-
Bushfire PSP


-
State Planning Policy 01/03 (including some FAQ or errata information)


-
AS 3959 (Method 1 and Method 2 assessments with various inputs)

-
Potential fireline intensity (based on A new methodology for State-wide mapping of bushfire prone areas in Queensland, published by CSIRO).

7.
There have been various interpretations on vegetation and fuel loads (i.e. ‘rainforest does not burn’), fire weather, what constitutes low-threat vegetation and the assessment of small patches and corridors.

8.
Council’s Technical Assessment Guide – Bushfire Reporting aims to present the existing acceptable methodologies in one document and provides a list of rules and guidelines for their use. The guidelines are based solely on existing information including published information from the Queensland Government, CSIRO and peer-reviewed literature. The guidelines provide guidance on the acceptable use of alternative fire weather and fuel load metrics into the AS 3959. Assessment in accordance with the guidelines meets Council’s expectations and avoids requests for information and time delays. Examples of different tools used as part of the guidelines were shown to the Committee members. 

9.
Other factors that need to be considered as part of the bushfire assessment include: 


-
construction standard (AS 3959/NASH) – building certifier


-
separation from hazardous vegetation


-
landscaping and surrounding structures


-
subdivision layout/roads


-
water availability.

10.
A map and photos of houses affected or destroyed by the 2003 Duffy bushfires in Canberra were shown to the Committee members. 

11.
A contemporary approach by Council will take into consideration vertical and horizontal separation of fuels and combustibility of different elements. Council is also looking at other advanced technology in bushfire planning and management. Further information regarding bushfire reporting and guidelines can be found on Council’s website. 

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

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

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 12 November 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor HAMMOND. 

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. During Committee today, Councillor JOHNSTON, who is not here, she’s gone home, has asked what the cost of the parks were that were discussed in Committee. I’ll also follow through that Councillor GRIFFITHS is no longer here, who is part of the Committee; unfortunately, when he asked questions today, but I will note that Councillor CUNNINGHAM, Councillor MURPHY and Councillor RICHARDS are all here present, despite the other Councillors going home for an early mark. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I will say the answers; Witton Barracks Park playground, delivered in July 2019 was $500,000; Kangaroo Point, River Terrace, again the Greens Councillor has also had an early night tonight, at River Terrace, delivered September 2019 at $643,000. New district park at Ascot Park, which is an amazing park and I’m very jealous, Councillor McLACHLAN, was $4.27 million. Milton Urban Common delivered October 2019, $1.27 million; I can’t wait to see that, Councillor MATIC. City Botanic Gardens, Hills Avenue boardwalk, delivered October 2019, $1.75 million. 


Foreshore lighting upgrades, all stages over the last two years, $2.8 million; Sandgate Stage 1, finished mid-2019 and Stage 2 will be early 2020; Wynnum Foreshores, Councillor CUMMING, I know you’re excited about that, was mid—Stage 1, mid-2019 and Stage 2 will be delivered late 2019, this year. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I just said that, if you were listening, Councillor CUMMING and—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I know my mum always asks about you. It was $2.8 million. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I don’t—that’s a very expensive chicken feed, I would say.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
West End Riverside Drive parklands, again, I’m disappointed that the Greens Councillor decided to have an early mark when the rest of us are here—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
That’s $2.8 million. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
I will turn around and say, for the Greens Councillor who says nothing happens in his ward, I’ve just said, recently delivered, very recently, September 2019 and now, $643,000 and $2.8 million into The Gabba Ward.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HAMMOND:
Well, it probably was in his newsletter. Three questions from the Suburban Enhancement Funds were taken on notice about tree removal. Total costs and parking spaces, the answers are as follows. Again, I will say the two Opposition Councillors who asked the questions are not in the Chamber because they have gone home. The estimated cost of the project is between $1.1 million and $1.2 million. There will be five trees impacted. The car park will formalise 21 car parks that are currently available and will add an extra three all ability car parks and an extra 35 standard bays. So, an extra 38 car parks, making it the total of 59 car spaces. I’ll leave the rest to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor HAMMOND?


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 Kate Richards (A/Chair), and Councillors Fiona Cunningham, Steve Griffiths, and Ryan Murphy.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillors Fiona Hammond.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – 20 YEARS OF COMMUNITY STREET TREE PLANTING

357/2019-20

1.
Pat Bourke, Natural Resource Integration Manager, Urban Forest Protection and Restoration, Parks and Natural Resources, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on 20 years of community street tree planting in Brisbane. He provided the information below.

2.
Trees may be planted along Brisbane streets at either the request of residents (on a once-off basis) or via ongoing Council programs delivered by Council contractors and community participation.

3.
The objectives of Community street tree planting are:

· improved shade, cooling and amenity of local streets

· increased partnering with communities and social cohesion

· increased sense of community pride and ownership of their local area

· increased community awareness of street tree management.

4.
Participants usually meet at a designated meeting point, often within a Council park, and the community collaborates by:

· planting street trees

· meeting their neighbours

· enjoying food and drink

· learning how to care for street trees.

5.
As a gesture of thanks, Council gives participants a free native plant for their gardens.

6.
The following is a history of community street tree planting programs in Brisbane:

· 1999 – Northgate Treescapes Project

· 2000-2003 – Greening Brisbane Naturally

· 2003-2019 – Neighbourhood Shadeways Program.

7.
Greening Brisbane Naturally, between 2000 and 2003, focused on tree planting in industrial areas. Seven thousand new trees were established with the assistance of 870 volunteers. Businesses made donations in exchange for trees and were acknowledged with a perpetual plaque. The program also gave away free native plants and used recycled water during the drought.

8.
Events and promotion during Greening Brisbane Naturally included the following:

· tree care displays

· garden workshops

· tree management talks by Energex

· Council collateral in showbags

· certificates of appreciation to all participants.

9.
Some of Council’s highest tree survival rates are from the trees planted through community tree planting programs. Further benefits to community street tree planting are as follows:

· promotes strong community ownership

· reduces vandalism

· increases watering and care

· increases community pride

· increases potential property values.

10.
Challenges associated with community street tree planting are:

· residents rejecting new street trees on the verge outside their properties

· the impacts of drought on tree survival

· viability for safe, coordinated community involvement due to distance between planting sites, steep streets, available space, and underground and overhead utility services.

11.
Overall achievements of Council’s street tree planting programs include:

· hosting events that bring together residents, local businesses, schools and community groups

· an average of 12 to 15 community events per year

· more than approximately 10,000 volunteers

· almost 25,000 new street trees planted in the last 10 years

· more than 9,000 free plants given to participants since 2011.

12.
The 2018-19 Neighbourhood Shadeways program undertook street tree planting in Sinnamon Park, Seven Hills, Graceville, Kenmore, Eight Mile Plains, Northgate, Woolloongabba and Grange. Two thousand new street trees were planted by 458 volunteers, and between 31 and 101 people attended each local event. As a token of thanks, 1,344 free native plants were given to participants to enhance their gardens.

13.
The 2019-20 Greener Suburbs program commenced on 13 October 2019 in Greenslopes. One hundred and sixty-three new street trees were planted by 104 volunteers. As a token of thanks, 150 free native plants were given to participants to enhance their gardens.

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

15.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE REPORT – BUSHLAND PRESERVATION LEVY REPORT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 2019

134/695/317/1058
358/2019-20

16.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the Committee with a report on expenditure for bushland purposes for the period ended September 2019.

17.
The Bushland Preservation Levy Report is prepared on a quarterly basis in order to show the balance of funds held for environmental bushland purposes along with details of environment bushland expenditure.

18.
The Committee noted the information contained in the report (submitted on file) and that the balance of funds held for environment bushland purposes as at the end of September 2019 is ($53,666,829) due to the accelerated program.

19.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE REPORT, submitted on file, BE NOTED.
ADOPTED

C
PETITIONS – Requesting Council protect all trees in Brisbane



CA19/708121 and CA19/722178

359/2019-20

20.
Two petitions from residents, requesting Council protect all trees in Brisbane, were presented to the meeting of Council held on 6 August 2019, by Councillor Kate Richards on behalf of Councillor Fiona Hammond, and received.

21.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

22.
The two petitions contain a total of 77 signatures.

23.
Council manages the protection and retention of vegetation in Brisbane through the implementation of the Natural Assets Local Law 2003 (the local law) and Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). One of the key purposes of the local law is to prevent pre-emptive vegetation removal where it has been protected.

24.
Not all vegetation on private property in Brisbane is protected under the local law. For vegetation on private property to be covered by the local law, it must be subject to a Vegetation Protection Order (VPO), which can be requested by Council or the community. After a careful assessment, if vegetation is deemed to meet the objects of the local law, a VPO can be placed on the vegetation.

25.
Council seeks to retain as much existing vegetation on development sites as possible. City Plan was prepared with extensive community consultation regarding how and where development should be located, and which land should be protected from development. In addition, City Plan includes overlay codes which require applicants to protect and restore vegetation that provide important habitat and corridors for native wildlife.

26.
Council is committed to re-establishing and increasing tree canopy cover across Brisbane and reducing the urban heat island effect by creating shade cover along footpaths and bikeways. An extra $2 million has been allocated in Council’s 2019-20 budget for the greening of Brisbane’s suburbs. This includes tree planting in Zillmere, Paddington, Greenslopes and Murarrie to improve the amenity of local shopping areas as well as beautifying busy traffic corridors through plantings in median strips. The 2019-20 budget also includes a jacaranda planting program, with a $108,000 boost to focus on bringing spectacular colour to local parks in Bulimba, St Lucia and New Farm. In total, it is expected that 13,500 trees will be planted this year across Brisbane.

27.
One of the key targets of Brisbane Vision 2031 is to establish 40% of mainland Brisbane as natural habitat. To do this, Council is also continuing to invest in the purchase of significant habitat through its Bushland Acquisition Program (the program). More than 4,200 hectares of important bushland and wildlife corridors have been protected through the program since 1990, including large areas of critical koala habitat. Council has committed to purchase an additional 750 hectares of land through the program between 2016 and 2020.

28.
Council believes the existing measures identified above are sufficient and does not plan to establish a blanket protection of all mature trees in Brisbane.

Consultation

29.
As this is a citywide issue, Councillor Fiona Hammond, Chair, Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

30.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Steve Griffiths abstaining.

31.
RECOMMENDATION:


that the information in this submission be noted and the draft response, as set out in Attachment A, hereunder, be sent to the petitioners.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition References: CA19/708121 and CA19/722178

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council protect all trees in Brisbane to protect wildlife habitat and address urban cooling.

Your petitions have been investigated and considered by Council. It was decided that the petitioners be advised of the information below. 

Council manages the protection and retention of vegetation in Brisbane through the implementation of the Natural Assets Local Law 2003 (the local law) and Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). It is important to note, however, that the local law is not a land use control. It will not prevent or prohibit land from being developed. The local law requires landowners and developers to consult Council to determine what vegetation should be retained as part of the land development process. One of the key purposes of the local law is to prevent pre-emptive vegetation removal where it has been protected.

Not all vegetation on private property in Brisbane is protected under the local law. For vegetation on private property to be covered by the local law, it must be subject to a Vegetation Protection Order (VPO), which can be requested by Council or the community. After a careful assessment, if the vegetation is deemed to meet the objects of the local law, a VPO can be placed on the vegetation.

Should you be interested in requesting that Council assess vegetation for possible protection, you may complete an online form on Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au by typing ‘Nominating vegetation for protection’ into the search field. Nominations can be made to request protection for an individual tree, a group of trees or an area of vegetation.

For urgent nominations where the vegetation is under immediate threat, or for general vegetation protection enquiries, please phone Council’s 24-hour Contact Centre on (07) 3403 8888.

Council seeks to retain as much existing vegetation on development sites as possible. City Plan was prepared with extensive community consultation regarding how and where development should be located, and which land should be protected from development. In addition, City Plan includes overlay codes which require applicants to protect and restore vegetation that provide important habitat and corridors for native wildlife.

The Biodiversity areas overlay code requires that development protects and enhances koala habitat and wetlands, waterways and foreshores with significant biodiversity values. It also requires that development avoids impacts to biodiversity values, ecological features and ecological processes by siting development within building envelopes and development footprint plans. Where impacts are unavoidable, replacement planting may be required to compensate for the loss of biodiversity values.

The Waterway corridor overlay code contains additional provisions that restrict the clearing of vegetation in a waterway corridor to maintain and enhance waterway health values. Where a site features a significant landscape tree, the Significant landscape tree overlay code requires that development is sensitively sited and designed to ensure that the tree protection zone of the significant landscape tree is protected.

Council is committed to re-establishing and increasing tree canopy cover across Brisbane and reducing the urban heat island effect by creating shade cover along footpaths and bikeways. To this end, Council’s 2019-20 budget allocated an extra $2 million to greening Brisbane’s suburbs. This includes planting trees in Zillmere, Paddington, Greenslopes and Murarrie to improve the amenity of local shopping areas as well as beautifying busy traffic corridors through plantings in median strips.

The 2019-20 budget also includes a jacaranda planting program, with a $108,000 boost to focus on bringing spectacular colour to local parks in Bulimba, St Lucia and New Farm. In total, it is expected that 13,500 trees will be planted this year across Brisbane.

One of the key targets of Council’s Brisbane Vision 2031 is to establish 40% of mainland Brisbane as natural habitat. To do this, Council is also continuing to invest in the purchase of significant habitat through its Bushland Acquisition Program (the program). More than 4,200 hectares of important bushland and wildlife corridors have been protected through the program since 1990, including large areas of critical koala habitat. In addition, Council has committed to purchase an additional 750 hectares of land through the program between 2016 and 2020. 

While Council acknowledges your request for all established trees to be protected, there are circumstances where the removal of established trees is unavoidable. Therefore, Council believes that the existing measures identified above are sufficient and does not plan to establish a blanket protection of mature trees. However, I can assure you Council takes any request to remove a tree seriously, and development and building designs are often amended to facilitate the retention of significant vegetation.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Scott Oertel, A/Senior Program Officer Biodiversity Planning, Protected Vegetation, Urban Forest Protection and Restoration, Parks and Natural Resources, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3407 0732.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

D
PETITION – requesting cessation of Council’s proposed Victoria Park development



CA19/862699
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32.
A petition from residents, requesting cessation of Council’s proposed Victoria Park development, was received during the Spring Recess 2019.

33.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

34.
The petition contains a total of 21 signatures and requests Council not proceed with the proposed redevelopment of Victoria Park and instead redistribute the allocated funds towards upgrading the current facilities and other projects to benefit the community such as public housing and facilities for the displaced or homeless.

35.
Funds have been allocated in Council’s 2019-20 budget towards community consultation and design for the Victoria Park Vision. 

36.
There will be a two-year transition and the Victoria Park golf course will remain open until 2021 while the Victoria Park Vision and associated precinct planning is developed with the community. The golf course will be transformed to enhance public access to the parkland, and other existing facilities, such as the function centre, bistro, putt putt course and driving range, are proposed to continue to operate and complement the Victoria Park Vision.

37.
Council invited the community to share their ideas for the future of the park during a consultation period from 4 August to 29 September 2019. The community shared their thoughts for the Victoria Park Vision through face-to-face opportunities at the Victoria Park Party (held on 22 September 2019), local markets and the Ekka. Feedback was also received via Council libraries and Council’s website. 

38.
Now that the consultation phase has concluded, the project design team will be preparing a draft Victoria Park Vision document to be released in early 2020 for further community feedback.

Consultation

39.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Councillor for Central Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

40.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

41.
RECOMMENDATION:


that the information in this submission be noted and the draft response, as set out in Attachment A, hereunder, be sent to the petitioner.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/862699

Thank you for your petition requesting Council not proceed with the proposed Victoria Park development and redistribute the allocated funds to upgrade current facilities and other projects to benefit the community. Your petition has been investigated and it was considered by Council.

As you may be aware, Council invited the community to share their ideas for the future of Victoria Park during a consultation period from 4 August to 29 September 2019. The community shared their thoughts for the Victoria Park Vision through face-to-face opportunities at the Victoria Park Party (held on 22 September 2019), local markets and the Ekka. Feedback was also received via Council libraries and Council’s website.

Your suggestions will be considered as part of this feedback and now that the initial community consultation phase has concluded, the project design team will prepare a draft Victoria Park Vision document to be released in early 2020 for further community feedback.

While the provision of social housing is predominantly a matter for the Queensland and Australian Governments, Council is contributing significantly towards the issue of homelessness through a range of initiatives.

In particular, Council’s Public Space Liaison Officers (PSLOs) engage with people in public spaces who are experiencing homelessness, or are at risk of homelessness, on a daily basis and assist in linking them into necessary support services. In 2018-19, PSLOs conducted more than 4,700 patrols resulting in more than 2,900 engagements. PSLOs work with many outreach and non-government organisations that are resourced to work with people sleeping rough, including Micah Projects, Footprints, HART 4000, Brisbane Youth Service, Homeless Health Outreach Team, 3rd Space and the Brisbane Homelessness Service Centre.

Council also delivers the Community Housing Partnership Project (CHPP), by making use of properties that were either resumed or held by Council for future infrastructure projects. These properties are offered for use to housing providers to provide transitional housing for homeless people, or those at risk of homelessness. More than 1,330 people have been housed in CHPP properties since 2003.

Council’s Community Support Funding Program offers financial assistance to community groups and providers of affordable housing in Brisbane. Successful community groups and service providers are credited a percentage of their annual general rates paid in the previous financial year. In 2018-19, 64 recipients received general rates rebates to the value of $281,500 to assist with rates paid in 2017‑18.

Additionally, Council hosts Homeless Connect every year, an event aimed at providing a ‘one‑stop‑shop’ for anyone who is experiencing, or is at risk of, homelessness. Council’s 22nd Homeless Connect event was held on 27 June 2019, where more than 700 guests accessed services, donations, medical appointments, haircuts and much more. Since the first event in 2006, Homeless Connect has provided assistance to more than 17,290 people. The next event will be held in November 2019.

Furthermore, Council is stepping up its response to homelessness and rough sleeping by increasing funding for support programs by $3 million. This funding is in addition to the $1.8 million allocated in Council’s 2019-20 budget towards providing programs that offer vital support to people to help them get off the street and into employment and housing. The Pathways out of Homelessness Grants Program will allocate $1 million per year for the next three years to not-for-profit organisations and social enterprises that are helping to tackle homelessness and provide meaningful support for Brisbane’s most vulnerable residents, creating hope for a better future. Applications for the first year of grants will be open from 30 September to 9 December 2019. Further information is available on Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/grants. 

Should you wish to discuss this project further, please contact Ms Fiona Sinclair, Program Officer, Major Projects and Asset Coordination, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3178 8022.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

FIELD SERVICES COMMITTEE 

Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Chair of the Field Services Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 12 November 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair and I’m pleased to say that my entire Committee is here, including the two Opposition Councillors. I must say that we have—we really enjoy our Committee meetings and last week we had a presentation on National Recycling Week. It was—it’s certainly good to see all of the work that is done by our fantastic officers out there and I know that the Committee really enjoyed hearing about some of the things that we might not always know. 


If I can encourage everyone in the Chamber to go on to AsdeqDocs and have a look at the presentations because it is good for us to know all of the good work that’s being done by our Council officers for what is a really important week. National Recycling Week was last—was, as I said, last week and so we had a very interesting presentation that I think everybody enjoyed. I shall leave it to the Chamber for any discussion, thank you. 

Chair:
Further speakers? Anyone at all? 

Councillor HOWARD?


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

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Vicki Howard (Chair), Councillor Kim Marx (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood, Peter Cumming, Steven Huang and Charles Strunk.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – NATIONAL RECYCLING WEEK
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1.
Christopher Adekunle, Manager, Waste and Resource Recovery Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on National Recycling Week. He provided the information below.

2.
In November 1996, Planet Ark founded National Recycling Week to bring a national focus to the environmental benefits of recycling. Council’s own recycling program took off with the introduction of the yellow top recycling bin in 1993. In 2010, adding to its recycling program, Council adopted the green top bin for green waste recovery. At Council’s Resource Recovery Centres (RRCs) Council has continued to expand its program, and now has options for recovery or reuse for a range of household materials. Different recycling materials were shown to the Committee members. 

3.
All recyclables collected in Council’s yellow top recycling bins are sent to Brisbane’s recycling contractor, Visy, at Gibson Island. Approximately 90,000 tonnes of recyclables are processed each year. More than 26,500 tonnes of glass are recovered from Brisbane’s recycling bins, with materials such as sand and powder produced. Council uses more than 5,000 tonnes of crushed glass per year in road resurfacing. The Committee members where shown different examples of recycled glass. 

4.
Almost 50% of Brisbane’s recycling consists of paper and cardboard. More than 40,000 tonnes were collected in 2018-19. Materials such as paper, magazines, and cardboard are pulped and recycled directly at Gibson Island. The paper mill produces recycled paper grades from 90 gsm to 190 gsm. Uses include paper, cardboard, various types of packaging including pizza boxes and tetra packs. The Committee members were given examples of different paper grades. 

5.
More than 5,500 tonnes of plastics were recovered in 2018-19. Plastics are combined into bales onsite which contain PET (Polyethylene Terephthalate), HDPE (high density Polyethylene) and MP226 (mixed plastic). Plastics are re-granulated into a raw form and are reprocessed into other plastic products. 

6.
Steel and aluminium make up approximately 3% of Brisbane’s recyclables. A video showing what materials can be recycled was shown to the Committee members. 

7.
Council receives between 70,000 and 80,000 tonnes of green waste per year. Council’s RRCs receive 40,000 to 50,000 tonnes of green waste while approximately 25,000 tonnes of green waste is collected from approximately 100,000 homes. This green waste material is shredded onsite at RRCs and is transported to various composting facilities in South East Queensland. 

8.
Council contracts specify that the contractor must turn green waste into something beneficial. Council’s green waste is processed by contractors into a range of products, ranging from high grade to large scale commercial application. Products include premium garden soils, under turf blends, lightweight compost mix and hydro compost for erosion control. The majority of Council’s green waste, once processed, goes to commercial applications. Other uses include large scale earthworks, site remediation and agricultural application. An amount of Council product will end up commercially available in local retailers.

9.
Council’s four RRCs collect a wide range of recyclable products to reduce waste to landfill. Each RRC has a purpose-built facility accessed before entering the disposal area. Council is constantly reviewing what products it can accept and actively recover. Council’s RRCs are located at Nudgee, Ferny Grove, Chandler and Willawong. Free resource recovery options include reusable items for the tip shops, paint, ferrous and non-ferrous metals, waste oil and commingled recyclables. Product stewardship collection points include e-waste, Paintback and MobileMuster. A photo of a RRC’s resource recovery area was shown to the Committee members. 

10.
Council’s RRCs hold three free green waste weekends for storm preparedness and one hazardous waste collection day per year. Resource recovery areas are staffed by the Endeavour Foundation. The foundation recovers good quality items from landfill to sell at the tip shops. All proceeds from the tip shops are reinvested back into providing real possibilities for people with a disability. 

11.
RRC statistics for 2018-19 include: 


-
913,915 customer visits last year


-
136 tonnes of oil and 374 tonnes of paint


-
12,799 tonnes of recovered resources from recovery areas


-
more than 74,000 tonnes of green waste


-
547 tonnes of good quality items for the tip shops


-
638 tonnes of e-waste and 121 tonnes of batteries.

12.
Council introduced the Brisbane Bin and Recycling app which is a personal guide to recycling. The app helps residents stay up to date with bin collection days and learn how to recycle waste more effectively. Different features of the app were shown to the Committee members. 

13.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Adekunle for his informative presentation.

14.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

COMMUNITY, ARTS AND LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE

Councillor Peter MATIC, Chair of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 12 November 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?

Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC:
Just briefly, Mr Chairman, the Committee presentation was actually a tour of the City Hall Henry Willis Organ. I’d like to thank the officers for a very informative tour and for both the great pleasure and the honour of being able to have a look at the various aspects of this wonderful—
Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CUMMING. 

Councillor CUMMING:
With respect to Councillor MATIC, I feel he could speak closer to the microphone and a bit louder. 

Chair:
Ok, thank you. Thank you, Councillor CUMMING—
Councillor CUMMING:
I struggle to hear him from this side of the table. I know he’s got a lot of nice things to say—
Chair:
Thank you, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
—so I would like him to—
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor MATIC, would you mind—
Councillor MATIC:
Thanks, Chair and I—
Chair:
—just speaking up for the benefit of all Councillors.

Councillor MATIC:
I will. Sorry, Mr Chair and I thank Councillor CUMMING for that. It was actually a very impressive tour by officers of the Henry Willis Organ for the whole Committee. I think that I can speak for all Committee members that it was both a privilege and an honour to be able to be taken on a tour to see the various aspects of the—of all of the sections that make up what we see at the very front of it. It is a very complex piece of machinery and a real engineering feat and we were both—I think all of us were in awe at the opportunity to be informed of what it was, but also to have the opportunity to participate. Thank you. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor MATIC? 

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

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Peter Matic (Chair), Councillor Fiona Cunningham (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Tracy Davis and Kate Richards. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillor Peter Cumming.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – CITY HALL ORGAN TOUR
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1.
Neville Wilmott, City and Community Halls Manager, Community Facilities and Venues, Lifestyle and Community Services, led a tour of the City Hall Organ (the organ). He provided the information below.

2.
The organ was built in London by Henry Willis and Sons between 1891 and 1892. By the end of 1892, the organ was assembled in the Exhibition Building, Bowen Hills (now known as The Old Museum) and an opening recital was performed. In 1900, the organ was purchased by the Town of Brisbane Municipality.

3.
In 1927, the organ was removed from the Exhibition Building, to be later reconstructed and installed in Brisbane City Hall. On 8 April 1930, when Brisbane City Hall was opened, there was an organ recital to officially reopen the organ.

4.
In anticipation of Council’s restoration of City Hall and the organ between 2010 and 2014, an 80th anniversary concert was performed in 2009. Following the conclusion of the restoration, a reopening concert was given in 2014.

5.
The Organ Committee, comprised of three organists, Council staff and other stakeholders, develops an annual Organ Concert program in which international and professional organists are invited to perform in City Hall. The program consists of four recitals, four lunch time concerts and up to three concerts by committee organists. Tours of the organ are conducted 10 times a year and are led by the Organ Committee organists.

6.
The Committee went on a tour around City Hall to see the various elements of the organ.

7.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Wilmott for his informative presentation.

8.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Ryan MURPHY, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 12 November 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Before moving to the Committee report, I did want to touch briefly upon the item I covered in Question Time, which was the Queensland Treasury Corporation credit review for Council for 2019; a truly outstanding outcome. We have a very high rating so we have to run pretty fast just to maintain that. Importantly, I’d just like to acknowledge the incredibly hard work that’s gone in by the Corporate Finance team. They are a very experienced, professional team who really do the hard yards with the financial management of Council. They obviously are instrumental in preparing the budget and supporting the financial management of Council during the year, so congratulations to them. The credit review is acknowledgement of the hard work they do. 


Moving on to the Finance and Administration Committee report, we had a really interesting presentation on smart speakers and the trial that we’re currently running. Approximately nine per cent of households have smart speakers, like Google speakers or Alexa. I’ve got a couple in my house; a show of hands, how many people in the Chamber here have a Google Home or a smart speaker in their home? Okay, so we’re over-represented in the Chamber here. These are great devices and they’ve got lots of interesting applications in the home. 


In essence, smart speakers are an artificial intelligence personal assistant. You effectively give them instructions and they respond. They can do all sorts of neat stuff; they can play your playlist, turn your TV on and off. One of the things that we’re looking to do is to leverage this technology to better support the residents of Brisbane. We have a trial running with Google Home and Alexa. In essence, we are providing a suite of Brisbane City Council services. In the trial, we’re effectively looking to answer three key questions that we get a lot of. 


The three questions that we’re trialling are: when are my bins collected; when is kerbside collection and what events are on near me? Clearly, the responses to those questions are location specific so it’s quite technical at the back-end to try and make sure that we can provide the right responses to residents. The trial to date is going very well. Through the app that supports these particular smart speakers, you’re able to set your own information and your location and accordingly, Council can use that information to make sure that it provides you with the right responses to your questions.


There was some concern potentially about resident data. The important thing to note here is that Council will be providing responses to residents based on their questions. We don’t hold all the data that the Googles and the Alexas hold on the individual resident, so our actual data holds are extremely low. It is one of these things that we’ve got a fair bit of work to do on the trial yet, but it’s certainly something that will improve efficiency and will provide additional amenity to the residents of Brisbane. At this stage, I’m not sure when the trial will end and what the ultimate outcome will be, but it’s certainly something that has the potential to grow. 


In the Committee report, we also had the regular financial report for the period ending September 2019 and I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor ALLAN?


I now put the resolution.

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the Finance and Administration Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Adam Allan (Chair), Councillor Ryan Murphy (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Jared Cassidy, Sandy Landers, Kim Marx and Charles Strunk.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – COUNCIL’S SMART SPEAKER TRIAL
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1.
Bernadette Stone, Chief Information Officer, Information Services, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s smart speaker trial. She provided the information below.

2.
The objective of delivering a trial of smart speaker services is to assess the following:

· the ability for Council to provide accurate and up-to-date community services through an emerging communications channel

· customer experience and the uptake of such services

· the steps involved in a broader rollout.

3.
The approach undertaken in delivering the trial is as follows:

· using in-house ICT development to leverage Council’s cloud-based technology and platforms

· using existing and publicly available Council data sourced from both Open Data and Council’s corporate website

· targeting Google Home and Amazon Alexa as the most commonly used smart speakers

· leveraging natural language processing capability offered by Google and Amazon

· making the service available to all Brisbane residents during the trial period.

4.
Council is undertaking a smart speaker trial given that smart speaker ownership in households is rapidly growing. Industry sources state that approximately nine per cent of homes own a smart speaker, which represents a 200% year-on-year growth. Further, by 2023, customers are predicted to prefer to use speech interfaces to initiate 70% of self-service interactions, rising from the current uptake of 40% in 2019. Smart speakers can be enhanced through customisations to deliver Council services and information.

5.
When users provide a verbal command to their smart speaker at home, the provider specific code is translated into Council code and fetches the necessary information from Open Data or Council’s corporate website. This response is then translated back to the provider to be spoken through the smart speaker.

6.
The Committee was provided examples of trial smart speaker requests and feedback.

7.
The differences between the targeted providers, Google and Amazon, are as follows:

· Google Action

· asks for consent to access location details during conversation

· available when users state, “Hey Google, talk to Brisbane City Council”

· Alexa Skill

· installed via the Alexa app

· asks for consent to access location details during app installation

· available when users state, “Alexa, open Brisbane City Council”.

8.
Council will not have access to any personal data during the trial. Only location data will be utilised during an interaction upon consent from the user.

9.
In the future, this technology will extend beyond smart speakers when digital assistant capability is built into Bose headphones, Sonos speakers and televisions. Other smart speaker providers include:

· Samsung

· Microsoft

· Alibaba (in Mandarin)

· Apple

· Nuance.

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

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE REPORT – Financial Reports (Receivables, Rates, Payables, Provisions and Malls) for the period ended September 2019



134/695/317/1059
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12.
Bill Lyon, Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided a detailed report, submitted on file, on Council’s position relating to accounts receivable, rates, accounts payable, provisions and malls for the period ended September 2019.

13.
The Chair and the Committee noted the report. The financial report on Council’s position relating to accounts receivable, rates, accounts payable, provisions and malls for the period ended September 2019 is now presented for noting by Council.

14.
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 HAMMOND. 

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I would like to table a petition from a street consultation I did on the weekend for traffic management and also, another petition for traffic management in the ward. 

Chair:
Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, I have a petition of some 1,300 residents to fund a Village Precinct Project in Oxford Street, Bulimba. 

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes, two petitions; one in relation to the alteration of the Beelarong Street development and the other one in relation to the car park in the grounds of Wynnum Community Centre.

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, Chair, I have a petition calling on Council to fund a Village Precinct Project in Aminya Street, Mansfield.

Chair:
Any others? 

May I please have a resolution to adopt those—to accept those, I should say. 

Councillor RICHARDS. 

365/2019-20
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the petitions as presented be received and referred to the Committee concerned for consideration and report.

The petitions were summarised as follows:

	File No.
	Councillor
	Topic

	CA19/1138062
	Fiona Hammond
	Requesting the installation of traffic calming devices such as speed platforms to increase the safety in Chermside Street, Grange. 

	CA19/1119599
	Fiona Hammond 
	Requesting Council install local area traffic management devices such as chicanes or kerb build-outs in Rose Lane, Gordan Park, to moderate vehicle speed, discourage non‑local traffic and create a safer environment for families, cyclists and locals in general. 

	CA19/1138384
	Kara Cook
	Requesting Council fund a Village Precinct Project in Oxford Street, Bulimba, as a priority.  

	CA19/1118617
	Kara Cook
	Requesting Council fund a Village Precinct Project in Oxford Street, Bulimba, as a priority.  

	CA19/1137210
	Peter Cumming
	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the subdivision proposed for 54 and 133 Beelarong Street, Morningside, all the way to a trial in the Planning and Environment Court.

	CA19/1137042
	Peter Cumming
	Requesting Council not build a bitumen car park in the grounds of the Wynnum Community Centre if it means a substantial reduction in the current level of parking spaces available from approximately 100 cars down to 36 cars. 

	CA19/1119694
	Ryan Murphy 
	Requesting Council give consideration to funding a Village Precinct Project in Aminya Street, Mansfield. 


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors, General Business. 

Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of a Councillor Conduct Review Panel Order? 

Are there any matters of General Business? 

Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thanks, Chair. I rise tonight to speak about community consultation in Fig Tree Pocket. The Schrinner Administration takes community consultation very seriously—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MACKAY:
—and I am very pleased to be able to extend that program of community consultation into the wonderful suburb of Fig Tree Pocket.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor MACKAY:
The LORD MAYOR has a vision for the kind of Brisbane that we want to create for the future generations and the Fig Tree Pocket Vision 2025 project is something that the Walter Taylor office has worked long and hard with some of the local residents of Fig Tree Pocket to put together. This involves sending a—excuse me—this involves sending a survey to more than 1,700 households in Fig Tree Pocket, which is every house in the suburb. We’re basically—excuse me—we’re asking all residents of Fig Tree Pocket to have their say; what do they want to see in their suburb over the next five years? 

At that time, 8.26pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair. 

Councillor MACKAY:
Chair, you may be interested to know that Fig Tree Pocket has a—excuse me—a drone-launching facility. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor MACKAY:
It also has a boat ramp.

Councillors interjecting.
Deputy Chair:
Councillors, please. 

Councillor MACKAY:
Fig Tree Pocket is also home to the very famous Jacaranda Festival down in Biami Yumba Park.

Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor MACKAY:
What we don’t know is what the residents of Fig Tree Pocket would like to see Council do in and around Fig Tree Pocket over the next five years, so we’re asking Fig Tree Pocket residents to get online and have their say. What would they like to see? Would they like to see expanded bubbler or bottle filling facilities now that people use fewer single-use bottles? Would they like to see more shade facilities in the parks? What would they like to see? Chair, I don’t want to presume to know what the people of Fig Tree Pocket would like to see.


I do know that a lot of people have very strong opinions on footpaths, Chair. Believe it or not, in Fig Tree Pocket, some people are adamant that we must have footpaths for the kids to get to school and yet other residents say, do not under any circumstances put footpaths in our streets, otherwise we’ll lose our country feel.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MACKAY:
Anyway, Chair, despite the mumblings over there—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MACKAY:
—we will get a good idea of what the people of Fig Tree Pocket want us to do over the next five years and we’ll put that all together for a concept plan and we’ll be able to roll it out. So, Chair, thanks for the opportunity to launch the Vision 2025 plan for Fig Tree Pocket and I urge all residents of that beautiful suburb to get on board and let Council know what they need and want.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor MACKAY. 

Further speakers? 

Councillor STRUNK. 

Councillor STRUNK:
Yes, I’d like to rise tonight to speak on a couple of events that have happened recently in one observation of—I think I’ll take care of the observation first, if I might. That was the address that Councillor HAMMOND made in regards to people that weren’t in the Chamber—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
—have gone home. I don’t know if she actually—I don’t think she obviously knows where the two Councillors that she targeted have gone, but I did know—I did have—I did check with our Councillor for Tennyson and she had to undertake a community event tonight—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
—and adjudicate that event, as well. From time to time, Councillors have to leave the Chamber to attend events which are important to their—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
—constituents.

DEPUTY MAYOR: 
Point of order.

Deputy Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Will Councillor STRUNK take a question?

Councillor STRUNK:
Absolutely.

Councillors interjecting.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
What Council—what community events did you miss tonight, Councillor STRUNK, for being here in Chambers after dinner? 

Councillor STRUNK:
Okay, well I actually—I didn’t have any tonight after, but I did have one last week and I left before the Chamber rose, with permission from my leader because I had an event—an important event I had to attend.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
Anyways, the LORD MAYOR is not in the Chamber here and I know he’s got a very busy schedule so sometimes he can’t be in so I think to actually cast aspersions—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
—on other Councillors on this side—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
—because they have had to leave the Chamber for whatever reason—
Deputy Chair:
Sorry, Councillor STRUNK, just one moment please. 

Can we have a little bit of silence while Councillor STRUNK is speaking, please? 

Councillor interjecting.
Deputy Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, I’m talking about your side of the Chamber.

Councillor interjecting.
Deputy Chair:
Yes. Thank you. 

Councillor interjecting.
Deputy Chair:
Councillor STRUNK, please continue. 

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you. I just think it’s a bit puerile when we do this—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
—whichever side does it.

Councillors interjecting. 

Councillor STRUNK:
Puerile; look it up. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
I’m sure you’ve all had well-educated lives so you know what that means, of course. Anyways, that’s the observation in regard to—positively, about the two events that have happened recently. Last week, we had—or on the eighth, actually, we had a night of dance at the new performing arts centre at Forest Lake High School. They gave it a bit of a trial run; the official opening is not until this Friday, but I was able to go along and watch some unbelievable performances in this fantastic new arena at the performing arts centre at Forest Lake High School which Education Queensland has just built over the last nine months. 


I tell you what, I’ve been into a lot of auditoriums and concert areas and things like that, and I think the sound in this one is fantastic. No matter where you are in the auditorium, the sound is crystal clear and of course, it’s right up to date and all the rest of it so other venues, of course, go back a few years when they were built and maybe some of the new technologies weren’t available to them then. Anyways, it was fantastic. It has retractable seating, which allows them to do—to have four classrooms through the school day, as well. It’s a great piece of engineering and a great piece of work in regards to the sound; fantastic. 


Of course, the talent, they went through about 22 performances within about a two hour performance time and they—it was just—this was the trial run and it was just seamless; it was quite incredible. The students did it all themselves, which is unbelievably fantastic. 


The last, is last Sunday, the Serbian community descended on Forest Lake and St John’s College performing arts centre. We had acts right up from Adelaide up to Brisbane and this Serbian community, which is represented in my area by the Serbian church, do a fantastic job within my community and of course—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
—it’s now going to be Councillor BOURKE’s community, or part of his community, after 28 March, so you’re very lucky to have them because they do great work right across Brisbane, whether it be from West End through to my space currently. The entertainment was probably as good as you’ll ever see at any—because I think it was quite professional in the way they undertook what they did.

Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor STRUNK:
They called it a concert, but there was more dancing than singing, but all of it was very good and they filled the whole arena at St John’s, which will take, I don’t know, 650, 700 people and it was chock-a-block. I just congratulate Stevo and the local Serbian church out my way and being able to facilitate that—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you very much, Mr Chair.

Deputy Chair:
Thanks, Councillor STRUNK. 

Further speakers? 

Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, I rise tonight to speak about Brisbane being on the international stage and also some local ward matters. Can I start first by referring to all of the Year 12 students in my ward, who have graduated in the last week or so. It has been wonderful to get to know these Year 12 students over the past 12 years whilst I’ve been a Councillor and I have seen many of them grow up and start their school life and now finish their school life. 


It is wonderful to see these young adults grow from young children to being valued members of our community. Can I say that there are so many of them that are doing so many wonderful things; it would take me months to actually reflect on it. I do wish them all well in their future chosen careers and I know that they will be the future leaders of our city, our State and our nation.


Can I also acknowledge locally the official opening of Hilton Food Group in Heathwood and for those of you who haven’t heard of Hilton Food Group, they are an international organisation; they are really at the cutting edge of a lot of innovation. They have invested over $280 million on the Heathwood facility. This has generated 650 jobs locally, which is a fantastic outcome, not only for our City, but also for many local people. On touring the whole operation last week, it is interesting to see how they have upscaled the logistics to a very innovative process and the quality control, particularly with meat processing, having been in that industry many years ago, seeing where it’s come from to where it is today in this particular facility, it’s absolutely fantastic. 


The whole process that goes from the paddock to the plate, using their joint venture operations that they have in conjunction with Woolworths, it is amazing. Being very passionate about Brisbane as well, part of the Hilton Food Group incorporates a fish processing factory in my hometown in England, so I did say to them that because we’re also a port city, a river city, maybe they should look at investing in some seafood processing here as well. So, there could be another operation that is coming to our fair city in the years to come. 


They were also recognised as part of the Lord Mayor’s Business Awards this year, as well and this is what happens when people actually have faith in us as a City; have faith in us as an economic driver. They recognise the opportunities that are here in Brisbane and what they’re doing across the world is amazing. One thing that they align with our city so well with, is the fact that they have been developing fully recycled and recyclable packaging for meat, which is an incredibly difficult product to have recyclables involved in, particularly with the food safety standards and the food preservation requirements. So, hats off to all of the staff at Hilton Foods. You made everybody feel welcome and it was a privilege to be there on behalf of the LORD MAYOR for the official opening last week. 

I have also had the privilege of being able to launch an International Art Exhibition and I do want to acknowledge one of my constituents, who is a Master Artist, Master Zhang Yue, who is currently the Chairman of the Australia Chinese International Cultural and Art Education Exchange Promotion Association. He’s also a visiting professor of Chengdu University in China. This art exhibition is very important because when you actually get four Master Artists in traditional Chinese art, to get them to come together to collaborate for a whole exhibition is quite an intensive process. 


Just the sheer development of the exhibition of their artwork for each artist alone is very time consuming and when you get an appreciation for the artwork, it is phenomenal. It was my privilege to say, ‘Wǒ hěn róngxìng hé dàjiā yìqǐ cānjiā jīntiān jīngcǎi de zhǎnlǎn.’ That means that it was a privilege to join them all for the launch of a wonderful exhibition of art and talent. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor OWEN:
We weren’t there long enough to buy—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor OWEN:
—a lot of art, but what I have, and Councillor HUANG was with me for the launch of the actual books of the four master artists. The reason that I bring this to the Chamber tonight is because Brisbane City Hall features in this art exhibition. This is Brisbane City Hall, alive and at night and also, we have Brisbane City Hall by day, and also Queensland University and our featured jacarandas. 

Councillors interjecting. 
Councillor OWEN:
I know how passionate some of us are in our city about our jacarandas. We had four master artists and can I say that out of this art exhibition, Brisbane City Hall is now being considered as a future feature at the Harbin Ice Festival and is in Harbin in China, which attracts one million visitors. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor OWEN:
Just to give people an example of how significant this is, it is a major, major process; the ice sculptures, because of the weather in Harbin in China, it is so cold that they do the ice sculptures and they last for a month. People can start visiting around about 5 January and it goes for a month. We’re not talking about little ice sculptures that you might see on a table; we are talking about workers using a machine to cut large blocks of ice out of the frozen Songhua River and those team of workers, they pull large blocks of ice and there would be nearly 200,000 cubic metres of ice that is taken to the site. Each block of ice weighs about 700 kilograms. These ice sculptures are absolutely magnificent and absolutely significant when we’re talking about the future potential for Brisbane City Hall to feature in this. 


That was a discussion that I had with a former Councillor and representative of Harbin who I had the pleasure to meet. I would like to extend a special thank you to the Guangdong Artists Association and particularly, Ms Wang Xiao, who’s the Secretary of the Members Group. Her support of these artists displaying their artwork is greatly appreciated. We had a number of hosts that coordinated with this international exhibition, that was: the Guangdong Artists Association; the Sichuan Artists Association; Liaoning Artists Association; the Heilongjiang Artists Association and of course our very own Australia China Association for the Promotion of International Culture, Art and Education. 


We had the four master artists and I do want to put on the public record a very big thank you for them for the work that they do to not only perpetuate their traditional craft themselves, but to be teachers, to associate with universities and to also pass their skills on and create that legacy for the future. I would like to acknowledge Master Zhang Yue, Master Li Minghe, Master Kuang Weiguang and Master Kuang Minghui. 


These wonderful and esteemed artists not only dedicate themselves to perfecting their own specialty in art, but have also supported many younger students and nurtured them in developing their talent. To have a wonderful Master Artist like Master Zhang Yue living in my community, it is a privilege to know him. He’s made a major impact in the relationship between Australia and China, particularly in fostering art, but also, he contributes to building the exchange channels for the cultural and arts field. I would like to say to any Councillors here tonight, if you would like at some of these beautiful artworks, Councillor HUANG and I both have copies of their artwork. It is wonderful to see the depth of talent that is within this artwork. The books are only a small snapshot of what the art is in reality.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor OWEN, your time has expired.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you. 

Deputy Chair:
Further speakers?


The DEPUTY MAYOR. 

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair and I rise to speak on an event that was held in my ward not last weekend, the weekend before on the Saturday, but it is the month, basically the anniversary of the Mt Gravatt Men’s Shed. I’m a very, very proud co‑founder of the Mt Gravatt Men’s Shed that now has—I think they’ve had 800 pass through their doors as members over the last 10 years; currently around the 300 mark. They have done an absolute amazing amount of work in the Mt Gravatt community.


It started with a few of us having the same idea at the same time, so I called a meeting 10 years ago. At that meeting, I was surprised to find at the Mt Gravatt Community Centre that we had about 25 gentlemen that turned up, all keen from all different churches, different multicultural backgrounds, different community groups, keen to get involved in a Men’s Shed for the local area. It was literally—and I—it was literally a matter of see a need, fill a need and these men got on and did it. 


We took a few years to actually get the shed, but that’s—we know, in your local area, if you don’t have a shed, that’s how it works. They met in my office every month on a Wednesday, which was supposed to be for a couple of hours; I think it went for five hours and we eventually had to chuck them out and then they’d stand on the street side and talk until seven o’clock to get everything done. They were enthusiastic, they were amazing and to celebrate 10 years with them, 10 days ago was absolutely amazing. Again, well over 500 people turned up at the open day. It was a wonderful celebration. There’s a book to commemorate it, which brought back some absolutely wonderful memories. 


I can’t go without saying congratulations to the very original instigators, Paddy, who no longer lives in the Mt Gravatt area, he’s down at Wynnum, Councillor CUMMING, but came back for the event last weekend. He wheeled into my ward office 10 years ago, saying I need somewhere to meet with men of my own age and he was the one for me that got it started. Mr Brian Wheeler, Keith Samuels, and of course, vale Bob Pope or Bob the builder as we called him, because he built the shed, as well. 


There are now over 27 activities that are held there; everything from what began as woodwork to now caricature, music, health and activities. It is absolutely fantastic; I am so proud. Well done to all of the men in my area and as I say to them regularly, if there are 300 happy men in the Men’s Shed, there are nearly as many of that happy women at home not having to put up with them. Thank you, Mr Chair. 

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Any other speakers? 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM: 
Thank you, Deputy Chair.

Deputy Chair:
My pleasure. 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM: 
I want to speak very briefly about Council’s recent City of Lights project that was undertaken in my ward.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CUNNINGHAM: 
I love Stones Corner and with access to high frequency public transport and increasing local population, the revitalisation of Hanlon Park and new businesses opening, it has a bright future. Earlier this month, I was pleased to join with local traders and other members of my community to officially switch on the lights that now feature in a magnificent fig tree out the front of Stones Corner Library on Logan Road. This project combined with the soon to be completed renovation of the library has given the area a lift. It’s created a gateway and it draws in visitors. It’s created a more vibrant and pleasant backdrop for visitors to enjoy this emerging night-time scene. 


When I meet with traders and those who work in retail and hospitality, they’ve told me that times have been tough lately and that’s true, right across Queensland. Business confidence is returning to the village of Stones Corner, which has welcomed more shops and services in the last few months. The area has a growing reputation for health, fitness and beauty services, combined with an emerging foodie and bar scene. With more people expected to be moving into the area, I know this precinct will only continue to grow in coming years. 


Chair, I want to—Deputy Chair, rather—I want to take the opportunity to thank the traders who form part of our Stones Corner, the local business association. These hardworking people get up, turn up and all contribute to their local economy, helping make our community a great place to live. 

Councillor interjecting.
 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
A longstanding business owner at Stones Corner told me that the current occupancy rates are the highest they’ve seen in years. It has been a pleasure to work with these traders on this lighting project and I will continue to work with them to find ways that Council can support our local economy and create more local jobs. 

Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM: 
Finally, I want to thank the LORD MAYOR and the Chair, Councillor BOURKE, for working with me on this and the Council officers who made this vision become a reality. I’m proud to be part of a Council team that supports local traders and the economy and is creating more to see and do. 

Councillors interjecting. 

Deputy Chair:
Any further speakers? 

There being no-one rising, I declare the meeting closed. Thank you. 

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 14 November 2019
Q1.
Please advise whether all information reported in the 2018-19 Annual Report is kept by Council to satisfy Council’s requirements under the Right to Information Act 2009 and the Information Privacy Act 2009.

Q2.
Please advise the number of businesses in Brisbane which pay for a yellow recycling bin to be collected

Q3.
Please advise the cost to each business for the services described in Q2.

Q4.
Please advise the number of businesses in Brisbane which pay to have a red top or black top bin collected every week

Q5.
Please advise the cost to each business for the service described in Q4.

Q6.
Please provide the patronage figures for CityCycle by month for this current financial year.

Q7.
Please provide the patronage figures for CityCycle by month for the 2018-19 financial year.

Q8.
Please advise the membership per month for CityCycles for the 2018-19 financial year

Q9.
Please advise the membership per month for CityCycles for this current financial year

Q10.
Please advise the current fleet number for buses, trucks and passenger vehicles within the Brisbane City Council fleet

Q11.
Please advise the number of full-time equivalent staff in the Council and Committee Liaison Office as at 31 October

Q12.
Please advise the operational budget of the Council and Committee Liaison Office for the current financial year

Q13.
Please advise whether the staff in the Council and Committee Liaison Office assigned to a particular Chair or Committee and, if so the number assigned to each Committee/Chair

Q14.
Please a) list the organisations who have current recurring bookings at the CJ Greenfield Hall and provide the times and days in which they hire the hall and b) please list the organisations or persons who have hired the CJ Greenfield Hall since 1 July 2019 and the number of times each organisation/person has hired the hall in that timeframe 

Q15.
Please list the organisations or persons who have hired the Forest Lake Community Hall since 1 July 2019 and the number of times each organisation/person has hired the hall in that timeframe.

Q16.
Please list the organisations or persons who have hired the Old Inala Hall since 1 July 2019 and the number of times each organisation/person has hired the hall in that timeframe

Q17.
Please list the organisations or persons who have hired the New Inala Hall since 1 July 2019 and the number of times each organisation/person has hired the hall in that timeframe

Q18.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2017-18 and 2018-19 financial years within Paddington Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q19. 
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2017-18 and 2018-19 financial years within Pullenvale Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q20.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2017-18 and 2018-19 financial years within Runcorn Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q21.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2017-18 and 2018-19 financial years within Tennyson Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q22.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2017-18 and 2018-19 financial years within The Gabba Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q23.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2017-18 and 2018-19 financial years within The Gap Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q24.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2017-18 and 2018-19 financial years within Walter Taylor Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q25.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2017-18 and 2018-19 financial years within Wynnum Manly Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q26.
Please list each third party which has been:

(i)
contracted for work on more than five (5) road or infrastructure projects by Council since 1 July 2016; and 

(ii)
the total value of all contracts with each third party which meets the criteria in (i).

Q27.
Please list Council owned properties (not including road reserve or other basic infrastructure) in each Ward (broken down by Ward).

Q28.
Please advise how many Development Applications were approved in the following financial years:

(i)
2015-16

(ii)
2016-17

(iii)
2017-18

(iv)
2018-19

Q29.
Please list all properties or part of properties which Council has purchased since 1 July 2018.

Q30.
Please list all properties or part of properties Council has sold since 1 July 2018.

Q31.
Please list all properties or part of properties which have been transferred from Council ownership to City of Brisbane Investment Corporation (CBIC) ownership since 1 July 2016 and the amount paid by CBIC to Council for the property.

Q32.
Please list all developments which received discounts on development infrastructure charges in the 2015-16 financial year and the total value of the discounts for each development.

Q33.
Please list all developments which received discounts on development infrastructure charges in the 2016-17 financial year and the total value of the discounts for each development.

Q34.
Please list all developments which received discounts on development infrastructure charges in the 2017-18 financial year and the total value of the discounts for each development.

Q35.
Please list all developments which received discounts on development infrastructure charges in the 2018-19 financial year and the total value of the discounts for each development.

Q36.
Please list all developments which have received discounts on development infrastructure charges in the current financial year and the total value of the discounts for each development.

Q37.
Please advise the total sum received in development infrastructure charges in the following financial years:

(i)
2015-16

(ii)
2016-17

(iii)
2017-18

(iv)
2018-19 

(v)
Current financial year

Q38.
Please list the number of Development Applications approved in each Ward (broken down by Ward) since 1 July 2016.

Q39.
Please list all development applications which have been approved against the advice of Development Services since 1 July 2016.

Q40.
Please list all development applications which have been signed off by the Manager of Development Services since 1 July 2016.

Q41.
Please list all properties which have been transferred from City of Brisbane Investment Corporation (CBIC) ownership to Council ownership since 1 July 2016 and the amount paid by Council to CBIC for the property.

Q42.
Please list all Council projects valued at more than $30 million which are budgeted but not yet under construction, their expected start date and their expected completion date.

Q43.
Please list all third parties which have been contracted by Brisbane City Council to provide services related to the Metro project and the total value of those services.

Q44.
Please advise the budget for the Metro project for the following financial years:

(i)
2015-16

(ii)
2016-17

(iii)
2017-18

(iv)
2018-19 

(v)
Current financial year

Q45.
Please advise the total spend on the Metro project for the following financial years:

(i)
2015-16

(ii)
2016-17

(iii)
2017-18

(iv)
2018-19 

(v)
Current financial year as at 31 October 2019

Q46.
Please advise contracts with third parties which have already been completed and closed in relation to the Metro project.

Q47.
Please list any companies with which Brisbane City Council has signed contracts related to the delivery of the Metro project, how many contracts with each company and the total value of contracts with each company.

Q48.
Please list all current tenders related to the Metro project which have not yet been awarded, their current status and the estimated date a contract will be awarded.

Q49.
Please list all tenders related to the Metro project which are closed but not yet awarded, and how many bids were received for each tender.

Q50.
Please list all third parties which have been contracted by Brisbane City Council to provide services related to the Victoria Park redevelopment project and the total value of those services.

Q51.
Please advise the budget for the Victoria Park redevelopment project for the 2018-19 financial year, the current financial year and for each financial year in the forward estimates (broken down by financial year).

Q52.
Please advise of any contracts with third parties which have already been completed in relation to the Victoria Park redevelopment project.

Q53.
Please list any companies with which Brisbane City Council has signed contracts related to the delivery of the Victoria Park redevelopment project, how many contracts with each company and the total value of contracts with each company.

Q54.
Please list all current tenders related to the Victoria Park redevelopment project which have not yet been awarded, their current status and the estimated date a contract will be awarded.

Q55.
Please list all tenders related to the Victoria Park redevelopment project which are closed but not yet awarded, and how many bids were received for each tender.

Q56.
Please advise how many people were nominated or entered into the draw for the Eyes in the Suburbs Award in the following months:

(i)
June

(ii)
July

(iii)
August

(iv)
September

Q57.
Please list all recruitment agencies, human resources consultancies or companies providing either recruitment or human resources services that were paid by Council in the 2016-17, 2017-18, 2018-19 and current financial years and the total value of payments to each agency/company (broken down by financial year).

Q58.
Please provide the total value of all contracts reported in Q57.

Q59.
Please list all companies which provided professional services to Council during the 2018-19 financial year and the total value of contracts with each company.

Q60.
Please provide the total value of all contracts in Q59.

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Answers to questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting on 12 November 2019)

Q1.
Please provide a list by address and location and description for all 29 stormwater harvesting projects being undertaken by Council as Cr Hammond said no in Committee?

A1.
Please refer to the Council minutes of 5 November for a response to this question.

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (from meeting on 12 November 2019)

Q1.
Please list all companies which have been contracted by Brisbane City Council since 1 July 2016 to provide advertising, marketing, design, creative or other marketing related work; the number of projects each company has been involved with; and the total value of contracts with each company.

A1.
Council officers advise this information is unable to be provided as it is not readily available and would require a redirection of resources to investigate. This would not be able to be achieved within the timeframe according with the Meetings Local Law 2001.

Q2.
Please advise the total advertising revenue received for advertising space on buses for the following financial years:

(i) 2015-16

(ii) 2016-17

(iii) 2017-18

(iv) 2018-19 

A2.
(i)
2015-16 – $4,439,553

(ii)
2016-17 – $4,486,127

(iii)
2017-18 – $4,947,044

(iv)
2018-19 – $5,079,915

Q3.
Please advise the total advertising revenue received by Council for advertising space on bus stops for the following financial years:

(i) 2015-16

(ii) 2016-17

(iii) 2017-18

(iv) 2018-19

A3.
(i)
2015-16 – $5,295,661

(ii)
2016-17 – $6,540,894

(iii)
2017-18 – $8,071,982

(iv)
2018-19 – $14,756,958

Q4.
Please advise how much was spent by Council on advertising Council initiatives on Brisbane City Council buses in the following financial years:

(i) 2018-19

(ii) Current financial year

A4.
This information is unable to be collated in a timeframe that accords with the Meetings Local Law 2001.
Q5.
Please outline how many subscribers there are for each Council e-newsletter (broken down by e‑newsletter)

A5.


	E-newsletter
	Subscribers

	What’s on in Brisbane
	20,798

	Things to see and do in Brisbane
	30,296

	Clean and green Brisbane
	52,757

	One Brisbane Many Cultures
	 8,299

	Moving Brisbane
	6,957

	Active School Travel
	2,785

	Building Brisbane’s Future
	3,597

	Planning and Development
	5,853

	Business in Brisbane
	12,704

	Smart Connected Brisbane
	2,152

	Green Heart Schools
	5,871

	Victoria Park Vision
	802

	Brisbane Metro
	1,349

	Lord Mayor’s e-newsletter
	9,541


Please note, subscriber count is for active subscribers only. Active subscribers are considered subscribers that actively open the e-newsletters.

Q6.
Please list events receiving sponsorship or festival funding from City Council (excluding those sponsored through Ward budgets) in the 2016-17 financial year, including the amount each received.

A6.


	Name of Festival
	Amount ex GST 

	2 High Festival
	$10,000 

	4MBS Festival of Classics
	$10,000 

	Mt Gravatt Show
	$15,000 

	Acacia Ridge Party in the Park
	$9,619 

	Ashgrove Carols by Candlelight
	 $5,000 

	BABI Wave Youth Festival
	 $5,000 

	Backyard Bonanza
	 $31,000 

	Bardon Community Carols
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Billycart Championships
	 $15,000 

	Brisbane Cabaret Festival
	 $10,000 

	Brisbane Cheese Festival
	 $10,000 

	Brisbane International Jazz Festival
	 $6,000 

	Brisbane Kite Festival
	 $5,670 

	Brisbane Pride Festival
	 $7,000 

	Brisbane Organic Growers Fair
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Sings
	 $14,500 

	Brookfield Christmas
	 $5,000 

	Carols on the Range
	 $5,000 

	Centenary Community Christmas Carols
	 $5,000 

	Centenary Rocks Festival
	 $10,000 

	Keperra Christmas 
	 $5,000 

	Christmas in Sandgate
	 $5,000 

	Christmas Party in The Grove
	 $4,050 

	Colourise Festival
	 $7,000 

	Creative 3
	 $10,000 

	Darra Street Festival
	 $7,000 

	Einbunpin Festival
	 $12,000 

	End of the Line Festival
	 $7,500 

	Fair on the Green
	 $5,000 

	Ferny Grove Festival
	 $7,000 

	Goldicott Opera Under the Stars
	 $2,430 

	Grass Roots Music Festival
	 $6,000 

	Halloween on Blackwood Street 
	 $3,000 

	Hands of Hope (Christmas 4 Kids)
	 $5,000 

	History Alive - A Journey Through Time
	 $5,000 

	Indigo Fair
	 $5,000 

	Mandalay Jacaranda Festival
	 $3,000 

	Lanham Park May Fair
	 $10,000 

	Moorooka Family Fun Day
	 $10,000 

	Morningside Festival
	 $10,000 

	Movies in the Park 
	 $5,000 

	Murarrie Neighbour Day
	 $5,000 

	Music by the Sea Festival
	 $9,720 

	Manly Harbour Village Halloween Street Party
	 $8,100 

	National Archaeology Week - Toowong Cemetery
	 $5,000 

	Nundah Village Festival
	 $6,000 

	Opera in the Gardens
	 $6,000 

	Out of the Box (biennial)
	 $25,000 

	Parkinson Neighbourhood Festival
	 $7,603 

	Peaks to Points (biennial)
	 $37,000 

	Queensland Deaf Festival
	 $2,500 

	Queensland Poetry Festival
	 $6,000 

	Racecourse Road Winter Lights Festival
	 $16,000 

	Rainbow Festival
	 $5,000 

	Rotary Christmas (Jamboree)
	 $5,000 

	Sandgate Bluewater Festival
	 $18,195 

	Sandcliffe Writers Festival
	 $5,000 

	Sherwood Community Festival 
	 $18,500 

	Spring Hill Fair
	 $10,000 

	Teneriffe Festival
	 $24,300 

	Toowong Hands and Hearts Fair
	 $2,500 

	Wakerley Rotary Christmas Carols
	 $5,670 

	Wilston Winter Market Fair
	 $5,000 

	Wynnum Manly Jazz Festival Inc.
	 $10,000 

	Wynnum Illuminations Festival
	 $10,000 

	West End Block Festival
	 $5,000 

	West End Film Festival
	 $8,100 

	Xmas Twilight Market and Movie Night
	 $5,000 

	Africa Day Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Chinese Cultural Festival
	 $7,000 

	Brisbane Chinese Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane French Festival 
	 $12,150 

	Brisbane Irish Festival/St Patrick’s Day Parade
	 $15,000 

	Brisbane Lunar New Year Multicultural Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Thai Festival
	 $8,000 

	Buddha’s Birthday
	 $30,000 

	Carole Park Multicultural Day
	 $2,000 

	Chanukah in the City
	 $8,100 

	Deepavali
	 $12,150 

	Eidfest
	 $12,000 

	Eritrean Community Multicultural Festival
	 $6,000 

	Festitalia
	 $30,000 

	Filipino Barrio Fiesta Brisbane
	 $5,000 

	Indian Bazaar
	 $15,000 

	International Tartan Day
	 $8,100 

	Italian Week (New Farm Park)
	 $20,000 

	Korean Festival Day
	 $5,000 

	Many Stories, One Australia
	 $5,000 

	Milton Community Festival
	 $5,670 

	Parkinson Multicultural and Dragon Boat Festival 
	 $12,150 

	Multicultural Taste of the World Festival
	 $10,000 

	Nowruz Persian New Year Festival
	 $12,900 

	Paniyiri
	 $30,000 

	Queensland Taiwanese Festival
	 $5,000 

	Serbian Cultural Festival
	 $5,000 

	South Pacific Islander Christmas Celebrations
	 $5,000 

	Sri Lankan Vesak Festival
	 $6,000 

	Sunnybank Hills State School Multi-Fest
	 $5,000 

	Taiwanese Moon Festival
	 $5,000 

	Taiwanese Mother’s Day Celebration 
	 $4,000 

	Scandinavian Festival 
	 $5,000 

	Three Saints Festival Brisbane
	 $2,430 

	Vietnamese Children’s Moon Festival
	 $6,909 

	Vietnamese New Year Festival
	 $12,000 

	World Refugee Day Community Festival
	 $64,800 

	Zillmere Multicultural Festival
	$20,000 


Q7.
Please list events receiving sponsorship or festival funding from City Council (excluding those sponsored through Ward budgets) in the 2017-18 financial year, including the amount each received.

A7.


	Name of Festival
	Amount ex GST 

	4MBS Festival of Classics
	 $10,000 

	Acacia Ridge Party in the Park
	 $9,500 

	Ashgrove Carols by Candlelight
	 $5,000 

	Backbone Festival
	 $7,000 

	Backyard Bonanza
	 $31,000 

	Bay Wave Youth and Community Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Billycart Championships
	 $15,000 

	Brisbane Cheese Festival
	 $10,000 

	Brisbane International Jazz Festival
	 $6,000 

	Brisbane Kite Festival
	 $7,000 

	Brisbane Organic Growers Fair
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Pride Festival
	 $10,000 

	Brisbane Sings
	 $14,500 

	Brookfield Christmas
	 $5,000 

	Carols on the Range
	 $5,000 

	Centenary Community Christmas Carols
	 $5,000 

	Christmas 4 Kids
	 $5,000 

	Christmas in Sandgate
	 $5,000 

	Christmas in The Grove
	 $4,000 

	Colourise Festival
	 $3,500 

	Creative 3
	 $10,000 

	Darra Street Festival
	 $10,000 

	Einbunpin Festival
	 $12,000 

	End of the Line Festival
	 $7,500 

	Fair on the Green
	 $5,000 

	Ferny Grove Festival
	 $7,000 

	Goldicott Opera Under the Stars
	 $2,500 

	Great Aussie Pool Party
	 $7,500 

	Halloween on Blackwood Street
	 $4,250 

	History Alive - A Journey Through Time
	 $5,000 

	Indigo Fair
	 $5,000 

	Jindalee State School Christmas Carols
	 $5,000 

	Keperra Christmas
	 $5,000 

	Lanham Park May Fair
	 $10,000 

	Manly Harbour Village Halloween Street Party
	 $8,500 

	Moorooka Family Fun Day
	 $10,000 

	Morningside Festival
	 $10,000 

	Movies in the Park
	 $5,000 

	Mt Coot-tha Songwriters Festival
	 $6,000 

	Mt Gravatt Show
	 $15,000 

	Music by the Sea
	 $10,000 

	National Archaeology Week
	 $5,000 

	National Week of Deaf People
	 $2,500 

	Nundah Village Festival
	 $6,000 

	Opera in the Gardens
	 $6,000 

	Out of the Box (biennial)
	 $25,000 

	Peaks to Points (biennial)
	 $37,000 

	Pullen Vale Folk Festival 
	 $15,000 

	Queensland Cabaret Festival
	 $10,000 

	Queensland Poetry Festival
	 $6,000 

	Racecourse Road Winter Lights Festival
	 $16,000 

	Rainbow Festival
	 $5,000 

	Runcorn Family Fun Day
	 $10,000 

	Sandcliffe Writers Festival
	 $5,000 

	Sandgate Bluewater Festival
	 $18,000 

	Sherwood Community Festival
	 $18,500 

	Spring Hill Alive
	 $10,000 

	Teneriffe Festival
	 $24,500 

	Toowong Hands and Hearts Fair
	 $2,500 

	Wakerley Rotary Christmas Carols
	 $6,000 

	West End Block Festival
	 $5,000 

	West End Film Festival
	 $7,500 

	Wynnum Manly Jazz Festival
	 $10,000 

	Brisbane Chinese Cultural Festival
	 $7,000 

	Brisbane Chinese Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane French Festival
	 $12,500 

	Brisbane Lunar New Year Multicultural Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Serbian Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Thai Festival
	 $8,000 

	Buddha Birth Day Festival
	 $30,000 

	Carole Park Harmony Day
	 $2,000 

	Chanukah in the City
	 $8,500 

	Children’s Moon Festival
	 $7,000 

	Diwali Indian Festival of Lights
	 $12,500 

	Eid Down Under
	 $12,000 

	Eritrean Community Multicultural Festival
	 $6,000 

	Filipino Barrio Fiesta Brisbane
	 $5,000 

	India Day Fair
	 $7,000 

	International Tartan Day
	 $8,000 

	Korean Festival Day
	 $5,000 

	Many Stories, One Australia
	 $5,000 

	Milton Community Festival
	 $6,000 

	Mother’s Day Multi Culture Dumpling Festival
	 $4,000 

	Multicultural Taste of the World Festival
	 $10,000 

	Paniyiri
	 $30,000 

	Parkinson Multicultural and Dragon Boat Festival
	 $12,000 

	Persian New Year (Nowruz)
	 $13,000 

	Scandinavian Festival
	 $5,000 

	South Pacific Islander Christmas Celebrations
	 $5,000 

	Sri Lankan Vesak Festival
	 $6,000 

	St Patrick’s Day Parade
	 $15,000 

	Sunnybank Hills State School Multi-Fest
	 $5,000 

	Three Saints Festival
	 $2,500 

	United Nations Day
	 $6,000 

	Vietnamese New Year Festival 
	 $12,000 

	World Refugee Day
	 $15,000 

	Zillmere Multicultural Festival
	 $20,000 


Q8.
Please list events receiving sponsorship or festival funding from City Council (excluding those sponsored through Ward budgets) in the 2018-19 financial year, including the amount each received.

A8.


	Name of Festival
	Amount ex GST 

	4MBS Festival of Classics
	 $10,000 

	Acacia Ridge Party in the Park
	 $9,500 

	Anzac Day Dawn Service and Students’ Anzac Commemoration Ceremony
	 $5,000 

	Ashgrove Carols by Candlelight
	 $5,000 

	Backbone Festival
	 $7,000 

	Backyard Bonanza
	 $31,000 

	Bay Wave Youth and Community Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Billycart Championships
	 $15,000 

	Brisbane Cheese Festival
	 $10,000 

	Brisbane Kite Festival
	 $7,000 

	Brisbane Organic Growers Fair
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Portrait Prize
	 $50,000 

	Brisbane Pride Festival
	 $10,000 

	Brisbane Sings
	 $14,500 

	Brookfield Christmas
	 $5,000 

	Brookfield Show
	 $5,000 

	Carols in the Park
	 $5,000 

	Carols on the Range
	 $5,000 

	Centenary Community Christmas Carols
	 $5,000 

	Christmas 4 Kids
	 $5,000 

	Christmas in Sandgate
	 $5,000 

	Christmas in The Grove
	 $4,000 

	Christmas in the Park
	 $5,000 

	Creative 3
	 $10,000 

	Darra Street Festival
	 $10,000 

	Einbunpin Festival
	 $12,000 

	End of the Line Festival
	 $7,500 

	Fair on the Green
	 $5,000 

	Ferny Grove Festival
	 $7,000 

	Goldicott Opera Under the Stars
	 $2,500 

	Great Aussie Pool Party
	 $7,500 

	History Alive - A Journey Through Time
	 $5,000 

	Indigo Fair
	 $5,000 

	Keperra Christmas
	 $5,000 

	Lanham Park May Fair
	 $10,000 

	Mandalay Jacaranda Festival
	 $3,000 

	Manly Harbour Village Halloween Street Party
	 $8,500 

	Moorooka Family Fun Day
	 $10,000 

	Movies in the Park
	 $5,000 

	Mt Coot-tha Songwriters Festival
	 $6,000 

	Mt Gravatt Show
	 $15,000 

	Music by the Sea
	 $10,000 

	National Archaeology Week
	 $5,000 

	Nundah Village Festival
	 $6,000 

	Opera in the Gardens
	 $6,000 

	Out of the Box (biennial)
	 $25,000 

	Peaks to Points (biennial)
	 $37,000 

	Pullen Vale Folk Festival 
	 $15,000 

	Queensland Cabaret Festival
	 $10,000 

	Queensland Poetry Festival
	 $6,000 

	Racecourse Road ‘Silks’ Festival
	 $16,000 

	Rainbow Festival
	 $5,000 

	Royal Queensland Art Society Biennial
	 $5,000 

	Runcorn Family Fun Day
	 $10,000 

	Sandgate Bluewater Festival
	 $18,000 

	Sherwood Community Festival
	 $18,500 

	Spring Hill Alive
	 $10,000 

	Teneriffe Festival
	 $24,500 

	Toowong Hands and Hearts Fair
	 $2,500 

	West End Block Festival
	 $5,000 

	West End Film Festival
	 $7,500 

	Wynnum Manly Jazz Festival
	 $10,000 

	Wynnum Seafood Festival
	 $5,000 

	All Nations Festival
	 $6,000 

	Belong Short Film Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Chinese Cultural Festival
	 $7,000 

	Brisbane Chinese Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Fiesta Latina
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane French Festival
	 $12,500 

	Brisbane Lunar New Year Multicultural Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Serbian Festival
	 $5,000 

	Brisbane Thai Festival
	 $8,000 

	Buddha Birth Day Festival
	 $30,000 

	Carole Park Harmony Day
	 $2,000 

	Chanukah in the City
	 $8,500 

	Children’s Moon Festival
	 $7,000 

	Diwali Indian Festival of Lights
	 $12,500 

	Eid Down Under
	 $12,000 

	Festival of Slavic Culture (biennial)
	 $5,000 

	Filipino Barrio Fiesta Brisbane
	 $5,000 

	India Day Fair
	 $7,000 

	International Tartan Day
	 $8,000 

	Korean Festival Day
	 $5,000 

	MOSAIC
	 $30,000 

	Mother’s Day Multi Culture Dumpling Festival
	 $4,000 

	Multicultural Taste of the World Festival
	 $10,000 

	Paniyiri
	 $30,000 

	Parkinson Multicultural and Dragon Boat Festival
	 $12,000 

	Persian New Year (Nowruz)
	 $13,000 

	Scandinavian Festival
	 $5,000 

	South Pacific Islander Christmas Celebrations
	 $5,000 

	St Patrick’s Day Parade
	 $15,000 

	Sunnybank Hills State School Multi-Fest
	 $5,000 

	Three Saints Festival
	 $2,500 

	United Nations Day
	 $6,000 

	Vesak - A Sri Lankan Experience
	 $6,000 

	Vietnamese New Year Festival 
	 $12,000 

	World Refugee Day
	 $15,000 

	Zillmere Multicultural Festival
	 $20,000 


Q9.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2018-19 and current financial years within Hamilton Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q10.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2018-19 and current financial years within Holland Park Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q11.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2018-19 and current financial years within Jamboree Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q12.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2018-19 and current financial years within Macgregor Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q13.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2018-19 and current financial years within Marchant Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A13.
The Council budget schedules indicate the road and intersection upgrades by suburb including the indicative budget. Most of the projects in this category are small scale projects such as pedestrian refuges, minor intersection treatments or traffic calming. 

These projects have some level of consultation activities that varies depending on the level of resident objection to proposed works. These projects do not typically involve advertising or widespread communications but may involve materials to a street or simply directly impacted property owners. This amount is not always specifically apportioned. 

In Marchant Ward, a project originally proposed in the budget was replaced, as outlined below, following more detailed feasibility investigation being undertaken. The project replaced was at Kitchener Road near Turner Road, Kedron.

For larger projects with specific project funding in the Council budget and some of those contained in the major traffic improvements schedule consultation newsletters to a suburb may be produced and on occasion advertising may be undertaken to advise of construction impacts or consultation sessions.

Final budget amounts for projects are modified and endorsed by Council through the budget and budget review process.

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade

	Ben Street at Pie Street, Aspley 
	N/A
	$79,696 


Q14.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2018-19 and current financial years within McDowall Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A9 to A12, and A14.

The Council budget schedules indicate the road and intersection upgrades by suburb including the indicative budget. Most of the projects in this category are small scale projects such as pedestrian refuges, minor intersection treatments or traffic calming. 

These projects have some level of consultation activities that varies depending on the level of resident objection to proposed works. These projects do not typically involve advertising or widespread communications but may involve materials to a street or simply directly impacted property owners. This amount is not always specifically apportioned. 

For larger projects with specific project funding in the Council budget and some of those contained in the major traffic improvements schedule consultation newsletters to a suburb may be produced and on occasion advertising may be undertaken to advise of construction impacts or consultation sessions.

Final budget amounts for projects are modified and endorsed by Council through the budget and budget review process.

Q15.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2018-19 and current financial years within Moorooka Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A15.
The Council budget schedules indicate the road and intersection upgrades by suburb including the indicative budget. Most of the projects in this category are small scale projects such as pedestrian refuges, minor intersection treatments or traffic calming. 

These projects have some level of consultation activities that varies depending on the level of resident objection to proposed works. These projects do not typically involve advertising or widespread communications but may involve materials to a street or simply directly impacted property owners. This amount is not always specifically apportioned. 

In Moorooka Ward, a project originally proposed in the budget was replaced, as outlined below, following more detailed feasibility investigation being undertaken. The project replaced was at Sinclair Street at Gainsborough Street, Moorooka. 

For larger projects with specific project funding in the Council budget and some of those contained in the major traffic improvements schedule consultation newsletters to a suburb may be produced and on occasion advertising may be undertaken to advise of construction impacts or consultation sessions.

Final budget amounts for projects are modified and endorsed by Council through the budget and budget review process.

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade

	Luxworth Street at Dora Street, Moorooka
	N/A
	$80,179


Q16.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2018-19 and current financial years within Morningside Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A16.
The Council budget schedules indicate the road and intersection upgrades by suburb including the indicative budget. Most of the projects in this category are small scale projects such as pedestrian refuges, minor intersection treatments or traffic calming. 

These projects have some level of consultation activities that varies depending on the level of resident objection to proposed works. These projects do not typically involve advertising or widespread communications but may involve materials to a street or simply directly impacted property owners. This amount is not always specifically apportioned. 

In Morningside Ward, a project originally proposed in the budget was replaced, as outlined below, following more detailed feasibility investigation being undertaken. 

For larger projects with specific project funding in the Council budget and some of those contained in the major traffic improvements schedule consultation newsletters to a suburb may be produced and on occasion advertising may be undertaken to advise of construction impacts or consultation sessions.

Final budget amounts for projects are modified and endorsed by Council through the budget and budget review process.

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade

	Old Cleveland Road at Wiles Street, Camp Hill 
	N/A
	$164,780


Q17.
Please complete the following table regarding completed road and intersection upgrades in the 2018-19 and current financial years within Northgate Ward:

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade
	Communications and advertising spend for project

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A17.
The Council budget schedules indicate the road and intersection upgrades by suburb including the indicative budget. Most of the projects in this category are small scale projects such as pedestrian refuges, minor intersection treatments or traffic calming. 

These projects have some level of consultation activities that varies depending on the level of resident objection to proposed works. These projects do not typically involve advertising or widespread communications but may involve materials to a street or simply directly impacted property owners. This amount is not always specifically apportioned. 

In Northgate Ward, a project originally proposed in the budget was replaced, as outlined below, following more detailed feasibility investigation being undertaken. The project replaced was at Mitchelton State School, Mitchelton. 

For larger projects with specific project funding in the Council budget and some of those contained in the major traffic improvements schedule consultation newsletters to a suburb may be produced and on occasion advertising may be undertaken to advise of construction impacts or consultation sessions.

Final budget amounts for projects are modified and endorsed by Council through the budget and budget review process.

	Location of completed upgrades
	Initial budget for upgrade
	Total spend on upgrade

	Northgate State School – Nellie Street at Amelia Street, Northgate 
	N/A
	$101,885


Q18.
Please provide the number of on-street parking bays which have been removed by Council in the past year in each Regulated Parking Permit Scheme Area (broken down by scheme area).
A18.
Council officers advise this information is unable to be provided as it is not captured by Regulated Parking Permit Scheme Area. 

Q19.
Please provide the number of new residential parking permits which have been approved for each Regulated Parking Permit Scheme Area (broken down by scheme area) since 1 December 2019.
A19.
Council is unable to answer for a date that is yet to occur.
Q20.
Please provide the number of parking fines issued in each Regulated Parking Permit Scheme Area (broken down by scheme area) since 1 January 2019.

A20.
Council officers advise this information is unable to be provided as it is not captured by Regulated Parking Permit Scheme Area. 

Q21.
Please advise the budget for maintenance of City Cats for the following financial years:
(i) 2015-16

(ii) 2016-17

(iii) 2017-18

(iv) 2018-19

(v) Current financial year

A21.
(i)
2015-16 – $1,836,022

(ii)
2016-17 – $2,694,150

(iii)
2017-18 – $3,369,519

(iv)
2018-19 – $2,798,067

(v)
Current financial year – $3,798,067

Q22.
Please advise the budget for maintenance of Brisbane City Council buses for the following financial years: 

(i) 2015-16

(ii) 2016-17

(iii) 2017-18

(iv) 2018-19 

(v) Current financial year

A22.
(i)
2015-16 – $44,465,491

(ii)
2016-17 – $50,684,320

(iii)
2017-18 – $50,355,047

(iv)
2018-19 – $57,371,850

(v)
Current financial year – $58,400,964

Q23.
Please advise the total amount spent on maintenance of City Cats for the following financial years:

(i) 2015-16

(ii) 2016-17

(iii) 2017-18

(iv) 2018-19 

(v) Current financial year

A23.
(i)
2015-16 – $2,218,255

(ii)
2016-17 – $2,229,926

(iii)
2017-18 – $2,150,960

(iv)
2018-19 – $2,178,464

(v)
Current financial year – $817,969

Q24.
Please advise the total amount spent on maintenance of Brisbane City Council buses for the following financial years:

(i) 2015-16

(ii) 2016-17

(iii) 2017-18

(iv) 2018-19 

(v) Current financial year

A24.
(i)
2015-16 – $44,880,561

(ii)
2016-17 – $44,696,510

(iii)
2017-18 – $53,964,522

(iv)
2018-19 – $57,896,279

(v)
Current financial year – $20,531,923

Q25. 
Please list all special school bus routes provided by Brisbane City Council buses and which schools they serve.

A25.
Aspley Special School

Routes 956, 962, 963, 964, 965

Barrett Adolescent Centre Special School

Routes 104, 117, 818, 849

Calamvale Special School 

Routes 153, 801, 842855, 893

Geebung Special School

Routes 944, 961, 966, 968, 978, 984

Mitchelton Special School 

Routes 390, 398, 921

Mount Ommaney Special School

Routes 453, 701, 703, 776, 781, 782

Narbethong State Special School

Routes 203, 806

Nursery Road State Special School

Routes 113, 833, 836, 847, 849

Queensland Children’s Hospital School

Routes 110, 203, 875, 882

Red Hill Special School 

Routes 373, 378, 740, 788

Sunnybank Special School

Route 840

Western Suburbs State Special School

Routes 766, 769, 789, 793, 794, 839

Q26.
Please list public toilet blocks owned by Brisbane City Council which have received upgrades in the following financial years:

(i) 2016-17

(ii) 2017-18

(iii) 2018-19

(iv) Current financial year.

A26.
(i)
West End Community Toilet

Tuckeroo Park

Wynnum Memorial Park

Elanora Park 

C.A. O’Sullivan Park

Sir John Chandler Park

Dumburbu Park 

Plaisted Place Park

Pinnaroo Cemetery

Simpson Falls 

(ii)
Faulkner Park 

Jubilee Park 

Sandgate Foreshores Park

Downey Park

Boorabbin Picnic Ground

St Vincent’s Road Park 

Faulkner Park

Toohey Forest Park

Frank Doyle Park 

Greenways Esplanade Park

Boyd Terrace Park

(iii)
Bonemill Road Park

Burnie Brae Park

Primrose Park

Harold Kielly Park

Canterbury Park

The Lake Parklands

Queen St Mall

Heiner Park 

(iv)
Bradshaw Park

Col Bennet Park

Grinstead Park

Nundah Memorial Park

Salisbury Recreation Reserve 

St Lucia Playground Park

Keperra Picnic Ground Park (Grant)

Nundah Memorial Park 

Please note this list does not include upgrades funded through Ward Footpath and Parks Trust Funds.

Q27.
Please advise how many rate payments have been paid through the Sniip app since 1 July 2016 and the total value of those rate payments.

A27.
57,956 rate payments have been made through the Sniip app since 1 January 2017. Total value is $28,663,246.33.
Q28.
Please advise the total sum of all payments made to Sniip (Australia) Limited by Council from 1 July 2015 to 1 November 2019.

A28.
The total sum of payments is $9,370.24.
Q29.
Regarding the tollway concession agreements with Transurban for the operation of the Go Between Bridge, Legacy Way Tunnel and Clem7 Tunnel, please advise the start and end date of each agreement and the annual revenue received by Council for each agreement.

A29.
Please refer to the submission that was endorsed by full Council on 30 July 2013. 

All payments received in relation to these toll roads is from the individual toll road concession companies and not Transurban or Transurban Queensland.

Q30.
Please list all “success fee” payments made by Brisbane City Council in the 2015-16, 2016-17, 2017‑18, 2018-19 and current financial years, detail the recipient of each fee and the total value of the payments to each recipient.

A30.
In 2018, one fee of $54,630.45 to KPMG for the calculation, preparation and lodgement of Fringe Benefits Tax assessment objections in relation to carparking assessments.
Q31.
Please advise the total number of employees (headcount and FTE) employed by the Brisbane City Council as at 30 June 2016.
A31.
For questions 31-33, please note numbers include permanent, temporary and casual employees.

-
FTE: 7,269.65

-
Headcount: 7,934

Q32.
Please advise the total number of employees (headcount and FTE) employed by the Brisbane City Council as at 1 October 2019.

A32.
-
FTE: 8,022.47

-
Headcount: 8,870

Q33.
Please advise the total number of new employees (headcount and FTE) hired between 1 July 2016 and 30 September 2019.

A33.
The headcount for the period 1 July 2016 to 30 September 2019 is 3,425. 

Please note FTE counts are not captured in external recruit data and therefore are not available. 

Q34.
Please list the corporate boxes or other corporate packages which have been purchased by Brisbane City Council at sporting or entertainment functions, the date and location of the event, and the cost of the box or package, for the 2015‑16, 2016-17, 2017-18, 2018-19 and current financial years.
A34.
0.
Q35.
Please advise how many people are employed in the Lord Mayor’s office, the job titles of each employee and the salary range for each employee.

A35.
Chief of Staff

Deputy Chief of Staff

Director of Business Engagement

Principal Policy Adviser

Policy Adviser

Policy Adviser

Policy Adviser

Principal Media and Communications Adviser

Senior Media Adviser

Senior Communications Adviser

Media Adviser

Office Manager

EA to the Lord Mayor

PA to the Lord Mayor

PA to the Chief of Staff

Driver

Driver

Please note, Media Adviser held against Deputy Mayor’s Office is co-located in the Lord Mayor’s Office. 

Information regarding staff salary is covered by contractual privacy, however labour costs for the Lord Mayor’s office have previously been provided.

Q36.
Please list all staff (by job title) employed by Brisbane City Council with the words “media”, “communications” or “marketing” in their job title, and the total number of staff which fit this criteria.

A36.
This information is not readily available and would require a redirection of resources to investigate. This would not be able to be achieved within the timeframe according with the Meetings Local Law 2001.
Q37. 
Please provide a breakdown by Ward of total rates collected in the 2018-19 financial year across all categories.

A37.
Please see Attachment A.
Q38. 
Please provide a breakdown by Ward of total rates collected in the 2018-19 financial year in Category 1 (residential).

A38.
Please see Attachment A.

Q39.
Please provide the total cost to Council of each Chair’s office, including the office budget, staffing costs and any other associated costs.

A39.
-
City Planning Committee: $335,247.78

-
Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee: $317,434.14

-
Field Services Committee: $217,028.24

- 
Finance and Administration Committee: $225,007.90

- 
Infrastructure Committee: $232,905.60

- 
Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee: $226,733.63

- 
Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee: $332,605.40


Q40. 
Please provide the total amount spent in the 2018-19 financial year on communications and advertising in Budget Program 2 (Infrastructure for Brisbane).

A40.
Council is unable to provide this information as communications and advertising spend is not captured at this program level.

Q41.
Please provide the total amount budgeted in the 2019-20 financial year for communications and advertising in Budget Program 2 (Infrastructure for Brisbane).

A41.
Council is unable to provide this information as the communications and advertising budget is not captured at this program level.
Q42.
Please provide the total amount paid in bonuses to Council employees in the 2018-19 financial year.

A42.
$2,358,359.

Q43.
How many bullying, harassment and other work place complaints have been made by Council field officers and staff against Councillors in the last 3 years?

A43.
1.
Q44.
What is the current total legal cost expended on Kingsford Smith Drive since the commencement of the project to the end of October 2019?

A44.
$1,589,549.

Q45.
What is the labour cost to Council to move a set of banner poles from one location to another either within a Ward or from Ward to Council depot?

A45.
Council does not apportion labour cost to this level of work.
Q46.
How many times have banner poles been moved by Council officers within the last financial year?

A46.
Council does not keep record of this information due to the basic nature of the task.

RISING OF COUNCIL:

8.50pm.

PRESENTED:





and CONFIRMED
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     CHAIR
Council officers in attendance:

Julie Park (Senior Council and Committee Officer)

Victor Tan (Council and Committee Officer)

Billy Peers (Personal Support Officer to the Lord Mayor and Council Orderly)
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Rates Payments 2018/19 Financial Year
Ward:
     BRACKEN RIDGE















Payment Amount
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 Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)
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Category 1 (Principal Residential)
1. Residential: Owner Occupied













    $5,301,931.37
 Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land

Sub Total:

 $5,301,931.37
 1. Residential: Owner Occupied
 $303,794.24

 Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)

 Sub Total:

$303,794.24
	10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied
	$10,376,795.64

	11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A
	$421,547.02

	12. CTS – Multi-Residential
	$311,335.60

	13. CTS – Central Business District
	$4,378,896.84

	14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use
	$39,162,024.82

	15. CTS – Minor Lot
	$814,394.46

	16. CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential
	$35,952,668.73

	17. CTS – CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential
	$6,418,684.18

	19. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Special Concession
	$21,146.20

	20. Commercial/Non-Residential – Concessional
	$6,773.80

	21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2
	$118,984.20

	2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A
	$2,739,144.15

	2c. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group C
	$140,171.80

	2d. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group D
	$506,181.31

	2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L
	$89,699.97

	2m. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group M
	$130,492.79

	4. Multi-Residential
	$5,204,427.33

	5a. Central Business District – Group A
	$14,251,714.95

	5b. Central Business District – Group B
	$5,152,883.78

	5c. Central Business District – Group C
	$7,818,509.85

	5d. Central Business District – Group D
	$8,047,228.81

	5e. Central Business District – Group E
	$6,757,810.86

	5f. Central Business District – Group F
	$5,031,659.57

	5g. Central Business District – Group G
	$1,969,448.81

	5h. Central Business District – Group H
	$5,657,044.68

	5i. Central Business District – Group I
	$739,957.60

	5j. Central Business District – Group J
	$4,038,507.78


Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)
	5k. Central Business District – Group K
	
	$1,062,883.48

	5l. Central Business District – Group L
	
	$3,225,367.50

	5m. Central Business District – Group M
	
	$1,697,688.44

	5n. Central Business District – Group N
	
	$451,887.05

	5o. Central Business District – Group O
	
	$2,049,925.82

	5p. Central Business District – Group P
	
	$2,408,779.80

	5q. Central Business District – Group Q
	
	$2,087,510.05

	5r. Central Business District – Group R
	
	$2,938,396.86

	5s. Central Business District – Group S
	
	$630,581.20

	5t. Central Business District – Group T
	
	$1,113,016.20

	5u. Central Business District – Group U
	
	$1,840,288.61

	5v. Central Business District – Group V
	
	$1,481,430.70

	5w. Central Business District – Group W
	
	$12,056,069.22

	6. Other
	
	$663.38

	7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use
	
	$3,618,893.44

	Unknown
	
	$833,376.20

	
	Sub Total:
	$203,754,893.48

	
	Ward Total:
	$209,360,619.09
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Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)
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Category 1 (Principal Residential)
Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)
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Categories Other Than Category 1 (Principal Residential)
------End of Report ------
1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$13,501,294.34�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$13,501,294.34�
�
�
�
$172,139.33�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$172,139.33�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$852,444.07�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$338,044.00�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$18,700.15�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$2,290,705.31�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$206,237.80�
�
21b. Drive-In Shopping Centre 20,000 m2 to 25,000 m2�
�
$103,370.95�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$106,940.00�
�
22c. Retail Warehouse 20,001 m2 to 40,000 m2�
�
$79,376.10�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$1,531,048.77�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$158,284.20�
�
3. Rural�
�
$32,143.68�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$216,691.61�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$5,922,791.35�
�
8d. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group D�
�
$378,921.00�
�
Unknown�
�
$5,019.05�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$12,240,718.04�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$25,914,151.71�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$16,384,000.96�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$16,384,000.96�
�
�
�
$508,756.06�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$508,756.06�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,699,290.97�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$753,247.29�
�
11b. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group B�
�
$38,677.88�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$2,826,351.86�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$227,202.72�
�
21b. Drive-In Shopping Centre 20,000 m2 to 25,000 m2�
�
$97,585.58�
�
21d. Drive-In Shopping Centre > 50,000 m2�
�
$236,555.60�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$5,795,483.39�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$330,536.90�
�
3. Rural�
�
$13,065.80�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$311,275.25�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,054,570.82�
�
Unknown�
�
$50,935.35�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$18,434,779.41�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$35,327,536.43�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$19,246,242.59�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$19,246,242.59�
�
�
�
$1,019,137.41�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$1,019,137.41�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,488,953.59�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$486,861.82�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$1,049,137.51�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$5,012.95�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$227,874.92�
�
21c. Drive-In Shopping Centre 25,001 m2 to 50,000 m2�
�
$136,235.00�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$35,041.20�
�
22c. Retail Warehouse 20,001 m2 to 40,000 m2�
�
$60,530.20�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$2,889,606.17�
�
2f. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group F�
�
$80,393.40�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$495,108.68�
�
3. Rural�
�
$328,856.69�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$574,638.59�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$5,546,617.65�
�
9b. Major Regional Shopping Centre – Group B�
�
$1,651,382.40�
�
Unknown�
�
$574.25�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$15,056,825.02�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$35,322,205.02�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$13,387,746.32�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$13,387,746.32�
�
�
�
$309,726.48�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$309,726.48�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$3,846,480.26�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$602,481.21�
�
11b. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group B�
�
$1,862.20�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$9,195,968.76�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$868.40�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$836,676.76�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$145,724.29�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$5,560,945.76�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$265,537.08�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$2,515,406.02�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,976,402.97�
�
Unknown�
�
$4,996.33�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$29,953,350.04�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$43,650,822.84�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$13,237,542.79�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$13,237,542.79�
�
�
�
$251,791.35�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$251,791.35�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,481,068.66�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$1,049,614.84�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$3,503,013.44�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$1,032.18�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$236,565.65�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$167,664.50�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$50,044.80�
�
22c. Retail Warehouse 20,001 m2 to 40,000 m2�
�
$79,910.80�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$8,173,607.09�
�
2g. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group G�
�
$165,980.20�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$266,814.57�
�
3. Rural�
�
$63,258.90�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$1,314,711.23�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,503,220.53�
�
8e. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group E�
�
$384,253.40�
�
Unknown�
�
$644.85�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$23,441,405.64�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$36,930,739.78�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$14,356,820.47�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$14,356,820.47�
�
�
�
$466,003.34�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$466,003.34�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$2,292,208.30�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$3,719,329.10�
�
11b. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group B�
�
$2,509.25�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$1,213.70�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$4,100,075.80�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$306,652.40�
�
21c. Drive-In Shopping Centre 25,001 m2 to 50,000 m2�
�
$112,350.40�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$11,098.40�
�
22c. Retail Warehouse 20,001 m2 to 40,000 m2�
�
$377,247.36�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$11,093,602.98�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$1,673,560.08�
�
3. Rural�
�
$40,765.80�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$565,967.30�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,191,906.02�
�
8d. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group D�
�
$314,764.60�
�
Unknown�
�
$107,862.80�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$30,911,114.29�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$45,733,938.10�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$17,077,113.16�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$17,077,113.16�
�
�
�
$329,821.55�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$329,821.55�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,663,709.90�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$532,644.98�
�
11b. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group B�
�
$26,440.73�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$10,978.99�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$4,599,618.15�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$294,724.03�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$151,396.42�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$68,517.00�
�
22d. Retail Warehouse 40,001 m2 to 90,000 m2�
�
$329,218.99�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$4,010,012.45�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$375,355.99�
�
3. Rural�
�
$1,385.25�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$1,898,578.83�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$9,166,371.63�
�
8a. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group A�
�
$241,629.20�
�
8j. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group J�
�
$854,936.20�
�
Unknown�
�
$8,032.85�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$24,233,551.59�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$41,640,486.30�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$11,858,980.15�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$11,858,980.15�
�
�
�
$206,356.38�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$206,356.38�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$550,322.21�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$775,634.85�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$1,779.05�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$3,628,578.03�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$185,990.30�
�
21d. Drive-In Shopping Centre > 50,000 m2�
�
$366,168.40�
�
22d. Retail Warehouse 40,001 m2 to 90,000 m2�
�
$89,159.32�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$4,933,596.17�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$162,723.45�
�
3. Rural�
�
$63,750.21�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$486,894.35�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$9,052,320.67�
�
Unknown�
�
$1,650.51�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$20,298,567.52�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$32,363,904.05�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$17,141,457.99�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$17,141,457.99�
�
�
�
$428,165.99�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$428,165.99�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$4,527,746.01�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$3,059,179.28�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$25,768.97�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$13,020,919.19�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$9,817.60�
�
16. CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential�
�
$960,607.13�
�
17. CTS – CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential�
�
$150,345.22�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$56,992.90�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$30,426.40�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$26,121.60�
�
22d. Retail Warehouse 40,001 m2 to 90,000 m2�
�
$166,517.00�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$22,293,078.04�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$2,427,755.06�
�
3. Rural�
�
$165,530.07�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$2,796,127.80�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,746,730.03�
�
8c. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group C�
�
$217,157.60�
�
Unknown�
�
$160,965.92�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$56,841,785.82�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$74,411,409.80�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$17,477,779.01�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$17,477,779.01�
�
�
�
$305,757.63�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$305,757.63�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,294,573.55�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$163,925.70�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$2,389,326.72�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$75,376.60�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$53,575.60�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$66,588.29�
�
22c. Retail Warehouse 20,001 m2 to 40,000 m2�
�
$133,582.40�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$2,935,002.05�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$228,831.07�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$1,143,152.58�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$7,991,067.15�
�
8b. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group B�
�
$291,304.60�
�
Unknown�
�
$25,688.95�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$16,791,995.26�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$34,575,531.90�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$14,851,457.76�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$14,851,457.76�
�
�
�
$192,599.60�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$192,599.60�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$726,898.21�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$2,218,219.45�
�
11b. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group B�
�
$2,506.04�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$54,111.50�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$1,155,399.07�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$10,754.60�
�
20. Commercial/Non-Residential – Concessional�
�
$47,655.05�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$204,152.05�
�
21b. Drive-In Shopping Centre 20,000 m2 to 25,000 m2�
�
$127,639.23�
�
21c. Drive-In Shopping Centre 25,001 m2 to 50,000 m2�
�
$74,363.64�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$13,227,525.34�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$310,587.25�
�
3. Rural�
�
$33,909.13�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$165,298.10�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$5,555,008.40�
�
8c. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group C�
�
$246,489.60�
�
8e. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group E�
�
$344,999.93�
�
8i. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group I�
�
$795,921.20�
�
Unknown�
�
$142,907.26�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$25,444,345.05�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$40,488,402.41�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$15,805,344.50�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$15,805,344.50�
�
�
�
$220,391.46�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$220,391.46�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$2,011,737.81�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$1,065,209.28�
�
11b. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group B�
�
$5,129.10�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$63,890.95�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$4,073,961.59�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$16,579.55�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$449,682.24�
�
21b. Drive-In Shopping Centre 20,000 m2 to 25,000 m2�
�
$116,326.60�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$8,739.40�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$229,315.65�
�
22c. Retail Warehouse 20,001 m2 to 40,000 m2�
�
$232,809.78�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$4,446,554.75�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$549,773.44�
�
3. Rural�
�
$3,240.70�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$824,276.51�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,923,251.01�
�
9c. Major Regional Shopping Centre – Group C�
�
$1,991,209.20�
�
Unknown�
�
$788.10�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$23,012,475.66�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$39,038,211.62�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$14,697,520.70�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$14,697,520.70�
�
�
�
$182,316.29�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$182,316.29�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,905,199.45�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$732,988.88�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$18,762.43�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$7,050,907.93�
�
20. Commercial/Non-Residential – Concessional�
�
$59,436.00�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$239,794.43�
�
21c. Drive-In Shopping Centre 25,001 m2 to 50,000 m2�
�
$174,214.35�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$114,693.10�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$64,625.65�
�
22c. Retail Warehouse 20,001 m2 to 40,000 m2�
�
$152,091.30�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$5,428,530.73�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$193,108.65�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$1,596,491.00�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$7,913,005.59�
�
8f. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group F�
�
$485,136.20�
�
9d. Major Regional Shopping Centre – Group D�
�
$2,000,168.60�
�
Unknown�
�
$49,090.29�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$28,178,244.58�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$43,058,081.57�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$16,978,384.89�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$16,978,384.89�
�
�
�
$451,605.58�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$451,605.58�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,201,225.14�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$92,442.05�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$9,370.25�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$3,016,951.60�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$311,305.47�
�
21c. Drive-In Shopping Centre 25,001 m2 to 50,000 m2�
�
$121,092.85�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$36,887.80�
�
22c. Retail Warehouse 20,001 m2 to 40,000 m2�
�
$127,144.09�
�
22d. Retail Warehouse 40,001 m2 to 90,000 m2�
�
$127,406.40�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$1,076,911.39�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$91,791.99�
�
3. Rural�
�
$12,823.04�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$574,271.14�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,281,448.65�
�
8h. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group H�
�
$521,231.00�
�
Unknown�
�
$1,623.10�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$13,603,925.96�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$31,033,916.43�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$12,829,993.86�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$12,829,993.86�
�
�
�
$623,064.38�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$623,064.38�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,134,419.84�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$4,351,437.60�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$14,367.01�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$3,494,458.35�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$213,707.72�
�
21b. Drive-In Shopping Centre 20,000 m2 to 25,000 m2�
�
$171,933.27�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$163,143.56�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$50,263.00�
�
22c. Retail Warehouse 20,001 m2 to 40,000 m2�
�
$155,700.60�
�
22e. Retail Warehouse > 90,000 m2�
�
$44,090.60�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$25,764,090.79�
�
2e. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group E�
�
$84,480.20�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$2,638,149.28�
�
3. Rural�
�
$92,925.67�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$1,380,050.72�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$8,706,166.03�
�
Unknown�
�
$345,358.80�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$48,804,743.04�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$62,257,801.28�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$20,369,504.57�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$20,369,504.57�
�
�
�
$658,008.68�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$658,008.68�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$3,002,507.41�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$1,115,517.44�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$28,605.84�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,400,147.66�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$1,044.35�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$101,040.83�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$5,100,047.66�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$261,293.06�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$2,123,280.98�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$9,449,356.10�
�
Unknown�
�
$50,161.74�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$27,633,003.07�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$48,660,516.32�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$15,044,213.63�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$15,044,213.63�
�
�
�
$397,428.76�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$397,428.76�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$2,722,776.01�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$1,477,987.25�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$5,671.00�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$7,709,357.43�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$264,220.00�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$132,807.91�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$10,029,829.36�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$203,075.86�
�
3. Rural�
�
$14,925.35�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$1,517,289.53�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$7,693,866.23�
�
8k. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group K�
�
$879,466.45�
�
Unknown�
�
$1,557.13�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$32,652,829.51�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$48,094,471.90�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$15,396,260.85�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$15,396,260.85�
�
�
�
$260,972.72�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$260,972.72�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$3,568,621.89�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$944,602.71�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$61,786.24�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$11,094,988.20�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$78,923.56�
�
16. CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential�
�
$7,467,534.87�
�
17. CTS – CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential�
�
$1,554,692.08�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$173,320.40�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$4,672,917.76�
�
2b. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group B�
�
$76,121.80�
�
2h. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group H�
�
$211,491.80�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$271,804.04�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$2,298,019.67�
�
5a. Central Business District – Group A�
�
$59.60�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$8,934,784.02�
�
8g. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group G�
�
$527,944.85�
�
Unknown�
�
$46,810.85�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$41,984,424.34�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$57,641,657.91�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$19,122,496.26�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$19,122,496.26�
�
�
�
$609,243.40�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$609,243.40�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$691,554.81�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$253,489.89�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$9,742.15�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$300,239.46�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$83,328.76�
�
21b. Drive-In Shopping Centre 20,000 m2 to 25,000 m2�
�
$135,772.00�
�
21c. Drive-In Shopping Centre 25,001 m2 to 50,000 m2�
�
$96,755.35�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$42,671.80�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$22,757.00�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$1,193,005.20�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$108,240.09�
�
3. Rural�
�
$98,978.29�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$177,818.12�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$4,371,776.96�
�
8a. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group A�
�
$307,476.60�
�
Unknown�
�
$73,260.65�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$7,966,867.13�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$27,698,606.79�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$16,092,036.05�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$16,092,036.05�
�
�
�
$304,196.26�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$304,196.26�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,522,601.25�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$366,422.96�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$19,952.80�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$2,801,638.70�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$320,932.86�
�
21b. Drive-In Shopping Centre 20,000 m2 to 25,000 m2�
�
$142,253.80�
�
21c. Drive-In Shopping Centre 25,001 m2 to 50,000 m2�
�
$179,075.00�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$1,582,522.13�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$119,291.24�
�
3. Rural�
�
$31,603.80�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$344,966.75�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$8,596,116.87�
�
8e. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group E�
�
$406,857.00�
�
8h. Large Regional Shopping Centre – Group H�
�
$572,340.20�
�
Unknown�
�
$2,134.25�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$17,008,709.61�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$33,404,941.92�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$17,134,681.44�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$17,134,681.44�
�
�
�
$429,271.70�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$429,271.70�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$2,499,268.81�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$403,110.30�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$61,836.72�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$5,346,590.28�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$3,091.95�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$146,705.17�
�
21c. Drive-In Shopping Centre 25,001 m2 to 50,000 m2�
�
$158,193.00�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$3,981,707.80�
�
2i. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group I�
�
$35,379.00�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$499,073.16�
�
3. Rural�
�
$2,140.10�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$1,790,081.77�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,552,002.22�
�
Unknown�
�
$2,081.34�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$21,481,261.62�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$39,045,214.76�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$8,311,381.96�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$8,311,381.96�
�
�
�
$483,655.13�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$483,655.13�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$7,627,617.86�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$299,125.45�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$48,767.42�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$26,789,791.78�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$60,113.63�
�
16. CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential�
�
$20,850,512.60�
�
17. CTS – CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential�
�
$2,416,607.41�
�
18. Commercial/Non-Residential – Special Concession�
�
$244,258.20�
�
20. Commercial/Non-Residential – Concessional�
�
$81,719.40�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$29,268.20�
�
21b. Drive-In Shopping Centre 20,000 m2 to 25,000 m2�
�
$223,276.40�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$3,966,386.49�
�
2j. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group J�
�
$115,444.60�
�
2k. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group K�
�
$9,212.60�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$268,562.54�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$5,790,653.63�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,521,109.68�
�
Unknown�
�
$371,189.78�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$75,713,617.67�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$84,508,654.76�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$19,147,912.45�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$19,147,912.45�
�
�
�
$484,892.62�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$484,892.62�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,184,767.00�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$169,230.50�
�
11b. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group B�
�
$5,104.40�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$4,470.30�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$1,487,126.90�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$280,011.13�
�
21c. Drive-In Shopping Centre 25,001 m2 to 50,000 m2�
�
$120,703.20�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$1,367,096.55�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$176,325.53�
�
3. Rural�
�
$4,942.80�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$476,126.07�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$5,832,979.49�
�
Unknown�
�
$18,428.35�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$11,127,312.22�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$30,760,117.29�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$16,185,899.25�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$16,185,899.25�
�
�
�
$454,682.26�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$454,682.26�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$4,306,715.06�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$502,558.87�
�
12. CTS – Multi-Residential�
�
$97,578.22�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$10,914,748.89�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$35,600.19�
�
16. CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential�
�
$497,566.72�
�
17. CTS – CBD Frame Commercial/Non-Residential�
�
$218,064.92�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$11,549.75�
�
22b. Retail Warehouse 7,500 m2 to 20,000 m2�
�
$157,049.80�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$4,245,016.48�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$265,535.80�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$1,391,162.84�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$6,954,417.17�
�
9a. Major Regional Shopping Centre – Group A�
�
$1,898,900.60�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$31,496,465.31�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$48,137,046.82�
�






1. Residential: Owner Occupied





 Category 1 (Principal Residential) - Vacant Land


1. Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$15,716,583.25�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$15,716,583.25�
�
�
�
$408,592.95�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$408,592.95�
�
10. CTS – Residential: Owner Occupied�
�
$1,139,961.31�
�
11a. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$600,555.09�
�
11b. CTS – Commercial/Non-Residential – Group B�
�
$6,986.94�
�
14. CTS – Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$2,262,851.23�
�
15. CTS – Minor Lot�
�
$33,879.84�
�
21a. Drive-In Shopping Centre < 20,000 m2�
�
$234,339.68�
�
21d. Drive-In Shopping Centre > 50,000 m2�
�
$349,675.83�
�
22a. Retail Warehouse < 7,500 m2�
�
$5,501.55�
�
2a. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group A�
�
$9,852,360.60�
�
2l. Commercial/Non-Residential – Group L�
�
$2,667,687.77�
�
3. Rural�
�
$7,926.38�
�
4. Multi-Residential�
�
$1,369,975.05�
�
7. Residential: Non-owner Occupied or Mixed Use�
�
$7,148,450.89�
�
Unknown�
�
$1,595.54�
�
�
Sub Total:�
$25,681,747.70�
�
�
Ward Total:�
$41,806,923.90�
�













