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PRESENT:

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

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

	Krista ADAMS (Holland Park) (Deputy Mayor)

Adam ALLAN (Northgate)
Matthew BOURKE (Jamboree)

Amanda COOPER (Bracken Ridge)
Fiona CUNNINGHAM (Coorparoo) 
Vicki HOWARD (Central) 
Steven HUANG (MacGregor)
James MACKAY (Walter Taylor) 
Kim MARX (Runcorn)

Peter MATIC (Paddington)

David McLACHLAN (Hamilton)

Ryan MURPHY (Chandler)
Angela OWEN (Calamvale)

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

Steve GRIFFITHS (Moorooka)

Charles STRUNK (Forest Lake)


	
	Queensland Greens Councillor (and Ward)

Jonathan SRI (The Gabba)

	
	Independent Councillor (and Ward)
Nicole JOHNSTON (Tennyson)


OPENING OF MEETING:

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

Are there any apologies today? 

Councillor RICHARDS.

APOLOGY:
772/2018-19
An apology was submitted on behalf of Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, and she was granted leave of absence from the meeting on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX.
Chair:
Any further apologies? 

Confirmation of minutes please.

MINUTES:

773/2018-19
The Minutes of the 4590 meeting of Council held on 21 May 2019, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Yes, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I just want to check, Mr Chairman—it’s my understanding that the bells are supposed to ring for two minutes to call people to Chambers. That did not occur so I’m just checking whether it’s your intention to do that going forward.

Chair:
Yes, we’re always going to use the bells to invite people to Council. Alright—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Yes.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
My question relates to the timeframe which has always been two minutes to call people to the Council meeting, and my question is—that did not occur just now and my question is is it your intention to ring the bells for two minutes at the start of Council?

Chair:
It’s my intention to ring the bells at the start of Council. We begin the Council meeting at 2pm. Alright, we have a—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Yes. Yes, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Can you please advise the Chamber why you’re deciding not to ring the bells for the standard two minutes any longer.

Chair:
We start the meeting at two o’clock. It was past two o’clock. We’ve begun the meeting.
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Glenys Cadman – Presenting a collection of artwork to celebrate and promote Brisbane
Chair:
Alright, we have a public participant today. Her name is Glenys Cadman and Glenys is going to be presenting a series of artworks and Billy’s going to be presenting that to us, so we’re going to allow a temporary display to show Ms Cadman’s work while she is presenting to us.


Ms Cadman you’ll be presenting today and you have five minutes. Now you can sit or stand, whatever your preference is, and Billy will just help you there.

Glenys Cadman:
Look I’m happy to stand if that’s okay.

Chair:
Just to the microphone, just make sure your red light’s on and begin when you’re ready.

Glenys Cadman:
Okay. Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR and Councillors, thank you for allowing me to speak. I’m not used to public speaking at all so this is a bit scary. Anyway, my name’s Glenys Cadman and I’m here today to present to you a cityscape of Brisbane that I believe could be used to promote Brisbane both nationally and internationally.


Brisbane is my adoptive city. I came here in the mid-70s from across the ditch and made Brisbane my home, but we haven’t always lived here. We’ve lived in all other parts of Queensland. We’ve lived and worked all over the world, but we still keep coming back to Brisbane, so we still love it.


We built a house out at Upper Brookfield 25 years ago and I’ve taught, we know, at Upper Brookfield School as well. Anyway, I’d been away about two years ago. I’d been in France for about three months and I came back. I was driving along Coro Drive one day and I looked at the city and I thought—I just couldn’t believe it. I just went; Brisbane has changed so much especially since I came here in the mid-70s.


I thought right—because I have worked as an artist for 10 years professionally, like a whole lot of other varied careers, so I thought I’m going to do a cityscape. Well I think I had one too many glasses of red wine or something and had no idea how long it was going to take. Two years and over 1,000 hours later, I finally finished it.


Anyway, all the buildings are architecturally accurate and they go right from down the bottom where there’s the little houses—just little Queensland cottages and everything, which when I first came to Brisbane I thought was so cute. I went oh god they’re so romantic and so different from anything I’d ever seen.


So it starts at the bottom with those and then goes up through all the different periods of architecture and history, all of Brisbane, right up to the very top. I put a crane in to show that it’s still growing and ferries down in the river and everything.


This is not the original obviously, this is a giclée print, so I brought it along to this meeting to show you and hopefully the Council may be interested in using it in some way to promote Brisbane.


Look I had notes there, but I just tossed them, so really that’s about it.

Chair:
Thank you Ms Cadman. 
Can I invite Councillor MATIC to respond please?

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

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and good afternoon Ms Cadman and thank you for your attendance. It’s lovely to see you again. I think you and I spoke in—
Glenys Cadman:
Yes, we did.

Councillor MATIC:
—it was about August 2017. You came to the ward office at that time—
Glenys Cadman:
We did.

Councillor MATIC:
—as you were starting this project and talking about the work you were doing. You showed me some initial sketches and one of the most impressive things about the work—obviously your artwork is outstanding, but that you were doing everything to scale. So everything that’s presented there is in the view of the eye and how everything is done. So I can understand that it’s taken you a significant amount of time to be able to finish this work.


Thank you so much for coming. As an Administration our LORD MAYOR and his team is very passionate about supporting the Arts within our community because we understand the importance of work that you as a creative person, as an artist, bring to our city; to be able to highlight our buildings, our structures, in such a beautiful and expressive way, to be able to express your own talent obviously and to be able to share it throughout our whole community.


Can I say to you that your attendance today has been very successful. You now have your very first sale. Our LORD MAYOR would be very pleased to have a copy if you like or an—yes, as large as you can make it as he would like to have it for his office. But that’s just an example of—we as a Council how we would love to be able to support the Arts.


There are opportunities within the organisation as well. We have a register of creatives that we work closely with to be able to give them opportunities to know about different types of grants and partnerships that we have. It would be great to be able to give you my card and we could have a conversation offline around opportunities where you can apply for certain grants to be able to have this published in whatever form you’d like; whether it’s individual posters—perhaps in a book, which would be a really impressive way to be able to share the wonder of our city.


But again, thank you again so much for coming. Love the opportunity to meet up with you again and we’ll catch up the time outside of the Chamber, and we’ll make arrangements with the LORD MAYOR’s office in due course to be able to collect this piece of work from you. Thank you very much for your attendance.

Glenys Cadman:
Thank you.

Chair:
Thank you Ms Cadman for coming in. It’s a remarkable piece. Thank you for taking your time.

Glenys Cadman:
Alright, thank you.

Chair:
Thank you Billy for helping out there too. 
QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
Alright. It’s now Question Time. 
Are there any questions of the LORD MAYOR or a Chair of any Standing Committee? 
Councillor TOOMEY.
Question 1

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, with Queensland Small Business Week upon us, this is an opportunity and time to focus on small businesses. Growing small business is important to us. It means a strong economy for Brisbane and more jobs for our city’s residents. Can you update the Chamber on how the SCHRINNER Administration is helping our local businesses grow and be productive in our local economy?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you Councillor TOOMEY for the question. You have correctly pointed out the importance of small business to our city, to our economy and to our community, because Queensland is home to more than 426,000 small businesses and they are defined as businesses employing less than 20 people. That represents 97% of businesses across the State of Queensland.


So as they say, small business is a big deal and it’s a big deal in Brisbane. I know it’s a big deal having grown up in a small business family and worked in that business all the way through my teenage years. I know that one thing about small business people is that you will not find anyone that works harder or contributes more.


The big challenge they’ve got is when it comes to finding out what’s available, in terms of support at different levels of government for them or from Council, they’re often very time-poor, and that is one of the reasons why we established the 24-hour small business and business hotline, 133BNE.


That has been a remarkable success. It’s a one-stop-shop for business that wants to interact with Council, wants questions—or has questions or queries about Council rules, regulations or about doing business with Council. We’ve received remarkable feedback from that initiative.


We also run a series of business forums across the city each year and they have also received remarkable feedback. They cover a whole range of topics from practical advice on growing their own small business, to advice on how to do business with Council and how to procure—how to be involved in our procurement processes.


That leads me to my next point because today I’d like to announce that this week, in Small Business Week, Council will be implementing changes to our procurement policy to make sure we improve the chances of local small business getting work with Council—chances of local small business being involved in Council contracts.


So going forward, I would like to see, and this Administration would like to see the vast majority of our procurement going to businesses in Queensland and in South East Queensland and in Brisbane. We’re setting a new target that 80% of our procurement spend will go back into Brisbane and South East Queensland.


This is a target that I believe is a sensible one. It is good for local business, but it is also good for the Brisbane community, because if small business does well, if our businesses here in Brisbane and South East Queensland do well, then our city’s economy does well, we create more jobs and there’s a brighter future for the residents of our city.


I’m also announcing today that for contracts of $250,000 or less, Council will preference quotes from local suppliers first, so those Brisbane quotes will be considered first. If no quotes are available from Brisbane, we will then source from wider and South East Queensland and in Queensland.


I’m also announcing today, that we will add a preference for local suppliers of up to 30% when it comes to the weighting of their tenders. So when we go forward and assess tenders, there will be an advantage of up to 30% in the equations that we use to preference local business. This will make sure that local business gets a really good opportunity to be part of Council’s procurement, to be part of delivering services and products and construction for the people of Brisbane, to benefit the people of Brisbane.


I know we have so many incredibly great businesses here and we want to see small businesses grow into medium-sized businesses and medium-sized businesses grow into big business. It all starts with small business and I can say today, that that initiative that we’re announcing today in terms of procurement is one of many initiatives we will be announcing in the Budget, which is a little over two weeks away, to support business in Brisbane.


I want to see this city be Australia’s most small business friendly city. We have so many great, fantastic, capable business people and it is so important for our local community. We should strive to be the most friendly city council in Australia when it comes to supporting small and medium-sized business. That’s going to happen under the Administration I lead, and this team is 100% focused on making sure that our business in Brisbane thrives through many different initiatives and support that we can provide as Australia’s largest city Council.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR your time has expired. 
Are there further questions? 
Councillor COOK.
Question 2
Councillor COOK:
Thank you. Mr Chair, my question is for the Chair of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee, Councillor MATIC. 
Councillor MATIC, the focus of this year’s World No Tobacco Day this Friday is tobacco and lung health. The campaign aims to increase awareness of the negative impact tobacco has on people’s lung health, from cancer to chronic respiratory disease. It also serves as a call to action.


City councils around the world have answered the call for effective policies to cut smoking. For example, it is illegal to smoke in New York City’s Times Square, Central Park, indeed in any of the city’s 1,700 parks.


Labor Councillors have advocated for many years for this LNP Administration to ban smoking in King George Square in direct response to concern from residents sick of being forced to inhale dangerous second-hand smoke.


In light of No Tobacco Day will you now support the call from Labor Councillors for a smoking ban in King George Square?

Chair:
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. I thank Councillor COOK for the question on an important topic. It is something that we should discuss broadly, Mr Chair, because it’s this Administration that took the proactive steps years ago under Campbell Newman to ban smoking in various sectors around the mall and the city that previously did not exist. It was this Administration that took that step and consulted with the community and then moved forward in introducing those bans.


Mr Chair, it’s this Administration that has worked collaboratively with the State Government and the Department of Health around those issues on an ongoing basis of moving forwards.


In being able to look at this issue, we have always tried to find the balance between those that smoke and those that do not; by being able to be a Council that is accessible and fair to all. We think that we’ve found that balance and continue to do so.


As a Council, we are very diligent on the issue of enforcing no smoking in banned areas. I have personally been out on patrols with Council officers at two and three o’clock in the morning down in the valley and in the mall where officers take a zero tolerance approach to smoking and to littering within those areas.


That’s what this Administration is about. Councillor COOK has raised an issue that we have addressed previously, if not in our community then in others, around the issue of smoking and the enforcement of it. I know that in the past there have been petitions for not only King George Square, but other areas around the city.


The important thing in the journey, Mr Chair, is the role that the State Government has and the Department of Health has in designating those areas, but also in the enforcement of them. It’s important to understand that they too have a role to play, and our role is to inform and to educate and to enforce within the areas that are prescribed.


But further steps need to be also done in conjunction with the State, and they sadly are lacking in this conversation. They, in typical step with the State Government, have pushed all the responsibility onto the Council when they should be actually stepping up because it is their role to do so. Smoking is a serious issue within our city. All of us are supportive of the controls and enforcement that we’ve put in place. We do not step back from that, but if Council—
Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yes, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Through you, Mr Chair, the question was very clear—will you now support a smoking ban in King George Square?

Chair:
I’m pretty sure that was the question being answered. 
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I am actually answering the question. The ALP is putting it on this Administration as if it is our responsibility, our sole responsibility, in this space.


I am clearly answering the question, in that the State Government has a fundamental role to play in this journey. On top of that also, is the question of balance between different users within our community. We have taken significant steps in regards to banning smoking within the mall. We take significant investment in the enforcement of those rules, so we do not step back from that. We are quite clearly out there, but the level of government that is missing in this conversation is the State Government.


I would call on Councillor COOK—if the ALP Opposition are serious on this issue and genuine on this issue, then they should speak to their colleagues in George Street. They should lobby their colleagues in George Street to bring upon this ban. They should legislate this.


So, Mr Chair, this is not a singular conversation. This is a conversation on many levels. So if Councillor COOK wants to come here and speak to us about this issue, I say to her point your attention down the street and make sure that they are also involved, because this is a conversation for all. This is a broader community conversation.


At the end of the day too, Mr Chair, again I say to you this: that there have to be opportunities provided for balance for all, and it is a constant—in a city that is growing, we always have to make sure that we try and find that balance. Is it perfect? No, but are we doing our job and doing it well? Yes, and we will continue to do that on this journey.


But Councillor COOK, again I say to you, it’s not just about this Chamber. It is about down the road and have that conversation with your colleagues down there, and then let’s see what they have to say about that.

Chair:
Any questions?

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

774/2018-19

At that juncture, Councillor Kara COOK moved, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That this Council acknowledge No Tobacco Day on 31 May 2019 and the negative impacts that tobacco has on people’s lung health from cancer to chronic respiratory disease, and that it commits to taking urgent action to ban smoking in King George Square.
Chair:
Councillor COOK three minutes to urgency please and I see Billy has a written version of that so please begin.
Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. As we have heard, this Friday marks No Tobacco Day. In this place there have been multiple attempts by Labor Councillors, and more importantly by the people of Brisbane, to have this LNP Administration take the issue of smoking in the CBD seriously.


Our calls have fallen on deaf ears, Mr Chair. In the past, we have been accused of trying to implement a nanny State, that we are taking a knee-jerk reaction, fear mongering and lies from the LNP to detract from the very serious and urgent issue before us today. We all know the impacts of smoking and that there is no safe level of cigarette smoke inhalation. That has also been conceded by Councillor MATIC today. 


King George Square has been previously called the ashtray of the CBD. We know that smoking has already been banned in certain parts of King George Square, but there is yet continued resistance to a full ban by this LNP Administration.


Mr Chair, this is urgent because every day in this city, people continue to die from lung cancer and second-hand smoke inhalation. Mr Chair, my grandfather was one of those people so I know firsthand the experience of losing a loved‑one to lung cancer and it is not something that I would wish on anyone for themselves or those they care about.


Tobacco smoking remains the leading preventable cause of death and disease in Australia. It claims the lives of 15,500 Australians every year. Second-hand or passive smoke inhalation causes early death and health problems in children and adults who do not smoke. A smoke-free environment is the only way to fully protect non-smokers from dangers of second-hand smoke.


This is urgent, Mr Chair, because as a Council we have travelled a path of actively encouraging the use of King George Square as the people’s place, which of course we should. It is a public square, one of only a couple in the CBD. There is a constant stream every week of events, markets, food trucks, ice‑skating, Christmas light shows to name a few. This of course draws crowds of families and children. Again of course we support this.


Mr Chair, we have a duty of care to ensure that King George Square is safe for our residents and visitors to comfortably enjoy without the risk of second-hand smoke exposure. Today we have the opportunity to make a change for the better. Today we are calling on this LNP Administration to do the right thing in light of No Tobacco Day this Friday and take urgent steps to ban smoking in King George Square.

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

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

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

NOES: 18 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.

Chair:
We’re going to recommence Question Time—
Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order. 

Chair:
Thirty-three minutes to go. 
Councillor WYNDHAM.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Excuse me, Councillor CASSIDY. Point of order to you Councillor CASSIDY.

775/2018-19

At that juncture, Councillor Jared CASSIDY moved, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That this Council condemns the LNP Administration’s record of selling out local businesses through procurement. 
Chair:
Three minutes to urgency please, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. We have just heard some hollow words from the hollow man himself, Councillor SCHRINNER—get up here and say oh we’re here, we’re going to back Brisbane businesses, but we know the record. We know the real record of this LNP Administration here in Brisbane, and they should hang their heads in shame. This is urgent today because they can’t get away with rewriting the real history of procurement in this city.


When you take out, Mr Chair, the very large contracts, particularly the Kingsford Smith Drive contract or the SUEZ waste contract which went to businesses and companies, of course that are not Brisbane or SEQ-based (South East Queensland), at best this Administration does business and when it comes to procurement through our contracts, I think 10% of that business is done with Brisbane or SEQ-based businesses supporting local jobs and local businesses. Sorry, Mr Chair, that includes those big contracts.


When you take them out, that figure is 2.3%. So 2.3% of all contracts that this Council has entered into with any supplier is done with a business that is not based in Brisbane—
Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY just to urgency please that feels very substantive. Sorry, just to urgency why we want to deal with it today.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. It is urgent today because this LORD MAYOR—this unelected LORD MAYOR—is getting up in this Chamber and somehow claiming that this Administration has a leg to stand on when it comes to supporting local businesses. We know that 2.3% of contracts over the last three years, in this place, have gone to businesses that are either headquartered or based in Brisbane and support local industry here in Brisbane.


So this Administration can talk all it likes about supporting local businesses but when the rubber hits the road, when contracts are signed by this LNP Administration, we know that 97% of those go to interstate companies or international companies. This LORD MAYOR can’t get away with spreading fake news, Mr Chair, in this place.

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

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

AYES: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, and Charles STRUNK.
NOES: 18 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.

ABSTENTIONS: 2 -
Councillors Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.
Chair:
As I was saying earlier, we will recommence Question Time with 33 minutes to go. 
Councillor WYNDHAM, your question please.
Question 3

Councillor WYNDHAM:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to ask the question of Councillor ADAMS who is the Chair of Public and Active Transport and Economic Development. Councillor ADAMS, DEPUTY MAYOR, this week is Small Business Week and Brisbane City Council is already assisting our small businesses in a number of ways. Can you outline the support services Council has available and how they contribute to our local economy?

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you Councillor WYNDHAM for the question. It is a very topical question to talk about our support for small business. Not because it is just the week marking the start of Queensland’s Small Business Week, but now I have the opportunity to actually talk about the real record. Not the confected outrage we just heard from Councillor CASSIDY on the pre-prepared motion that got blown out of the water when Councillor SCHRINNER extended our support for local business in Brisbane and South East Queensland.


I’m not sure where they got their statistics from—through you, Mr Chair—but this Council’s track record—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Answers will be heard in silence. 
Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
—in small business scene continues to kick goals with the industry when we are enabling our economy to grow through a number of different programs that we run. But let’s have a look at procurement in particular.


Procurement—we have gone out of way to make sure that we have a $4 million commitment to social enterprise, and I can assure you social enterprises are not travelling around the country to provide opportunities for where they work. They are local businesses that are providing social enterprise procurement at well over $4 million. Actually, we’ve been over the last couple of financial years as well.


What about the percentage spend with South East Queensland suppliers, because it’s important to remember here that we are a Brisbane local government area, but we are not defined by boundaries when it comes to our local groups and our local businesses that supply to this Council.


The reality is in the last two financial years we have spent 68.5% with South East Queensland suppliers, 67.19% last financial year and this year to date in April—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence please. 
Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. They don’t like the real record. It does not fit their mantra, it does not fit their spin and I’m interested to hear that they love the Donald Trump line of fake news. This is the real record. To April this day—if I could be heard in silence, if they want to hear the real record—
Chair:
I agree with you Councillor ADAMS. 
Please allow Councillor ADAMS to answer the question in silence.

Councillor ADAMS:
The spend to year to date to April was 76.29% on South East Queensland businesses. As I explained—I’ll take the interjection from Councillor GRIFFITHS with oh, South East Queensland—South East Queensland is Logan, it is Moreton Bay. They are very close to our boundaries, but what is the reality when you have a business based in the South East Queensland corner? Where do you think they get the people that do the contracts from? 


Probably not from New Zealand, Councillor MARX—through you—local workers, local contractors, local business who are then subcontracted to the 76.29% of South East Queensland businesses that we support through the procurement process in Brisbane City Council.


This is a Council that is committed to making sure that we show the confidence in our small businesses so they can go out and show the world the confidence and make sure we enable them to grow.


We have seen incredible growth in Brisbane in the past 10 years and it’s clear that our focus and our policies relating to business engagement and promotion are working. The LORD MAYOR talked about the Business Hotline. The Business Hotline has now currently got 30,000 calls each year and the demand for that advice continues to grow.


We have our social procurement that I mentioned and our commitment to that. We have our strategic procurement forums. We are out there on the ground, four times a year, talking to people to make it easier for them to do business with us and see the opportunities to do business with us.


I mentioned last year, the LORD MAYOR’s Business Awards. We have got the Asia Pacific City Summit, where we are bringing the cities of Asia to Brisbane, so our local businesses can expand their networks and their opportunities as well.


Of course out on the ground in our local areas with our local business partnership initiatives where we work with those local chambers of commerce to support them on what they specifically need in their local areas as well.


Because of these initiatives we have got a friendly business culture and we will continue to work with them. With the announcement of the LORD MAYOR here today on our procurement policy, we recommit to strengthening the business community and the Brisbane of tomorrow is going to be better than then Brisbane of today.

Chair:
Further questions? 
Councillor COOK.
Question 4

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, each May Queensland marks Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Month to raise community awareness and send a clear message that violence of this sort will not be tolerated.


The special taskforce on domestic and family violence in Queensland in its Not Now, Not Ever report recommended individuals, community groups and the public and private sectors work together to help prevent domestic and family violence and support those affected. This means that local government and Brisbane City Council has a key role to play.


Brisbane City Council has recently partnered with the Red Rose Foundation to install red benches in each Council ward as a permanent reminder of domestic violence within our communities. This is an important first step, but Labor Councillors believe much more needs to be done.


Can you please detail your Brisbane City Council’s plan to stop domestic and family violence against women in this city?

Chair:
Councillor SCHRINNER, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you Councillor COOK for the question and I am glad that Councillor COOK mentioned the Red Roses and the 56 Roses initiative that’s underway at the moment. In fact, I wrote out to all local Councillors encouraging them to support that initiative, and there’s been some great interest across the city in making sure that we do those things.


Councillors would also recall that we’ve partnered in the past with many organisations when it comes to supporting the organisations that support families going through domestic violence situations. It was the Zonta Club that had the orange cut-outs. That was initiated actually in your ward by one of your local Zonta Clubs and we’ve rolled it out across the city at different ferry terminals. There were initiatives here in City Hall, in Council libraries and we always want to do more to support the organisations that are doing the groundwork here. I think the best thing that we can do as an organisation is to support those organisations at the frontline and at the forefront.


Just recently, we had a presentation of grants for the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Trust and many of those organisations receiving cash grants from the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Trust were associated with domestic and family violence and supporting the victims of domestic violence.


So we will continue to make sure that we do our part as a community. We’ve all got a responsibility to do our part when it comes to stamping out domestic and family violence. There is no doubt about that, but no one organisation has all the answers and that’s why, as I said, our approach has been to help and support those organisations that are really there at the frontline, at the forefront and we will absolutely continue to do that.


I have no doubt that there is more that we are doing that is not at the forefront of my mind right now and I’m happy to provide more information on Council initiatives in terms of this really critical issue in our community, but certainly this is not a party-political matter. This is not a Council-only matter. This is a whole of community matter that needs to be addressed in partnership, in cooperation and also in the spirit—
Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—of bipartisanship as well.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. The question was can you please detail your Brisbane City Council’s plan to stop domestic and family violence against women in this city. I think the answer is there is no plan but if the LORD MAYOR could just—
Chair:
Well I mean that’s a value statement. I think the LORD MAYOR can answer the question for himself rather than having you answer it for him.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you. Thank you. If he could that would be good. Thank you.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please to the question at hand.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. It’s quite clear that Councillor COOK wasn’t listening to the answer because as I quite clearly said, no one government, no one organisation, can solve this societal-wide problem. It requires a combined effort across all levels of government, across different community organisations, and our organisation is lifting and doing its part when it comes to making sure that we support the people that need it on the ground.


Even when it comes to our own staff that are going through situations like this there is special leave enshrined in Council’s EBA that relates to supporting our employees in these types of situations and helping them through it, and also making sure they’ve got the support that they need during these times.


I would say that Councillor COOK, it is something that we all support and your question would indicate that this is some kind of political issue. Your question would indicate that it is only the Administration’s responsibility to address this issue, because I’d like to hear your plan Councillor COOK. If you somehow have some kind of plan that will solve the problem why don’t you put it forward rather than trying to score some political points on this issue, because I don’t really think that this is an appropriate issue to do that on.


By all means, when it comes to the type of issues that Council is solely responsible for, yes, you can have a crack. I know that Labor Councillors always try to take the opportunity to do that, but when it comes to what is a complex societal issue that requires a multilevel of government response, a multiagency response, then to overly simplify the problem in the way that you have attempted to do is not particularly helpful and certainly not in the spirit of cooperation and collaboration that is required to deal with these issues in a sensible kind of manner.


So I’d simply say that. Councillor COOK if you have suggestions by all means put them forward. Don’t try and score political points. Don’t try and make this a political issue because it is not. I think that people—
Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—will look very dimly—
Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

LORD MAYOR:
—on any efforts to do so.

Councillor COOK:
I take offence to those comments and ask that the LORD MAYOR withdraw them, given that I am someone who has devoted their entire life to—
Chair:
I will ask him on your behalf.

Councillor COOK:
—combating domestic and family violence.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, would you withdraw those comments?
LORD MAYOR:
Look I’m not specifically sure what comments that Councillor COOK took offence to. I was simply posing some questions to her about the approach on this issue. I know when it comes to Councillors that want to achieve positive change there are positive and constructive ways to do that. By getting up in Council Question Time and trying to score a few political points is not one of those kind of issues—is not one of those approaches.


So I’m simply saying there’s a way to do things and if you truly want to be collaborative and get the best outcome, then I don’t believe that this approach—
Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
—is necessarily the way to achieve that.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR your time has expired. 
Councillor—
Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you Councillor COOK.
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At that juncture, Councillor Kara COOK moved, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That this Council condemns all forms of domestic and family violence in our community and creates a Brisbane City Council domestic and family violence prevention strategy. 
Chair:
Councillor COOK, three minutes to urgency please. Please focus on the urgency available in the substance of the motion. Thank you.
Councillor COOK:
Thank you. Thank you, Mr Chair. As you have heard, May marks Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Month in Queensland. Family domestic and sexual violence is a major health and welfare issue. It occurs across all ages and all socioeconomic and demographic groups, but predominantly affects women and children.


Mr Chair, this is urgent today because you have just heard this LORD MAYOR has no plan. He wants to talk about there’s more to be done, that we need to take a collaborative approach; that he has—that no one level of government has all of the responsibility; that it’s a combined effort. That is exactly what we are asking for with this motion today.


This is urgent because he has no plan where on average one woman a week in this country is murdered as a result of domestic and family violence.


Mr Chair, this is urgent because since the age of 15 in this country one in six women have experienced physical and/or sexual violence by a current or previous partner, and one in four women have experienced emotional abuse by a current or previous partner.


Mr Chair, we also know that some groups of people are at greater risk of family domestic and sexual violence, particularly Indigenous women, young women, pregnant women, women separating from their partners and women with disability.


Family and domestic violence is a leading cause of homelessness for women and children. In 2016-17 about 72,000 women, 34,000 children and 9,000 men seeking homelessness services reported that family and domestic violence caused or contributed to their homelessness.


As a Council, the largest city Council in this country, we are uniquely placed to not only raise awareness of domestic and family violence in our city, but to deliver tangible services and support. This requires planning; it requires urgent action to develop a strategy for the prevention of violence against women in this city.


Brisbane City Council plays a significant role in creating safe public environments, developing community facilities, working in partnership with housing providers to provide affordable accommodation, and providing health and community services.


As a direct result of this, we are well-placed to take an active role in preventing men’s violence against women. We can drive and embed positive cultural change through our role as a capital city, as well as influence appropriate attitudes and behaviours towards women.



We also have the ability to demonstrate leadership in resourcing and coordinating strategies with our partners across a spectrum of services and settings including with the State and Federal Governments.


Mr Chair, there is precedent for such strategies. This Council has a youth strategy, a homeless strategy, senior strategy and other cities like the City of Melbourne and Mackay Regional Council are leading the way in this country. Not the largest city council in this country.


If this LNP Administration truly wants the Brisbane of tomorrow to be better than the Brisbane of today, they will support this motion.

Chair:
Councillor COOK your time has expired.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you.

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

Chair:
Councillor COOK I’m going to need your motion in writing please and could you please repeat it in full and move it again for me. You need to turn your mic on for me and then can you move the motion in total again right now.

777/2018-19
At that juncture, Councillor Kara COOK moved, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS—
That this Council condemns all forms of domestic and family violence in our community and creates a Brisbane City Council domestic and family violence prevention strategy. 
Chair:
I believe a written version of the motion’s being distributed to all Councillors now and Councillor COOK please to the motion.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. As I have said, May does mark Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Month in the State of Queensland, and I think the debate or the discussion today—I appreciate the other side of the Chamber’s support in this motion today.


We know that, as I have said, one woman a week in this country is murdered as a result of domestic and family violence. We know that this Council has taken steps to raise awareness around domestic and family violence through initiatives such as the Red Rose Foundation Red Bench project; through some of their homelessness partnerships with organisations like the Brisbane Housing Company. We know that there has been steps towards paid domestic violence leave for Council employees and all of those steps are supported by the Labor Councillors in this place.


However, what we have lacked in this place is a coordinated response to domestic and family violence. We know that both the State and Federal Governments have a role to play in eliminating violence in our communities. We know that the LORD MAYOR, as he has rightly identified the Charitable Trust, has donated funds to a variety of domestic violence support services, but what we want to see is a whole-of-Council approach to this issue across all areas of Council, and a strategy like the one that is proposed in this motion will allow for that to occur.


As I have said, Brisbane City’s vision enables a range of strategies around homelessness which also, as I’ve said, is a leading cause of—domestic violence I’m sorry—is a leading cause of homelessness in this city.


We need to take those strategies, the youth strategy as well—again youth are and our children are directly impacted by domestic and family violence. So this implementation of a strategy to prevent domestic and family violence in this city will be a positive step forward for us and it will something that I hope has bipartisan support; that I hope we can work with our State and Federal colleagues to ensure that we are as effective as possible, and that we are leading the way in this city for the future which is one that is free from violence.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Well of course Council and this side of the Chamber is supportive of this motion. Of course we are and any attempts to suggest that we’re not would be pure political game playing as I alluded to before.


The reality is we all want to see this problem stamped out in our community and I think every person in this Chamber, every individual in this Chamber, would share that desire. We’re all human and we all want to see this as a problem that is reducing to nothing in our community.


Now as I mentioned before, there’s many things that Council does and a big part of that is supporting the organisations that are at the frontline and we want to continue that. Are there any gaps in what we are doing at the moment? We’re open to that and we’re certainly willing to help and put together a strategy that’s based on collaboration, that’s based on identifying the issues that we can have a control and influence over.


That is important for all levels of government to do, so whether it’s Council, whether it’s targeted specifically at our workforce, whether it’s targeted at the organisations that we interact with. There’s more that we can do and so we are supporting this motion, and we’d like to see it going forward and we’d like to ask for an assurance from the Opposition that they don’t seek to politicise this matter, because it is completely inappropriate that that would be the case. 


This is not about us and them. This is not about two sides of the Chamber. This is about us working together cooperatively to deal with a societal problem. It’s about us identifying the things that we can influence and control as a Council and moving forward cooperatively.


So we are absolutely happy to support that as a Council. As I said, there’s a lot that we already do together. Is there a document in one place that points to it all? Not yet. We’re happy to put that together, we’re happy to identify the gaps and we’re happy to continue to improve what this organisation does in our community to help address the societal problem of domestic and family violence.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. I rise to support the motion put forward by Councillor COOK and the ALP and I thank them for being proactive. I also thank the LORD MAYOR for allowing the debate to happen today as well.


It is a good thing that we discuss issues of importance particularly when, as a community we are focusing on them to raise awareness and look at our own policy initiatives as to what we can do.


I am not an expert in this field like Councillor COOK is, but over the past 11 years I’ve got to know the Women’s Legal Service (WLS) at Annerley very well. I know what an important role they play in our community in helping women who are experiencing family and domestic violence and family breakdown.


They perform an extraordinary service but they are struggling every single year for enough funding to answer all the calls. They take about 15,000 calls or receive about 15,000 calls a year, of which they can only answer half. So half of the calls to the Women’s Legal Service helpline go unanswered.


Now they do get some grant money occasionally from Brisbane City Council. They get some from the State and they do get some from the Federal Government but they also rely very much on fundraising, on donations from major corporate partners, mainly law firms and also charitable partners like the Freemasons here in Queensland.


The demand for their services is increasing by two to three per cent every single year. There are huge issues that follow with the people who call in. One in four of the women is at risk of homelessness and that usually includes their children which is a real issue with family violence. One of the big issues, I think, is that it is usually the person who is experiencing the violence that has to leave the home and the perpetrator remains in the home.


I did note—and I don’t know how it’s going to go, but I did note that the Victorian State Government was looking at a new strategy for removing the perpetrator from the home and allowing the victim to stay in the home with their children. I’m not quite sure how that’s going to roll out but that’s an initiative that they announced—I saw in the news a few months ago. 


But we have women who have massive financial problems. For example, almost half the women who call the Women’s Legal Service have a very low or no income so they’re unable to support themselves. A lot of them have fears about violence and safety and it’s a huge issue in terms of where do they go, how do they support themselves, what do they do with their children, and these are all things, I think, that we need to think about as a Brisbane community.


I have enormous respect for the work that they do in this place and I would suggest that a core part of this strategy of our Council should ensure that every single call to the Women’s Legal Service goes answered. That every single woman who rings up for free assistance advice and support gets their call answered and gets a referral to get the help they need.


I think that should be our number one objective about what we want to do. That would be a great first start. So that just gets those women who have come to the point in their lives where they realise they need help—they have somewhere to go and they know that there will be someone there to answer the phone.


Then the way the WLS works is you often come in and have a face-to-face meeting with a solicitor. You then get referred to different support organisations. I have enormous confidence in them and I know there are other agencies out there like them, but they’re the one I deal with and they have a State-wide service they’ve expanded into regional parts of Queensland as well. Our city should and could support them with a secure line of funding to make sure every single call to their call centre goes answered and no woman is left without advice and support.


I also think that we can support organisations like Friends with Dignity who are obviously providing a very beautiful service to people who are experiencing family breakdown. For those who don’t know, they set up homes for families with nowhere to go. It’s all donated. 


They’ll get a referral from an agency to say we have a family that’s had to flee their home, we’ve got nowhere to put them and Friends with Dignity goes about sourcing bedding, clothing, household crockery and puts together a welcoming environment for these mainly families who have been displaced from their homes. 


They do a wonderful job as well and I am sure that individual councillors will support their activities and it may be Council’s provided some one-off grants, but the problem with the one-off grants is they don’t go far enough to allowing continuity of service and continuity of support. 


So I think that that is the second thing that I would suggest that we need to look at core funding in our budget for organisations like Friends with Dignity and perhaps others so that when people do have to flee they can go somewhere safe, where their family is comfortable and where they can start their lives again.


The third thing, I think, we probably need to do, which is more Councillor SRI’s territory than mine—but I would think that through the Brisbane Housing Corporation, this might be an opportunity for us to partner to look at some housing strategies for women fleeing domestic violence and making sure that we use those resources that we have within Council to make sure that they have places to go.


Now that might be we partner with Friends with Dignity to help deliver some of those services. It might be we fund Brisbane Housing Corporation to deliver specifically some facilities in this area. There are so many great organisations out there that our Council could choose to support. 


I know that we do well in our workplace in supporting our workers and I commend the former Lord Mayor and this LORD MAYOR and our Council organisation for all of that, but it is clear to me that we can do a few simple things here that can help women find their way forward in our community. To help their children find safety and balance and feel secure in their lives as well. 


You know it’s about restoring people’s confidence, hope in the future and their dignity. We can start absolutely step one is let’s fund the Women’s Legal Service to deliver more of their brilliant advice, support and advocacy so that we can get women who are experiencing family and domestic violence out of that situation and starting their lives again. 


I commend Councillor COOK and the Labor party for bringing this motion forward. I am very pleased we’re having a debate about it today and that we get to put our ideas forward to the LORD MAYOR. I hope he’s listened. I’ve made three very practical suggestions and I hope that’s enough to get started. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I also rise to speak on this motion and I want to thank all Councillors in this place for making time for this important conversation. I want to support and echo the comments that Councillor COOK and Councillor JOHNSTON have just made and also thank the LORD MAYOR for attempting to engage with this issue meaningfully and in a cross-partisan manner.


I just want to flesh out those comments around housing because I think this is a really important link that often goes overlooked when we’re talking about domestic violence. If you talk to the call centre workers who work in the Brisbane Domestic Violence Service and ask them what are the top priorities or what are the main barriers at the moment for you in helping and assisting women and families who are surviving and experiencing domestic violence, the lack of crisis accommodation, the lack of shelters and affordable housing options is consistently raised as the number one problem.


So too often in this city, people who are experiencing domestic violence stay with an abusive partner or remain in a violent situation because they can’t afford to move out, because they can’t afford anywhere else to go to. Now I’m emphasising this point because this is an area that Council actually has a lot of policy levers available to meaningfully improve the supply of crisis accommodation and affordable housing for people experiencing this stuff.


Now I want to just briefly acknowledge and thank Councillor MATIC and his team because they are currently in negotiations with Women’s House and BRISSC (Brisbane Rape and Incest Survivors Support Centre) to make a Council owned community facility in East Brisbane available as a bit of a drop-in service and community centre. I think that’s really positive, but that’s just one small facility and what we really need is the accommodation itself. We need rooms furnished supported where women, where anyone experiencing domestic violence can go to in times of crisis. 


Currently, those shelters are completely full. There are long waiting lists. Women are being turned away. Children are being turned away and that’s the gap that needs addressing. I’m always a little bit sceptical and cynical of strategies because they say a lot of stuff, but don’t actually allocate any meaningful funding towards necessary projects. This is the place where targeted funding and support from this Administration would be best directed is towards increasing the supply of crisis accommodation and supported accommodation for people experiencing domestic and family violence. 


There’s a particular gap at the moment for women with teenage boys, with children who identify as male, where if the child is over 12 or 13, many women’s shelters will not take the woman and her children. So the woman has to choose between do I go into that domestic violence shelter and leave my teenage son behind or do I stay in an abusive relationship because the way those shelters are set up is to be women only spaces. 


So there’s a particular gap there for women with teenage boys who are experiencing domestic violence, but there’s just in general a chronic shortage of affordable accommodation and crisis accommodation. I understand that Logan City Council and other councils in our region are already doing a lot more in this space. 


One of the problems that Logan face when grappling with this situation was that they couldn’t use or they understood they couldn’t use ratepayer funds towards providing affordable accommodation. So instead they used the Logan Investment Corporation as a mechanism to deliver that crisis accommodation. I believe Logan City Council also used land that they owned and put that towards shelters. 


The same thing could easily be done by Brisbane City Council here in Brisbane. We have a number of sites in the inner city which I’m happy to draw the LORD MAYOR’s attention to which Council owns which are already owned by Council, they’re under-utilised bitumen sitting empty or just being used part‑time as carparks. These sites could be dedicated towards the construction of dedicated affordable housing crisis accommodation services with funding from the Brisbane City Council’s Investment Corporation and other channels. 


So we have the land, we have the money. Currently in Brisbane only around 0.03% of this Council’s annual budget is allocated towards supporting people experiencing homelessness and house insecurity. I’ll say that figure again, 0.03% of our annual budget is spent on addressing homelessness—0.03% out of a $3 billion budget. 


So surely somewhere in that $3 billion budget we can find a bit more money to put towards the provision of crisis accommodation and supported affordable accommodation options for people experiencing and surviving domestic violence. That is the number one gap. That’s where Council should be directing its attention and I think it would be a woeful error if this Council developed a strategy that left out that important connection between homelessness and domestic violence.

Chair:
Further contributions?

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I want to thank the Chamber for allowing this to come to a full debate in this place because this is a very important issue for us to talk about, particularly at the moment, in this week where we should be having a keen focus on this issue. I say to the LORD MAYOR and we make this commitment on this side of the Chamber that this is an issue that transcends party politics. 


It is also an issue that transcends different levels of government. So it isn’t an issue that can be tackled by the Federal Government or the State Government or Council on their own or any of those agencies within Council or State Government or the Federal Government. We know statistics are pretty sobering when it comes to this and they’re more than just numbers and statistics. We’re talking about people’s lives here.


According to White Ribbon, on average, on woman a week is murdered by her current or former partner. One in four women have experienced emotional abuse by a current or former partner since the age of 15. One in five women have experienced sexual violence since the age of 15 and 85% of Australian women have been sexually harassed. One in four women say they have been sexually harassed while at work. 


Police attend an incident every two minutes, every two minutes. That’s not just time we’re talking about here, that is someone’s life, we’re talking about every two minutes. We know and we talk to the police and we talk to law enforcement agencies that you can’t police your way out of this crisis. 


We need to do everything we can as a community out there in our communities as a Council working with all of those agencies, working at cross levels of government to develop and I’m genuinely really pleased to know that with the support of the Chamber here today we will be creating a Brisbane City Council Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Strategy. Incorporating all of those great things that Council already does as Councillor COOK has outlined, but also through that process we hope in identifying what more we can do as an organisation for our almost 10,000 employees here.


As an organisation, the largest Council in Australia which has such an incredible amount of connection not just through its elected Councillors, but all throughout Council bureaucracy into the community we need to capture all of the ideas and experiences right across Brisbane to be included in this strategy. Some of those have already been touched on. 


I’m sure Councillor COOK will in her summing up come up with some more strategies as well right now. Councillor JOHNSTON and Councillor SRI have already talked about some of them and as Councillor COOK mentioned, one of the leading causes of homelessness amongst women is domestic and family violence. 


Councillor JOHNSTON mentioned Brisbane House Company and I’ve recently met with Brisbane Housing Company and talked about some of these issues. Their waiting lists are far exceeding the supply that they have and a very large proportion of people are waiting to get into that accommodation whether that is at a crisis point in their lives or trying to rebuild their lives—women and women with children who are fleeing family and domestic violence. 


So we can both within the organisation here, out through our partnering organisations right around Brisbane and at other levels of government, I think, make an enormous contribution and add to the great work that Council already does in this space.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Listen, I rise to speak on this motion and I thank Councillor COOK for bringing this to the caucus and then proceeding with this motion because I think it’s a really important issue within the community. It’s something that in my community, the community of not just the Forest Lake Ward but the community surrounding that ward, have been dealing with and have been strategising and putting things in place for a number of years now. 


We hold a candlelight vigil every year and that keeps growing and growing. Some of the stories that come out of that candlelight vigil, there’s usually one or two speakers that have actually been impacted by domestic and family violence and some of those stories were just really quite upsetting to actually listen to them. I thought—as I said in one of my speeches during one of those candlelight vigils, I was blessed to grow up with a family that didn’t have that sort of issue, but you don’t really understand what the impact of that can be until you hear some of these stories. 


Anything we can do, this Council can do, to help improve the lives of people being impacted in this area will be I’m sure greatly appreciated by those families. The Administration has, as has been said before, the Administration does have those levers to set out and develop a plan and it certainly will be forwarding our ideas in this area. I just thank the Administration for taking on board this motion and supporting it. It’s very important in my community as it is in all the other communities around Australia. So thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further contributions?

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, Mr Chairman. I thought someone from the other side might get up and speak, but that hasn’t happened yet. I rise in support of this motion for the development by Brisbane City of a Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Strategy and I congratulate Councillor COOK on taking the lead with this today.


We used to as a city, be a very progressive city in terms of not only looking after the development of infrastructure, but also looking after social development as well. We used to take great pride in the fact that as Australia’s largest Council, we worked with our partners at State and Federal level in ensuring that the benefit we have in being closer to the people was a benefit that we shared with them in the development of such strategies.


So this is good that the Administration is considering or at least listening to the fact that we need this strategy and certainly fitting because today we heard that the LORD MAYOR said that we’re going to be changing and doing things better for business, well we need to be changing and doing things better for families and women that are affected by domestic violence. 


Just seeing what else is being done around the country, I notice that in Victoria they had a Royal Commission into Family Violence down there. One of the key recommendations out of that was that the role of local government is critical in implementing and working towards change to prevent violence against women and to embed gender equity and respect into local communities. That strategy actually requires all local governments in Victoria to participate in that strategy.


It recognises in Melbourne, or Victoria, it recognises that councils work across all stages of life and that we have the opportunity to engage people very strongly. We have the ability to take leadership and to do community engagement and in my community one of the issues that I hear regularly.


In fact, on the weekend I was at an event that Councillor OWEN was also at, where I was speaking to community services in one of—where they were engaging in a local park where they were telling me that there are significant issues with family and domestic violence in that part of the city. It particularly impacted people from non-English speaking backgrounds. 


So this strategy is an opportunity for us to do good work with our State and Federal counterparts as well as with the community in getting a better outcome for our residents. I hope that this strategy is taken seriously and that the Administration steps forward to develop a strategy that’s not only full of words but full of action as well. Thank you.

Chair:
Further contributions?

Councillor COOK, please.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I just want to thank the LORD MAYOR, the LNP Councillors, Councillor SRI, Councillor JOHNSTON and my Labor colleagues for their support and contribution today to this motion. I also just want to thank all of the domestic violence support services in Brisbane and frontline workers in this space for their hard work and dedication. 


Councillor JOHNSTON pointed out the Women’s Legal Service of which I was the former principal solicitor so thank you for acknowledging them and the work that they do. We have so many wonderful organisations in this city and the work that they do is incredible and often on limited funding. They include organisations like Friends with Dignity, Beyond DV, Brisbane Domestic Violence Service, Micah Projects, Women’s House, BRISSC and a range of others—Open Haven in my local area, I should mention them as well.


They work incredibly hard every day in this space and it often—they do it without thanks, so I acknowledge them as well today. As the LORD MAYOR has said, he doesn’t want this to be about politics and that is correct. We need to take the politics out of this debate, that is not what this is about. I hope today that we have shown that this is one of the issues that we can show true bipartisan support on and we can get together and actually identify where possible gaps are and what more we can do through this strategy. 


LORD MAYOR, through you, Chair, I would say that of course I have a special interest in this space and would value the opportunity to contribute in any way that I can and as well with Councillor MATIC to this strategy. I would also suggest that it may be worthwhile to have an advisory panel advising this city on the best way forward. 


Of course, that should include a variety of experts from a variety of fields as Councillor SRI has pointed out housing is a critical issue and one that Brisbane City Council can play a critical role. So experts in that space, legal services of course, frontline domestic violence services as well as social work and other associated fields to help us develop this strategy because the LORD MAYOR has correctly also pointed out that we don’t hold all the answers. We need to take a coordinated approach to this issue and I think this is a wonderful step in that direction.


Finally, Mr Chair, I think it would be remiss of us not to acknowledge all of the women and children in this city who are currently experiencing domestic violence today and who are survivors of domestic and family violence. Through this strategy, I hope, that we will seek to ensure that they are at the centre of this strategy and at the centre of everything we do moving forward. Thank you.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor COOK. 
I will now put the resolution. 
The Chair submitted the motion to the Chamber and it 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: 25 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, Norm WYNDHAM, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.
Chair:
Further questions?
Councillor CUNNINGHAM.
Question 5

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
My question is to the Chair of the City Planning Committee, Councillor BOURKE. Councillor BOURKE, Council’s successful City of Lights program has seen dozens of fig trees, light boxes, street artworks and building assets illuminated across Brisbane. Are there any plans for further projects to be completed under the City of Lights?

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chairman. I thank Councillor CUNNINGHAM for her first question in this place and about a fantastic and important project that this Administration has implemented as undertaking which is the City of Lights project. Of course, we want to make Brisbane a new world city. We want to create more to see and do for the residents who live here and for those visitors who come to our city. One way we can do that is by supporting businesses, supporting shopping precincts and highlighting some of the fantastic trees and other spaces that we have right across our city. 


We have been doing that and delivering it through the City of Lights program and there’s a number of projects that Councillors would know of right across the city and residents would know of right across the city whether it’s the fig tree that has been lit up down in Captain Burke Park, the other trees that have been lit up at the end of the Goodwill Bridge next to QUT, Pope’s Fig down at Creek Street. There’s a range of these sites right across the city that have been lit up and highlight the fantastic features of some of our trees and other assets as well. 


We continue to deliver on this program as part of this year’s budget, Councillor CUNNINGHAM. So this year we are getting on with the job and making sure that we’re supporting businesses with creative lighting grants but also with our own projects that are being delivered. So we’ve partnered with the Calile Hotel in James Street, the Lord Alfred Hotel in Petrie Terrace and also Eden Lane to deliver stunning lighting displays to show off the best architectural features of these buildings and prominent buildings in some of the great night time dining precincts of our city. 


On top of that, we’ve worked collaboratively with the traders in Racecourse Road and Councillor McLACHLAN who’s been a great champion and advocate for the traders down there as well as the newly re-elected Federal Member for Brisbane, Trevor Evans, to work with them and funding sought from the Federal Government to upgrade and light some of the assets along Racecourse Road—another fantastic local shopping precinct in our city.


On top of that, we’re currently undertaking work at Moorlands Park in Toowong to highlight and light the fig tree on the corner there which is the gateway side onto Land Street and a key access point for the western suburbs of Brisbane. We are also undertaking lighting projects in Wynnum on Preston Road in the roundabout where we’re lighting some of the significant palm trees that are in that space that sit around one of the original fountains from King George Square. So it will highlight and lift that space, Mr Chair, and make a great feature for the residents in the eastern suburbs of Brisbane. 


We’re putting catenary lighting into Moorvale Lane in Moorooka. We’re adding artwork lighting and projections in McCaskie Park at Kelvin Grove, another gateway site into city, Mr Chair. As well as upgrading lighting and providing some lighting projections in Bothwell Link Lane at Mount Gravatt in Councillor ADAMS’ ward.


On top of that, we’re also taking the opportunity to highlight the fantastic memorial to our service men and women in Windsor on Lutwyche Road and we are lighting up the memorial feature there, the cenotaph as well as some of the significant trees around that space.


Councillor CUNNINGHAM, you asked for what else are we doing? Well it is—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I just feel that Councillor BOURKE may be misleading the Chamber because there’s a very significant budget rollover for the Council lighting program—
Chair:
No, that’s not what point of orders are for Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—of $86,000—
Chair:
Please—thank you.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—in this delay.

Chair:
No, no, no. No, that’s not what point of orders are for. 
Councillor BOURKE, please.


Councillor BOURKE:
Thank you very much, Mr Chairman. As I was saying, Councillor CUNNINGHAM asked what else are we doing? Well, it’s my pleasure, Councillor CUNNINGHAM, to let the Chamber know that through your championing and your advocacy, Council will be lighting some of the trees out the front of the Stones Corner Library. 


So that significant fig tree that sits down there on Logan Road as well as some of the other trees in that space will be lit. They will have bud lighting as well as up lighting and this will lift the whole area down there and support the night time economy and the traders in that precinct as well.


This is just one way that this Administration continues to support businesses right across our city. Adding these features, creating these points of interest and making sure that we have safe shopping precincts is one thing that this Administration has been committed to and continues to be committed to. 


We continue to rollout this fantastic program working in partnership with traders, local community groups, local community organisations, developers who are building some of the beautiful architectural buildings in the city, Mr Chair as well as on Council owned assets to make sure that we’re creating more to see and do right across this city. The City of Brisbane today is better tomorrow.

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor CUMMING.
Question 6

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, my question is to the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee Chair, Councillor ADAMS. Councillor ADAMS, in June last year, Infrastructure Committee Chair, Councillor COOPER, said mobility scooters should be limited to six kilometres per hour in pedestrian zones and I quote, to ensure safety for all. 


What do you make of the requirement that the two companies who will supply Brisbane’s e-scooter fleet must geo-fence high pedestrian areas to ensure a top speed of six kilometres per hour or does the limit proposed by Councillor COOPER extend only to the disabled and elderly?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor CUMMING. Through you, Mr Chair, and I think there’s a bit of confusion there about the two different types of scooters that might have been discussed between disability scooters and Lime scooters. So we are out to tender at the moment as has been very well said in—mentioned in the Chamber, to look at the opportunities to have scooters in this city. 


They are, as you would have read in the paper on the weekend, something that is not going to go away. We are a New World City. People love to try new things. They like to get around. We’re about to make the city way more accessible with five new green bridges. It is absolutely another viable way to get around the city as well. We know that since November 2018 there has been over 200,000 trips at least in the Lime trial. Three million total trips since 2010 when they first started, as well. It is something that people in Brisbane, locals, residents, visitors and tourists alike have absolutely taken on board and I don’t see that there’s any way we can’t accept that this is a way that we’ll be going in the future.


But, as Councillor CUMMING I’m sure is very aware, that the Queensland Government has changed the Queensland Road Rules on 14 December 2018 to allow a broader range of electric scooters and other innovative personal mobility devices to be legally used in Queensland. So, Council encourages sustainable transport options, and that includes e-wheeling, to make sure we are clean, green and sustainable. We are seeing that very strong demand for e-scooters. As I said, we’ve got a permit to operate until 30 June, when we will be looking at the successful tenderers for a number of bikes, up to 1,000 for two operators to deliver as well.


We are making sure, through the tender process, that there is a sensible level of regulation being introduced to make sure we protect the interests of the communities as well. As for the future operators, we’ll make sure through the tender process that we are working on those outcomes that we have heard from those who are giving us the feedback. Speed is definitely one of them. The State Government again is the one that regulates the speed when it comes to how fast the scooters are allowed to travel on our footpaths. But we do understand that there is a capability for the scooters to be speed-controlled and it’s definitely one of the innovations that we are definitely looking at through the tender process as well.


When it comes to the poor behaviour and the enforcement, obviously, under those Queensland rules, e-scooters are permitted to be both on footpaths and shared paths just like bicycles, with a speed up to 25 kilometres an hour. But we do ask that anyone using e-scooters are using due care and attention and are giving way to pedestrians. Unfortunately, we’re not seeing all of our users doing that. But we are also working very closely with the QPS (Queensland Police Service) and our Council officers to make sure where people are doing the wrong thing that they are being pulled up and pulled up for it. Particularly in our areas like the Queen Street Mall, where they’re not allowed at all, and we do have the ability with our Halo CCTV cameras to remind people that they’re not supposed to be in the Mall as well.


When e-scooter users are riding in a reckless or dangerous manner, they can be issued with a fine of up to $130 by QPS. But when it comes to cluttering and blocking the footpaths or hazardly dumped in inappropriate locations, that’s when Council can be involved as well. So, Minister Bailey announced in November that the Queensland Government would issue a temporary exemption for Lime to conduct a trial under the road rules. That is going until 30 June. We are looking at the controls that we have, through the tender process, to make sure that we address all the opportunities to make them safe, friendly, usable, clean, green and sustainable in Brisbane. I look forward to discussing that in Committee when we have the outcome of that tender.

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor MACKAY.
Question 7

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Acting Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor RICHARDS. Councillor RICHARDS, Council has recently trialled the use of solar panels on some of Council’s building assets. Can you update the Chamber on the outcome of this trial and how this is adding to our clean and green credentials?

Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Councillor MACKAY, for your second question in this Chamber and providing me the opportunity to update the Chamber on Environment, Parks and Sustainability’s mega milestone in Council’s ongoing solar initiatives. As this Chamber will no doubt be aware, this SCHRINNER Administration is committed to protecting our lifestyle. Keeping Brisbane clean and green, both for ourselves and future generations. Brisbane City Council is committed to be the leaders of sustainability, particularly at the Council-owned and operated sites and it’s why we’re proud to achieve our goal of becoming a 100% carbon-neutral organisation back in February 2017.


Council was the first, and is still the only, carbon-neutral certified organisation in Australia, with an operating landfill and large public transport system.

I’m pleased to advise the Chamber that Council recently installed an additional 345 kilowatts of rooftop solar systems across four of Council’s resource recovery centres. Further reducing Council’s carbon footprint by over 400 tonnes of carbon dioxide annually. The energy production is enough to power 95 Brisbane homes for a year. So, to avoid the emissions, the equivalent is to taking out 130 cars off the road, which is an absolutely fantastic result for here in Brisbane. But what makes the installations a significant milestone is that it now means Council will crack one million watts of installed panels on Council assets.


Council is a proud leader in sustainability practices and has been for more than 20 years. It’s why we’re named Australia’s Most Sustainable City, not once but twice, in 2014 and 2016. So, the new installations will also slash operating costs at each site, by reducing the consumption of grid electricity by up to 50%. It’s this SCHRINNER Administration that are always looking to deliver savings and value for our ratepayers.


That’s why, in February of this year, Council slashed $250,000 across over 5,000 electricity bills by proactively reviewing the then new fee structures introduced by Energex. By strategically identifying that 45 of our larger sites, including depots, live areas and quarries, would benefit from adopting new time‑of-use tariffs, we would make significant savings for the ratepayers of Brisbane. So, monitoring new opportunities in the energy space is a large part of the Environment Parks and Sustainability’s role within Council. By doing so, this Division not only contributes to the reduction of our carbon footprint, but also realises cost savings for our city. 


I once again thank Councillor MACKAY for the question and the opportunity to provide just a few more example of how this SCHRINNER Administration is committed to protecting our unique lifestyle and keeping Brisbane clean, green and sustainable.

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor SRI, would you like a question? 
Councillor SRI.
Question 8

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, I referred earlier to the statistic that approximately 0.03% of Council’s annual budget is allocated towards addressing homelessness and supporting people experiencing homelessness. I acknowledge that that’s potentially an approximate figure and that there might be some variability to that. But my question to you is, what initiatives does Council have on the horizon to do more to address Brisbane’s homelessness crisis, and the fact that roughly 10,000 Brisbane residents are now experiencing homelessness?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor SRI. Look, Councillor SRI, I acknowledge your interest and concern in this issue. But I have to say I’m about to disagree with you on a number of points because you’ve been stating some figures, which I believe are misleading. You’ve been pushing some policy initiatives, which I believe will make the problem far worse than it is. I’d like to talk about those today because you want to have a robust debate about homelessness. I say this is a good opportunity to have a real healthy debate about what Council can and can’t do when it comes to the problem of homelessness in our city.


But the first thing I want to do is point out that the figure of 10,000 that you keep referring to, is certainly not the number of rough sleepers that are out in our city.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
There are a lot of other things that go into that figure, but to suggest that there are 10,000 people sleeping out on the streets in Brisbane is not the case.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
That claim acknowledged. 
Yes, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Look, I’m glad that he is now saying that—that’s not what he’s claiming. However, you could be forgiven for listening to his previous comments and thinking that there were 10,000 people sleeping out on the streets tonight in Brisbane. So that is not the case. Having said that, homelessness is a problem in Brisbane and is a problem in any large city and it is something that we must continue to strive to work across the levels of government. This is an issue, in many ways, that has comparisons with the issue of family domestic violence that we referred to before. There is no one person, there is no one government, there is no one agency, which is going to be able to, on its own, solve these problems. But working collaboratively together, we can achieve positive things.


I wanted to talk about some of the comments that have been made by Councillor SRI in this place before. Some of the comments he has made in public on the public record and some of the policy initiatives that he has espoused as part of his Party as well. When it comes down to it, Councillor SRI has linked the issue of rising property prices, the construction of new apartments and units in inner city areas, housing affordability, he has made comparisons and linked it to the problem of homelessness. He has said that, on the record. 


He has also said that the only way that we’re going to deal with housing affordability is a, and I quote, ‘a drastic increase in the construction of public housing’. Now I quote his exact quote, he said, ‘realistically a drastic increase in the construction of public housing is the only way we’ll be able to address the housing affordability crisis, without significantly lowering property values of existing owner-occupiers’. That is his quote. But, when you start to look down and drill into what the Greens’ policy is on this, their policy, and I have a printout from the Greens’ website, is to tax property developers significantly more than they are being taxed at the moment. 


Now, you can start to see the problem here. If you want to make housing more affordable and you’re taxing property developers more, are they going to pay it out of the generosity of their own hearts? No, it’ll get passed on to the people that buy units and apartments, which makes them even more expensive off the plans, which exacerbates the problem of housing affordability.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted.

LORD MAYOR:
I don’t want Councillor SRI to be misrepresented, so I will read the Greens’ policy. Tax property developers 75% of the value gains made from land rezonings and remove the $20,000 cap on developer infrastructure charges. Also, to make sure all major development applications are impact assessable. So those three things alone will massively drive up the cost of new housing in Brisbane. But Councillor SRI has said the solution is to build a drastic increase in public housing. Now, Council doesn’t build public housing, everyone knows that. Council is not the level of government responsible for building public housing, that is the State Government. The Federal Government and the State Government.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yes, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
On relevance. My question to the LORD MAYOR was, what is he going to do, and he hasn’t answered that question and is instead debating Federal Greens’ and State Greens’ policies.

Chair:
Well, I think he’s answering the big issue that was raised. 
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Look, Councillor SRI has been wanting to have a discussion on this for so long. I’m having that discussion. He may not like what I’m saying, but the reality is, he has himself claimed that this is the cause, or one of the key causes of homelessness is the increase in property prices in inner city areas, the private units that are going up and so-called gentrification of inner city areas. What I am saying is, the Greens’ policy will make that so much worse. Will make housing less affordable and Council’s—
Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you.

Chair:
Councillor SRI, you have two items of misrepresentation. Please keep your comments limited to the matters at hand and please do not relitigate any other arguments. 
Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks. To the first point of misrepresentation, I’m sorry if the Mayor has been confused in the past, but the figure of 10,000 homeless is based on the Australian Homelessness Monitor Report and does indeed include people who are sleeping rough. But also, people who are couch-surfing and sleeping in cars and experiencing other forms of precarious housing. I’m glad we’ve clarified that.


To the second point of misrepresentation, the Mayor seemed to be confused about the difference between public housing and private housing. We’ve been very clear on the record previously that our proposals to increase charges on property developers and private developments is quite separate from the need to deliver more public housing. I think it’s disingenuous of the Mayor to conflate the two.

Chair:
That concludes Question Time. 
I will now draw the Council’s attention to the consideration of reports. 
LORD MAYOR, the Establishment and Coordination Committee report 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 20 May 2019, be adopted. 

Chair:
Any debate?

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I just wanted to finish on, touching on the issue that Councillor SRI raised, and an important issue it is. But, highlighting some of the problems with the approach being put forward by Councillor SRI and his Party. Because ultimately, as I was quoting from their own policy, the extra taxes and charges on property developers get passed through to the buyers of those properties. I’ll tell you the extent, according to their own document, of that extra tax. It says down the bottom, the Greens would impose a 75% developer tax on increases in land value due to rezoning. Estimates show that Queensland would earn $1.8 billion a year, a year, that’s an extra $9 billion over five years, that can be used to pay for more affordable housing, schools and hospitals.

LORD MAYOR:
So, this is a $1.8 billion tax on property developers, which is a tax on home buyers. 

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
That won’t make housing more affordable. But if you go to the solution the Greens have put forward, that is, to have a drastic increase in the construction of public housing. One of the major issues though, which is a real challenge with the Greens’ policy, is that they want to make sure all developments are impact assessable. Now, one thing I’ve learnt is that public housing developments on State Government land aren’t even subject to a development application. They just build whatever they want. So, Councillor SRI wants to impose impact assessment on all private developments, yet there will be no requirement in local communities to have a say on public housing developments.


So, I want to know exactly where Councillor SRI and the Greens Party would like to put this drastic increase in public housing and why they think they can justify the community getting no say in that. Because that’s what will happen under the current planning regulations. State Government land, they exempt themselves from any kind of Council planning regulations. We’ve seen it happen again and again and again. They build whatever they want. 


You only have to go to Hamilton Northshore to see the high density development there, and that’s not public housing, but that’s what the State Government delivers. You only have to go to Bowen Hills to see. You only have to go to Fitzgibbon to see. There are many examples around the city where the State Government has overridden any kind of Council planning requirements. Has ignored local communities and just built whatever they want. So, the real issue that hasn’t been answered in the Greens’ approach to housing is, where is it going to go and how can you explain to local communities that they won’t get a say on this drastic increase in public housing?


I think this is an example of a policy, which is designed to appeal to people on a simple level but when you drill down into the detail, is deeply flawed. Because ultimately, in order to build a drastic increase in public housing, it does need to go somewhere. You won’t—I’m not talking about a small increase; I’m talking about a drastic increase. So, if you go to any suburb in the city and say, would you like a drastic increase in housing in your suburb? We probably know that people will want to have a say on that, and we probably know that there will be some interesting views about how that proceeds, going forward. So simply putting forward new taxes to solve every problem, and saying we need a drastic increase in public housing, I don’t think is the right way to deal with the issues of housing affordability and also the related issue of homelessness. 

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor SCHRINNER take a question about what he thinks is the right way?

Chair:
Hang on, that’s not how it works. 
LORD MAYOR, would you take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
Look, I heard the question and I was coming to that now. So, when it comes to homelessness in the city, once again I believe that this has to be done in a manner that acknowledges that Council doesn’t have the levers that can solve all of these problems, but we are an important player. We can’t put all our funding into public housing. First of all, that is the State and Federal Governments’ responsibility and we already have our work cut out trying to fund State Government infrastructure that hasn’t been funded by the State Government, like the Brisbane Metro.


Like projects, like green bridges. Like projects that really should be done by other levels of government but aren’t. So, we’re investing in those and every dollar more that we invest in State Government responsibilities is an issue that we have to be conscious of. Transport, getting around the city, absolutely. We have a record, a history of investing in those. But I can tell you that, under my Administration, Council won’t be getting into the provision of public housing. That is not going to be a Council responsibility, nor should it be. 


I think one of the first questions that should be asked is, what is happening to the billions of dollars per year that the Federal Government is giving to the State Government to provide housing for people? That is a really good question that no one seems to be answering. Because the State Government has a lot of money to put into public housing and a significant proportion of that is given to them by the Federal Government. I think it’s all fair to say that the current system is not working as well as it should. If we start there and we work out how the responsible agency, the State Government, can invest the money, that they already have, to house more people, then we can start getting somewhere.


But when it comes to homelessness, these are complicated issues, as I said, like the issue of family domestic violence, that we talked about before and simplistic solutions are not going to cut it. We are a city that cares, we are a community that cares, we are a Council that cares. As I said, a big part of what we do is supporting the organisations that provide those frontline services and we will continue to do that. If people have practical feedback about how we can do that better, I’m always keen to listen. But putting big taxes on developers that will be passed on to home buyers and having drastic increases in public housing, these are not in the realm of Brisbane City Council and not something that I will be getting into as Lord Mayor. 


These are issues that I believe will cause even further problems. Further problems with housing affordability and further problems with homelessness. So, let’s have a debate about it, by all means. But let’s have a sensible debate that really works out first, what’s happening to the current amount of money that goes into public housing? Is it being well spent? Can it be spent better? What is the State Government doing with one of their core responsibilities, that doesn’t seem to be working? Let’s start there and we can branch out from that point on.


Moving into the E&C items. First of all, I just wanted to, as I have made a habit of doing, let you know about some of the iconic city assets and the great community causes that they will be lit up in support of this week. I can say that City Hall will be lit up red and yellow this evening to mark National Sorry Week. Similarly, Reddacliff Place will shine in those colours in support of Reconciliation Week. This is obviously a week for all Australians to learn about shared histories, cultures and the achievements of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people. Something that I know we all support.


Also, today, the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge will be lit up red to support World MS Day. On Wednesday, the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge will be lit purple to support Darkness to Daylight. Which is the Australian CEO Challenge, Darkness to Daylight, which is a 110 kilometre evening run to help raise awareness of domestic and family violence. The Story Bridge on Thursday will be lit up in red to support 65 Roses Month. That’s about raising funds to improve the quality of life for people with cystic fibrosis. 


On Friday, we will again see the bridge lit up red, this time for Red Rose Day. The Red Rose Foundation is working towards ending domestic violence-related deaths in Australia, including homicide, suicide and accidental deaths. On Sunday, City Hall will be decked out in green to celebrate the Green Heart Fair, which will be held in Chermside again this year and is one of Brisbane’s most loved and popular sustainability events.


I also wanted to put on the record something that Council is very proud of and just news hot off the press. That is, last Friday, Council was recognised with the Gold Employer status for a second year running at the National Australian Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Intersex Inclusion Awards. These awards celebrate the results of the Australian Workplace Equity Index, which sets the benchmark for LGBTIQ workplace inclusion. With ongoing improvement since our first submission in 2012, Council is now the top-ranking participant in the government section of these employer awards.

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.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. So, as I was saying, Brisbane City Council is at the top of the ranking Australia-wide when it comes to government organisations and their efforts to make sure it’s an accepting workplace and there is workplace equity for all. That’s something we should all be proud of and something we should celebrate. It is great—there’s very rarely a week that goes by when Council doesn’t win an award for something or other. It is something that we should acknowledge and celebrate.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Because we’re all part of this and Council does a fantastic job. Item A, on the E&C reports in front of us, is the proposed purchase of land for district sports park purposes at 46 Devries Road, Pallara. This is part of our ongoing efforts to expand the amount of parkland we have as our city grows. Whether its parkland or whether it’s sporting land, this is critical infrastructure our community needs and expects as the city grows. Pallara is an area that is going through transition and there is new growth happening in the area. As part of that transition, we have done the work to plan the future sporting and parkland needs of that area. 


This submission here will take us a long way to get to the size of land that we need to create a district sports park in Pallara. We have a target of 12 hectares in total, to meet the growing sports and recreational needs of the area and this submission will take us to eight hectares. So, we’re getting there. This is a positive thing and something, once again, that I’m sure all Councillors will support. Adding to the exciting parkland additions to the city that are happening is obviously the big work that’s being done on the Oxley Creek Taskforce and the creation of a new parkland corridor all the way along Oxley Creek. In different parts of the city there is work going on to create more parkland, more sport and recreation area and that is something that I am very proud of and deserves our ongoing support and investment.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Item B is the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan. This is the third and final time the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan has come to the Chamber. Council recently received approval from the State Government to proceed with adopting this neighbourhood plan, without any conditions or changes. The Administration would like to thank the State Government for their support on this plan. It’s a great example of how this Administration is both building and protecting the City of Brisbane going forward. Because it includes the new changes that we expect to occur in the area and revitalisation through the area. But it also protects the great character of the Coorparoo and districts area by making sure that we add additional heritage places and new dwellings into the Pre-1911 overlay and rezones also an additional 3,396 properties in character residential, and adds 558 properties to the Traditional building character overlay. 


So, when it comes to protecting our city’s character, protecting our unique lifestyle, this plan definitely seeks to do that, and I believe will do that. The plan also rezones 5.82 hectares around Stephens Mountain as conservation and adds an additional 48 trees in the Significant landscape tree overlay. These are trees of local significance that get an extra level of protection through this plan. There was considerable public interest in this plan, with 421 submissions received during the formal consultation process, which occurred last year. As with all of Council’s award-winning neighbourhood plans, we took the submissions into account and made a number of changes, based on those submissions, to reflect the views of the community.


Item C, a Stores Board submission, relating to Volvo original equipment. Obviously related to Council buses, which—and I would point out those buses are being built here locally in Brisbane, using local workforces. Wherever possible we try and do that and, as I mentioned today, going forward, will be targeting 80% of our procurement in local South East Queensland businesses.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
This particular item is followed by items D and E, which relate to the Third Budget Review (3BR) and quarterly financial reports. The result of this budget review, we’ve achieved savings of $47 million, which have been able to be reinvested in some of our major projects. The use of these savings has also meant that our borrowings are down and associated financial costs, associated with the borrowings, are down, compared with where we’ve predicted we would be at this point in time. So, a good outcome. 


Last week we announced that the Woolloongabba bikeway project was 90% completed and there’s still some finishing touches being put on the bikeway. They will continue for the coming weeks, but we can already see a strong level of use and interest in that infrastructure. I know that will continue to grow as we put the final touches on that project going forward. I want to thank the community for their patience while that occurs. 


This month Councillor COOPER and I also inspected the new street that had been created as part of the Wynnum Road Corridor upgrade, Kulpurum Street, which was opened for business, with the new traffic lights being switched on. Once again, with that project we see not only an upgrade to the road, but also improvements for pedestrians. The creation of a new separated bikeway alongside the road and also significant safety improvements, I believe, for all users. That will continue on to the next stage of the Wynnum Road Corridor upgrade, which will take an innovative approach to road upgrades. Which will be about making sure that we maximise in any way possible the bang for buck that’s being delivered as part of the second stage of that upgrade. We will continue to focus on new and innovative ways to deliver community infrastructure upgrades for the benefit of Brisbane residents.


Finally, item F is the Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee (OCSC) membership changes. Obviously, this submission reflects that Councillor ADAMS will no longer be on the Committee, as she is no longer the Finance Chair. She will instead be replaced by Councillor ALLAN, who has taken on that role. We also add Councillor McLACHLAN as an additional member, as the Deputy Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee. This particular Committee was established back in November 2008. It is, and has always been, made up of two Administration Councillors, the CEO and the Chief Procurement Officer. 


The purpose of the OCSC is to address concerns about the scale, scope and cost of specified consultancies being undertaken by Council and the oversight of those consultancies. It is an initiative of this Administration to make sure there was an extra level of accountability in the process. So that when we do consultancies or when we approve consultancies, that we are convinced that they are required and important. So, it adds a bit of political oversight to that decision-making process. Under the previous administration there was no such oversight committee, which means that managers could sign off on a lot of these consultancies without Councillors even knowing about them till afterwards. We would find out later on through the contracts and tendering report that comes to Council.


But that leads me to a good point. I have no doubt that Opposition Councillors will complain that they’re not on this Committee. The important thing here is that this is a governance matter that is appropriately handled by the Administration. Any kind of reporting that comes out of this comes through to Council through the regular contracts and tendering report. So, when consultancies occur, they appear in those reports. Also, every single dollar that is spent appears in the cheques as well, which is visible to all Councillors. So, any kind of suggestion that Councillors don’t know what’s happening is just not true. This is just adding an extra layer of accountability from the Administration into the process. Mr Chair, I’ll leave it at that.

Chair:
Further debate?

Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	779/2018-19

At that time, 3.59pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors locked.
Council stood adjourned at 4.03pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Further speakers? 
Councillor CUMMING. 

Seriatim - Clause A
	Councillor Peter CUMMING requested that Clause A, PROPOSED PURCHASE OF LAND FOR DISTRICT SPORTS PARK PURPOSES, LOCATED AT 46 DEVRIES ROAD, PALLARA, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Seriatim en bloc - Clauses B, C, D, E and F
	Councillor Peter CUMMING requested that Clause B, COORPAROO AND DISTRICTS NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN; Clause C, STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR VOLVO ORIGINAL EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURER (OEM) SPARE PARTS AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES; Clause D, 2018-19 BUDGET – THIRD REVIEW; Clause E, ANNUAL OPERATIONAL PLAN PROGRESS AND QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED MARCH 2019; and Clause F, MEMBERSHIP OF THE OVERSIGHT OF CONSULTANCIES SPECIAL COMMITTEE; be taken seriatim en bloc for voting purposes.


Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you. In relation to item A, we support the provision of new sports facilities at Pallara. Pallara, obviously an outer city area and my understanding is, it’s experiencing considerable growth. I think it’s really important for suburbs that are experiencing a lot of growth to have sports facilities available for when the people move in I guess. I had—did read the file and it did make reference to some eight blocks of land which were required for the full sports fields and I think some other area as well and this would be the fourth purchase, as I understand, out of the eight. Hopefully, all eight will be available to be acquired soon and a good quality sports field will be created for the people in this area.


In relation to item B, the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan, my colleague Councillor CASSIDY will speak on this plan. 


In relation to item C, the Stores Board submission in relation to the Significant Contracting Plan for Volvo Original Equipment Manufacturer (OEM) Spare Parts and Associated Services—that’s a real mouthful, that is. In relation to this, personally we can’t see why there’s so much commercial in confidence information included in this report. So much of the information that is in the report is deemed to be or someone’s decided to be commercial in confidence. We’re also concerned about the apparent costs of the project; it looks on the face of it to be excessive. 


I’d ask that the Chair or the LORD MAYOR in response explain why it’s a reasonable figure. There’s reference to some 850 Volvo buses. That’s—it’s not—it doesn’t make it perfectly clear whether that’s at present or over the period of the contract. The cost per bus per annum on my calculations is about half a million dollars each. That just seems—that couldn’t possibly be correct so I’m interested to see—get an explanation of that. 


The other thing I’m concerned about and I’ve expressed it before in relation to these contracts is the length of the contract. This one is a—the so-called Strategic Partnering Arrangement is for a minimum initial period of 10 years, with options to extend for additional periods up to 12 years for a maximum term of 22 years. That’s—from 2019, that’s 2041, which I see that as tying the hands of Councillors elected in 2020, ‘24, ‘28 and ‘32 and ‘36 and ‘40, so that’s a very long period of time. I’m concerned that effectively means that the Council is tying future councils and I believe that the period of time is excessive. 


In relation to item D, the third review of the budget and these documents precede these, this is my—I’ve got some—a number of issues that I wish to raise in relation to that matter. The budget does reveal the tactics of the LNP budget around election times; substantial increases in charges planned for after the election. Net rates and utility charges are to go up six point—over six per cent in the 2021 budget and that’s about four times the inflation rate currently existing in Brisbane and that’s of concern. 


The other—there are some items here that just stand out and I’d ask for an explanation from the Chair. There’s an item on page 2 on other revenue—other revenue is the description and 2018-19, it’s $339.949 million and 2019-20, $581.013 million, which according to my trusty calculator, is a 70.9% increase. That’s a substantial amount of money as well; it’s hundreds of millions of dollars so an explanation of that would be appreciated. 


Finance costs are another item that goes up substantially, from some $94.962 million to $126.624 million. The conclusion there is, that Council must be borrowing a lot more because according to the experts that I read and in fact reports to the Finance Committee, no one’s expecting interest rates to jump suddenly to justify such a big increase in finance costs. I’m interested to know there whether the Administration is intending to borrow a lot of money and go on a spending spree to make the city look all spic and span in the run-up to the election and worry about paying the bill afterwards.


The other one that’s—there’s a massive jump in the figure is depreciation and amortisation, still on that page 2 which jumps from $337 million to $520 million. Another big increase, as well. 


Page 4 of the report, the cash—this is an interesting one, because it’s current assets, cash and cash equivalents but in opposite to what I said earlier, these—this—the revenue—the current assets, sorry, drops from $244 million to $195 million. Again, probably demonstrating a spending spree is the plan; 20.1% drop in current assets over that year. Other financial liabilities jumped—further down that page 4, jumps from $75 million to $90 million, which is 19.68% so that’s another substantial change which I’d like an explanation for.


Cash flows from operating activities on page 5, the revised figure for this financial year is $161.245 million and—but in 2019-20, it’s $279.641 million, so a substantial increase. Again, lower on that page, there’s a big—the big jump in finance costs is revealed again. 

Dividends received, just a query there. Further down page 5, dividends received. The revised amount for this financial year is $150 million, it’s to jump to $192 million for 2019-20 and then down to $162 million for 2020-21. Now, I haven’t seen anything that would say why that would be the case. I think the main source of dividends is QUU (Queensland Urban Utilities) and the CBIC (City of Brisbane Investment Corporation) and my experience in the past, they don’t jump up and down drastically that much. It would be interesting to—if the Chair could explain why there’s the level of volatility that’s shown in this report for dividends received. 


The final item on page 5 at the bottom of that page, cash at year end. It’s—cash at the beginning of the year for this financial year is $544 million; at the end—year end, it’s due to be $244, which is a massive drop. Then for 2019-20, it starts at $244 and it’s going to finish at $195 so the—over a two-year period, two financial years, the cash at the year end is going to drop from $544 to $195 million. Again, is this a spending spree on the way? Running down cash reserves to make things look better than they are. 

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, your time has expired. 

780/2018-19

At that point, the Leader of the Opposition, Councillor Peter CUMMING, was granted an extension of time on the motion of Councillor Jared CASSIDY, seconded by Councillor Charles STRUNK.

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, please continue. 

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you. I jump to page 10 and this is—the other feature of this document and the following document is of course the number of projects that are—there’s carry overs or there’s rephasing of expenditure, basically which will blow out the time when projects are completed by and there’s a large number of them throughout these documents. The first of these I make reference to is on page 10, which is the Guyatt Park and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals carry over capital to 2019-20 and 2021 and so delay is occurring there.


Brisbane Metro, of course the Metro that’s going nowhere fast. You’d hope the buses if they—if we ever get them, go faster than the Metro project is because it’s not going very far at all. It’s some $5 million being carried over there. 


In relation to—then on to page 11, the Administration’s old friend, the Kingsford Smith Drive project further $16 million being carried over for two years. Two years, so you wonder when it’s ever going to finish, Mr Chairman. The interesting one there, the Inner City Bypass (ICB) upgrade. It says here, decrease in revenue due to reduction in Transurban Queensland funding for the Herston Road off-ramp signalisation. Is there some sort of dispute with Transurban? They were supposed to be paying—Council were going to do the project, they were going to pay for it. Now it looks like they’re not keen to pay for part of the work that’s being done or proposed. It’s $1.4 million so an explanation from the Finance Chair or from the Infrastructure Chair as to what’s happening there would be much appreciated. 


I turn now to page 12, which is delays galore in the program 3, the Clean Green and Sustainable City program. Norman Creek carry over capital and expense for four years; Northern Suburbs Environment Centre, carry over expenditure to 2019-20 due to a revised delivery schedule; Renewal of Greater Brisbane Gardens carry over of capital to 2019-20 due to a revised delivery schedule, even the 100% carbon neutral greenhouse gas reduction carry over capital to 2019-20 due to a revised delivery schedule. 


I’m not sure—if it’s 100% carbon neutral, I would have thought that’s a yearly target you have and you try to meet. I’m not sure how you can say, it’s not going to be 100% this year, we’ll do it next year. Again, that requires a considerable explanation. 


Page 13 is the—there appears to be a problem with a project, the Brisbane Infrastructure Depot Consolidation Project Team. Throughout this document—the rest of this document, they get blamed for increasing expenses left, right and centre. On this page 13, I refer to 3.3.2.1, Conservation Reserves Management Operating, increase in expense due to Brisbane Infrastructure Depot Consolidation Project Team. Likewise, 3.3.3.1, Managing Trees on Public Land, they get part of the blame there, as well and 3.3.6.1, Manage Mt Coot-tha Botanic Gardens and Reserves, operating again. An explanation of why that project or that team is being blamed for all these additional expenses through this document. 


The other one of course that’s mentioned on that page is the Anzac Square restoration. It’s—this was a project which most unfortunately, a very poor reflection on the Administration when it wasn’t ready for the Remembrance Day—the 100th anniversary Remembrance Day. My understanding is, there’s still substantial work to be done, particularly in the crypt area, the underground area and it’s a long way short of being finished. I just wondered if the Administration would care to give a date and time for the project to be finished, knowing that it probably won’t occur anyhow. 


The—I turn now to page 14. Again, just numerous examples of delays on page 14. The drainage program in particular seems to be a real mess. The drainage—Coastal Hazard Adaption carry over expense and then revenue to 2019-20 due to a revised delivery schedule. Drainage Construction and Resilience, carry over capital; Plans for the Future Infrastructure/Stormwater Infrastructure, carry over capital; Mitigate Flooding, Cyclic Desilting Waterways and Drainways, carry over of expense due to revised delivery schedule. There’s hardly a project in that program that’s not adversely affected and not being carried over. That’s a matter of some concern.


The Green Waste Recycling Service has claimed an increase in revenue and associated expenses and I’d be—appreciate receiving the details of how many people have taken up the green waste bin in the last 12 months and how that compares to previous years. 


At 3.5.2.1 there’s a couple of references again to the now infamous Brisbane Infrastructure Depot Consolidation Project Team causing an increase in expense, as well. In relation to lifestyle, again there’s carry overs galore there. The Cannon Hill Community Golf Links, with the never-ending projects and St Lucia Golf Course Maintenance Compound upgrade, aqua parks carry over capital, pool refurbishment carry over capital, Musgrave Park Pool Refurbishment carry over capital, it’s a bit like the drainage project—it seems to be the area where nothing’s on time and nothing’s going to get done on time. 


I turn now—if you please, I’m finished with item D. I turn now to item E, the Annual Operational Plan Progress and Quarterly Financial Report. Again, this is an area where there are problems with the—obviously, problems with some of the departments. Again, I raise this matter and my concerns remain that the Administration, some of the departments is poor when they leave so much of their capital that they’ve been allocated under the budget to the last minute to expend. That’s revealed again in this report. 


I’ll turn first to page 10, building the transport network and it refers to lower than anticipated expenditure, mainly in the Kingsford Smith Drive upgrade, Wynnum Road Stage 1 and Progress Road Stage 2 and rephased expenditure in Progress Road, Inner City Bypass and Kingsford Smith Drive projects. An explanation of that would be appreciated.


The—sorry, I’ll turn now to page 16. The—16, that is the Economic Development section. Again, this is just—this is the start of the summaries of capital expenditure for each of the programs, Economic Development to date has spent $1.27 million. That’s nine months into the financial year. The approved annual budget is $5.46 million, that’s 23.3% has been spent. If there’s some reason that Economic Development’s decided not to spend all their capital, well it’s—they should make that clear. 

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, your time has expired. 
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At that point, the Leader of the Opposition, Councillor Peter CUMMING, was granted an extension of time on the motion of Councillor Jared CASSIDY, seconded by Councillor Charles STRUNK.

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you to the Chamber. Yes, if there’s an explanation as to why they’re not going to spend their capital, let’s have it. Let’s—but surely, they shouldn’t be leaving so much of the funds or capital until so late in the financial year and then going on a spending splurge, because if they don’t do that then they’ll—rest assured, they won’t get that much capital next year. Well I—you’d hope not, anyhow. 


After that, page 16, page 21. This is—again, has reference there to the Metro project. The other document was $5 million, this one it’s $7.677 million. Again, the Metro is not progressing very quickly at all. 


In relation to page—then to page 24, Congestion Busting projects. This is interesting because—perhaps it would have been good here to have a list of projects that actually went ahead. Because there’s a whole string of projects where they’re not going ahead and there’s another string of projects where further investigation is being undertaken. Then there’s finally a couple of projects that have been identified for investigation. I calculated there is in fact 10 Congestion Busting projects that investigations are completed but construction not progressed due to projects not achieving Ward Council and/or community support or cost above the funding limit, I guess.


I’d be interested to know what percentage of the overall projects this is. There’s 10 that aren’t going to go ahead, five that are undergoing further investigations. How many were there for the year, were there 20 or were there 30? I suspect it’s a fairly large proportion of the projects that Council’s spent a lot of money on investigations that aren’t going to go ahead. I’d be interested to know—that seems to be a trend these days with those types of projects, that Council’s getting a fair way down the track with investigation and in some cases, design and then the plug gets pulled. That seems to me to be a bit of a waste of ratepayer money. Page 26, sorry, that’s the 26—I believe that’s what I was just talking about. 


Page 29, which is the Clean Green and Sustainable City. Again, the expenditure to capital at the bottom of page 29, Sustainable Resilient Community expenditure is only $65,000 out of a budget of $5.565 million. So, 1.2% has been spent after nine months in the financial year. Low Carbon and Clean Environment, $405,000 been spent out of $16.271 million—that’s two and a half per cent and in my view, that’s not very good budgeting.


Page 31, just some concerns with the language used there on the issue of improving ecological health and liveability of waterways. Reduction in erosion and sediment control compliance for residential sites due to greater focus on large-scale residential and commercial building sites and unseasonal dry weather. Does that mean Council’s going to go a bit soft on individual projects? If individual projects are causing a lot of erosion and the water’s all running into the stormwater drains and into the river or the bay, they’ll say, oh well, it’s only one property, that’s alright and they’re going to just do a thorough investigation, thorough enquiry into bigger subdivisions. 


Knowing that there are fairly few large greenfield-style subdivisions happening in Brisbane these days, I think it’s important that a reasonable level of compliance occur. It doesn’t matter how big the block is and that if it’s individual people or individual builders not doing the right thing, they should get warned and they should get fined, if necessary. We shouldn’t be saying, no, it’s only one block of land or whatever because if you add all the single blocks that are being developed around Brisbane together, that’s a lot of land and it’s a lot of potential soil run-off occurring off those properties.


In relation to page 40, this one’s the other side of the story in terms of—quite surprisingly, actually, when you read the overall document but there are a few sections of Council that have—they’ve more than blown their annual allocation of capital after nine months. On page 40, Planning for a Growing City, they’ve spent $2.423 million but the overall allocation was only $2.286 so they’re at 106% after 70—after 75% of the year so I guess they need to be careful on the other hand in not blowing their capital well before the end of the financial year. 


In Lifestyle and Community Services, again the overall capital expenditures only 29.9% this year—so far this year and City Venues is the worst at 17.5% and that’s—again, I’ll be interested to see what their final figure is for the year and what they’re going to spend all that money on.


In relation to page 47, Golf Courses, this one—I can recall seeing this one before. It’s got rephase admission fees revenue in the golf course’s service. How can you have rephase admission fees? You’re relying on the general public I would have thought to come onto the course and play golf or attend functions at the golf course clubhouses or book the clubhouses for weddings or whatever but now you can have rephase admission fees. Like, we were going to come earlier in the year but we’re going to come later in the year now and somehow the money we’ll get—make up the money that’s been lost earlier. 


That’s just a—that’s pretty ridiculous, in my view. Some $248,000 and I’d like to know on what basis they think that this is going to be a sudden jump in golf course revenue. Particularly unfortunate as the trend with courses is that there are less people playing golf and there must be a threat to the revenue to Council courses as well as to private courses because that’s happening.


Our old favourite and it’s a shame Councillor Flesser is still not here is Mosquito and Pest Services. Some $253,000 rephase expenditure in the Mosquito and Pest Services area. Again, that’s—how can you have—even on the Administration’s argument as to when the spraying for mosquitoes is done, how can you rephase it? How can you say, it’ll start raining in—on about 15 June and rain for two weeks and we’ll need to spend a lot of money on it then or something like that? That’s just ridiculous, as I said earlier. 


The Economic Development section, delivering World Class Economic Precincts, page 51; only spent 23.3% of their capital. The people looking to be part of World Class Economic Precincts perhaps would be a bit concerned about that. The fact that 75% through the year, the Administration have gone—haven’t done much in terms of spending the capital.


Another one that’s of concern, page 52 is Promoting Growth and Enable Digital Capacity, where open data—this isn’t—we need an explanation of that. Open data—publishing of data and related activities did not proceed as planned due to changing project priorities. So, they were going to publish the data—open data, people are supposed to be able to use that—get hold of that and use it for—create businesses and the like but now it’s not going to happen. An explanation there would be much improvement—much preferred by me.


Also, Queen Street Mall, Public Realm improvements. Realm improvements have been re-prioritised. We heard recently that they put out for tender one of the retail places on the Mall but what does that mean? What’s stated just then? Lower than anticipated—
Chair:
Councillor CUMMING—
Councillor CUMMING:
—fifty-three.

Chair:
—your time has expired. 

Councillor CUMMING:
I’m nearly finished. 

Chair:
If there’s someone who wishes—
Councillor CUMMING: 
Sorry. 

Chair: 
—to move an extension of time-

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CUMMING:
I’m nearly finished—nearly finished—
Chair:
No, come on, someone give me a motion, we’ll let him finish.

Councillor CUMMING:
Just—I’m nearly finished, if I could. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Alright, okay, there’s no motion—
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
—thanks Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CUMMING:
Rightio, thank you. 

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item A, the purchase of land at Pallara. The proposed purchase of the land is located at 46 Devries Road, Pallara, for a district sports park purposes. With this, the latest land acquisition we’ll be one step closer now to creating the future Pallara District Sports Park. As mentioned previously, it’s eight hectares of space available to deliver the park and a target of 12 hectares in total to meet the growing sports and recreational needs of the area, which is part of the Brisbane Priority Infrastructure Plan for 2014. The future sports park is included as part of the Lower Oxley Creek South neighbourhood plan, which outlines the development of a diverse, connected and accessible network of parks and recreation facilities to meet the needs of the residents of Pallara.


As I mentioned, this new sports park will provide additional greenspace for residents and their children to enjoy, by expanding on the more than 2,100 parks Council currently maintains, as well as providing facilities for residents to enjoy an active and healthy lifestyle. 


The Pallara District Sports Park is one of several parks recently completed or planned by Council with the Darien Street Sports Park completed in March 2018, the Moggill District Sports Park out in Pullenvale Ward completed in September last year and construction expected to commence soon on the Wakeley District Sports Park. The Council is currently in the process of purchasing land for the new sports park and is consulting with residents about the project, with four more properties expected to be purchased soon. 


Our parks are highly valued by the community and contribute to Brisbane City Council’s vision for 2031 for a clean and green, well-designed, subtropical and active and healthy city. Investment in park infrastructure helps to create exceptional outdoor places to help to maintain or improve our quality of life here in Brisbane. So 46 Devries Road, Pallara is a $2.5 million investment that plays an important role in helping to deliver diverse and accessible Brisbane parks that continue to add to our enormous greenspaces for our community to enjoy. We aim to provide an accessible and diverse network of parks and recreational facilities that meet the needs of Brisbane residents and to have parks that are within walking or cycling distance from home. 


Investment in park infrastructure helps to create exceptional outdoor places to help—to maintain and improve our quality of life here in Brisbane. This parcel of land does contain mature vegetation however, it is not uncommon for sports park to contain some areas of mature vegetation, similarly to Moggill District Sports Park. These areas can provide valuable spaces for more informal park infrastructure and trails or shelters to just sit and meditate and enjoy the environment. 


The preservation of significant habitat and mature vegetation will be taken into consideration as part of future master planning for this sports park. This sports park will be an invaluable piece of infrastructure for the residents of Pallara and surrounding areas and delivering projects like these, is another way this SCHRINNER Administration is building a unique lifestyle as our city grows, as this Administration is committed to protecting Brisbane’s lifestyle and greenspace. Thank you, Mr Chair. 

Chair:
No further speakers?

Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Seriatim – Clauses B and C
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause B, COORPAROO AND DISTRICTS NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN; and Clause C, STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR VOLVO ORIGINAL EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURER (OEM) SPARE PARTS AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. Firstly, I just rise to speak on item A, the purchase of land for parks at Pallara. I think this is great. I’m certainly in support of more parkland being purchased around the city. I want to see it being done equitably and being done in my ward and others’ wards as well. As the Questions on Notice showed us from last week, the LNP overwhelmingly pork-barrel their own seats and don’t put funding into my seat or the ALP seat and that was extremely evident in the answers to the Questions on Notice, from last week. 


Certainly—it’s interesting, isn’t it, in the—when I get to more detail about the Third Budget Review, the Third Budget Review contains the annual dividend for the CBIC, which is being rolled over. This year’s dividend hasn’t been spent and this Council is rolling it over into 2019-20 so presumably the LORD MAYOR, who made this announcement just a few weeks ago, knew that he had this great big slush fund ready to go and it means he’ll have I presume $40 million in the financial year for parks’ purposes. 


It makes a little bit more sense about what he was promising but knowing that he’s rolling over this money because this Administration’s not been able to spend it this year, makes it even more important that with such a large pool of funds available, that it is spent equitably around the city. I say, good for Pallara, excellent outcome for them but that level of investment needs to be shown in all suburbs and all wards around this city. 


Briefly with respect to the Coorparoo and district neighbourhood plan, again this is a tale of two cities. I’ve spoken about it previously in here—I’ve watched this rolled-gold neighbourhood plan go through and we heard the LORD MAYOR speak about it earlier. It’s talking about the revitalisation of areas; protecting characters, adding more character areas. It talked about listening to the people who made submissions and making changes that reflected the views of their community. That’s the complete opposite of what happened with respect to the two neighbourhood plans in my area, particularly the Sherwood—Graceville neighbourhood plan. Our submissions were ignored.


Projects haven’t been done that were promised in the Enhancement Plan. We’re copping all of this growth of these ugly five and six storey buildings that should not be being built and there’s no infrastructure to support them. The Fairfield neighbourhood plan, certainly there’s no investment in any of the necessary infrastructure needed in my area. I’m pleased that areas—more character areas are being added to the parcel of areas protected in our city but again, it’s not been done equitably. 


If there are suburbs that are five kilometres from the city that are being protected, why are suburbs 10 and 12 kilometres from the city being ripped apart by this LNP Administration? It is unfair, it is unreasonable and the community out my way is very unhappy about it.


Briefly with respect to the Third Budget Review and the annual operating plan and quarterly financial report, I want to start with the quarterly financial report. The first thing I’ll say is, the Finance Chairman is brand new however, he’s been the Deputy Finance Chairman so he certainly has had his fingers on this one. Every time we have a debate about this, the LNP say, there’s nothing to see here. This is a snapshot in time, it’s not important but the big takeaway for anybody listening at home and the journalists sitting out in the John Miller room, it’s every single time. 


If it was a one-off where things are going really badly wrong, you’d go, yes, I can accept that there might be a few issues but every single time we have a budget review and a quarterly report, this Administration’s inept financial management is laid bare for everybody in the city to see. There’s a couple of big‑ticket items I want to start with and then just speak to a few issues in the third budget report. 


Page 16 of the quarterly financial report. This is an absolutely damning indictment upon an administration who clearly are just tired—they’ve given up. The third quarterly report, the third quarter is the engine room; it’s when you kick the goals, it’s when you set yourself up for winning the game. This Administration’s gone into sleep mode, snooze mode. Only 52%—52% of what has been budgeted has actually been delivered this year. That’s half. 

Councillors interject
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Half. This Administration has just scraped over the line of delivering half of their promised administration. In three weeks’ time, the LORD MAYOR is going to stand up here and he’s going to promise the world but what we can see is, that this is not being delivered. Time and time again, projects are being rolled over, rephased. In some cases, in the Third Budget Review, for two years, they’re being rolled over. Whilst this is at March and perhaps there’s been some improvement since March, it is just—it’s just not a sustainable way to run a service delivery organisation if you are unable to deliver on barely half of your agenda for the year. That is a massive, massive problem. 


Every area of our city is underspent, except customer service, where they are—they’re over their budget, because we are a service delivery organisation. The people who are out there saying, this is what we’re going to do, they’re doing their job. It’s the people who have to go out there and do the work that for whatever reason, whether it’s lack of resources—and I think it’s a lack of people, would be my observation is a big problem. There’s a lack of funding for everything and you can see—I cannot believe we’re rolling over things like tree trimming and footpaths—
Councillor interjects
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and drainage and all of these everyday things that this Council—with all of its expertise, in the past nearly 100 years, we should be delivering like clockwork and this Council can’t even trim trees properly. I know we’re waiting out in our area for dozens of requests. It just—you need to do better. This is a service delivery organisation and the services are not being delivered on the ground. That’s what shows up in the Third Budget Review. There are a few issues that I particularly want to talk about in that. 


Firstly, and the big-ticket item in there is that our debt is going to skyrocket for our net financial liabilities’ ratio from 98% in this year to 281.4% in next year’s budget. That’s an apples to apples comparison under the new accounting changes. Those changes are to more fully reflect all of our liabilities and assets on our accounts. That’s a—more than threefold increase in the debt levels that this Council has to service. That means more money to pay interest and less money on actual services. There is no plan, and I’m on page 8 of the Third Budget Review—there is no plan to pay down this debt in the future. The following year, 276%, 265%—it just goes on and on and on. 


From an organisation that a few years ago was debt-free to an organisation that’s going to see a threefold jump in debt this financial year coming, that is a real worry without any plan to pay it down. I don’t know what that’s going to fund—the green bridges? I don’t know, we haven’t heard anything about it. Let me tell you, the residents of Brisbane following along at home, debt is about to skyrocket and it is clear that Council is not delivering on the essential services that our city needs.


For example, there’s $11 million in cycling infrastructure carry overs—$11 million. There’s over $10 million in blowouts for up to two years for ferry terminal constructions and the construction of new CityCats. They’re $5 million behind on the signature, the Brisbane Metro. The Kingsford Smith Drive is carrying over $16 million; is that an extra $16 million, is that the money that’s already been announced? We know the LORD MAYOR doesn’t like to tell us. The zipline’s a good example; he tells us it’s a million and it’s really $2 million. 


There are massive problems with even the small but important suburban projects with carry overs to—those little street projects that we need are millions of dollars in carry overs there. And, this is just astonishing, a few weeks ago Julian Simmonds was publicly saying that the Moggill Road/Coonan Street intersection was, quote, shovel ready. This Administration’s rolling over the planning money—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—not actually—
Chair:
—your time’s expired. 
Councillor OWEN. 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor OWEN:
I rise to speak in support of item A and in respect of this particular property, there are many different nuances that have not come to light yet in this Chamber. The family who owned this particular block were the second family to settle in Devries Road, Pallara. Back in the stages when Pallara was being originally developed, the first family settling in each street actually had the opportunity to name the street after their surname. So there are a lot of families that have been in the area for many, many years and this particular family has got a very strong and close connection to the suburb of Pallara. In fact, Darryl Reimer grew up on this property. He was a student at Pallara State School. As he reached adulthood, he worked in the area of environmental concern, so much so he received an award in the '80s from the then Premier of Queensland for his work with fauna conservation and he went on to do a lot of turtle research.


Unfortunately, in 1992 whilst on one of those turtle expeditions, Darryl and his partner went missing and were never located. It has been through the process of the Lower Oxley Creek South neighbourhood plan raised with me the request from the community that potentially through the future development of the suburb, whether it be through environmental corridors, parks, or in this case with the district sports park, that there be consideration given to naming some open space after Darryl Reimer.


The whole concept of ensuring this legacy lives on is certainly in relation to the fact that Darryl cared so sincerely for the environment and having it within that Oxley Creek corridor is extremely significant. This need for a district sports park is also quite intrinsic in the development of this suburb. There are many young families choosing to settle here and through not only the Paradise Wetlands neighbourhood plan and the Lower Oxley Creek South neighbourhood plan and the Lower Oxley Creek North neighbourhood plan that I have been involved with, I know that the people of that area were focused on making sure that as the suburb developed, they had the facilities that were needed for a growing community. 


Now the whole neighbourhood planning process came about because former Premier Bligh decided that the Oxley wedge needed to be developed to house 6,000 to 10,000 homes and that was thrust upon this Council. But through the proper planning processes, we have engaged with the residents, we have looked at the outcomes and we are now seeing the development of the suburb. It is important that we do plan for the future. It is important to give residents certainty when they’ve been living on large acreage blocks for many years and it is important that future residents of that area do have the services and facilities that they will require for a growing community. 


So I think that this district sports park will certainly, once it’s completed, have significant use. It will be well supported by the local community. There are many young families settling in the area and in fact Pallara State School is already exceeding its targeted enrolments for a number of years ahead of where it should be. So we have a lot of young families there. A district sports park will certainly help us to facilitate an active and healthy lifestyle for the children growing up in our suburbs and this is a great addition for the south-western corridor of Brisbane. I commend this item to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair, I rise to speak on item B, Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan, item D and possibly item F as well. So firstly on the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan, this has been litigated quite a bit through this Chamber as this is obviously the last stage that this neighbourhood plan is going through. So our views on this are well known in this Chamber, but is refreshing though to hear the views of the new Councillor for that area, or for Coorparoo anyway, in the South East Advertiser, where Councillor CUNNINGHAM has said the controversial plan is going to leave her with quite a challenge and is going to be really tough but she is going to give it her best shot to sell this controversial plan to her local community and I’m sure she will, but this is a suboptimal neighbourhood plan, Mr Chair. 


It is not in keeping with the central tenants of the so-called blueprint for planning here in Brisbane that we supported in good faith, particularly where that blueprint talks about rezoning emerging communities land for low density, we haven’t seen that occur particularly and the LORD MAYOR did mention this area, the Stephens Mountain area. We’re seeing again, as we said last time, through that community activism over there, some of that area saved from development, but certainly not all of it and we’re going to see a whole heap of development through there.


It is a missed opportunity when it comes to planning for extra growth, particularly around public transport infrastructure, new parks, green spaces, bike lanes, bikeways and all those other things that get people moving around their community to deal with the growth that has occurred and will continue to occur in this area. It also sees an expansion of the CR2, Character residential 2 zoning, which we know inevitably means more townhouses and units crammed into the backyards of character homes. So those streets that largely have intact character housing, that the blueprint in this Administration said that they would be protecting, we’re seeing whole swathes of this area rezoned from character residential to character residential 2, which will mean more townhouses and units in backyards in character housing areas.


So the Administration likes to go out there and talk big about character protection and highlight that on one document, but in another document, they are giving the green light to developers to come in and carve up backyards in character areas. So this is a neighbourhood plan that certainly had some improvements, some very hard-won improvements by that community from its first iteration through to where it is now, but in our view it certainly doesn’t meet the needs of that community going forward, so we will not be supporting that today.


Just picking up on the Third Budget Review, Councillor JOHNSTON touched on some of these items here and I hope that a suitable explanation will be given, particularly around the $10.5 million in delays to constructing key bikeway links in Brisbane suburbs. We were told this morning in Committee that two of those projects were, one, the Jim Soorley Bikeway, which is just under $1 million and some trust fund underspends of just under $2 million, so there is still $7 million worth of bikeway projects that we hope will certainly be explained to the people of Brisbane why those are not being delivered. Likewise, in the program area enhancing the ferry infrastructure network, there is $9 million being pushed out by two years.


Again, picking up on what Councillor JOHNSTON said and the Administration says, it’s a point in time or a bad snapshot in time of this Administration’s mismanagement of the budget here in Brisbane and it is always a bad snapshot in time when they are in charge of this budget. 


Now on to item F, membership of the Oversight of Consultancy Special Committee, this is a really troubling Committee, this ghost Committee, which is made up of two LNP Councillors, that doesn’t report to this Chamber, we’re not sure where it reports, but it has the oversight and the carriage of recommending some pretty serious amounts of money being spent by this Council. Now to have a Committee that is dealing with contracts that could be worth hundreds of millions of dollars of ratepayers’ money being tied up in secrecy like this is not a good outcome for the people of Brisbane. I think if people understood that there was a Committee of two LNP Councillors that reported nowhere, that could recommend or not particular contractors getting consultancy work through Council, that could potentially be worth hundreds of millions of dollars of ratepayers’ money, I think people would start hearing alarm bells ringing in their heads, Mr Chair. It is these types of committees that can lead to corruption. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:
It is these types of committees, where there is not proper oversight, where there is not proper reporting and not proper membership, that can lead to corruption.

Councillor ADAMS:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
As a member of that board, until this is passed, I am highly offended and I ask that he withdraw that comment.

Chair:
Yes, I agree. 
I think that you’ve made your point, Councillor CASSIDY, could you please keep your comments within proportion.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. As I said, this Committee is very troubling and these types of committees are not good for openness and accountability and transparency when it comes to hundreds of millions of dollars of ratepayers’ funding. We have attempted over previous years to make this Committee a bipartisan Committee between the Administration and the Opposition. We have also attempted to have an independent person put on to this Committee as well; that happened last year. At every opportunity that we have given this Administration to make sure that this Committee is as open and transparent as it possibly can be, they have rejected that at every step.


So, we can’t in good conscience and on behalf of the people of Brisbane, support this Committee in its current form. I’m sure it has a very important role to play, but it’s done behind closed doors. This is the most secretive Committee in the most secretive Council in Australia and I think that people would be abhorred at knowing what goes on in this place and we certainly won’t be supporting that item today.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Chair, I rise to speak on item B of the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan and first of all I’d like to say that Councillor CASSIDY has verballed me. What I said was that residents raised concerns with me about development and I have heard those concerns, in fact Council has heard those concerns and their feedback has helped shape this plan. 

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
The plan area covers about half of my ward of Coorparoo—
Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 
Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
The plan area covers about half of my ward of Coorparoo and in particular my home patch, so I’m delighted to be here this evening and see it come before Council. I’d like to commend the officers on what has been a long and thorough process. The first draft strategy was released for community consultation in October 2016, with formal consultation running from 16 April to 8 June 2018. Council officers received over 420 submissions during that formal statutory public consultation period and a significant amount of feedback was also previously received. 


The neighbourhood plan largely focuses change on the centres along Logan Road corridor, the Greenslopes Private Hospital and around the Greenslopes Busway Station, as well as the areas that are within the Low-medium residential zone with a Traditional building character overlay. Chair, what I love about my area, is the balance between old and new, public transport, accessibility, bikeways and busways. The diversity and choices add to the appeal and this plan strikes that balance by protecting our local lifestyle while also allowing for increased population growth in a considered and deliberate way. 


As the owner and inhabitant of a character residential property at Greenslopes, I am delighted to see many outcomes which are aimed at protecting the local heritage and character in the plan area. The tin-and-timber, Spanish mission and Californian bungalow style of homes within the area is quintessentially Brisbane and I believe protections afforded in this plan are deserved and will ensure future generations enjoy our historic dwellings and unique streetscape.


While I’m fortunate to live in my own house now, that has not always been the case. For instance, in years gone by and especially when I was a student, it was important to have access to affordable accommodation options close to public transport and services. Through this plan, growth areas and unit development will be consolidated to key locations near public transport, shops, services and open space. This will allow for some housing choice and diversity in the community. However, much of the whole area remains unchanged as low‑density suburban development or is further protected in the Character residential zone. 


We see an increase in the number of properties into the Character residential zone, which now amounts to nearly 6,000 and there are specific outcomes aimed at protecting local heritage and character, including an additional ten new heritage places and 13 new dwellings included in the Pre-1911 building overlay. Overall, there will be a net increase in the number of pre-1946 properties that are protected by the Traditional building character overlay. There are new provisions to protect heritage places, including that development next door to a heritage place may be assessable, must respect the values of the heritage place and not detract from the streetscape. This is truly a plan which recognises the value that residents place on local history.


Chair, as the mother of a young son, I could not be more pleased to see almost six hectares of land added to the conservation zone at Stephens Mountain, Greenslopes. The plan recognises the environmental values of Stephens Mountain and confirms that most of the site is not appropriate for development. Any development on Stephens Mountain is to retain the landscape, habitat and ecological values of the site, which is so close to our beautiful city and has amazing views to both the north and south. 


The following zoning pattern will apply at Stephens Mountain: retain the portion of the land owned by the Department of Transport and Main Roads as Special purpose zone; rezone the former quarry portion, approximately 1.35 hectares, owned by Council, from Special purpose zone to Emerging community zone; and change the remaining area from Special purpose zone to Conservation zone, a total of 5.82 hectares. 


A precinct of a portion of the Conservation zone will also allow park work to be exempt from development approvals, providing future potential for the community to share in this special place. I applaud the addition of this new Conservation zone and I am delighted to see an additional 48 established trees will be protected from being removed by placing them within the Significant landscape tree overlay. 


This is an exciting time to be in Coorparoo Ward, with everything you could ever need right at your fingertips. The plan identifies areas along Logan Road, Cavendish Road and Greenslopes Mall as places for further future growth, adding to the vibrant activity centres they have become for thousands of residents. In summary, Chair, this plan will allow for growth in and around existing centres and maintains character and low density residential development through most of the area.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor CUNNINGHAM take a clarification question?

Chair:
Would you take a question?

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
No, thank you.

Chair:
No, she won’t. 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
It’s a great example—
Chair:
Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Sorry, Mr Chair. In summary, I believe this plan will allow for growth in and around existing centres and maintains character and low density residential development through most of the area. It’s a great example of how this Administration is both building and protecting Brisbane. I commend the work of the planning Chair, Councillor BOURKE, the officers who worked hard on this plan and I look forward to its adoption.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, you had a misrepresentation. Please keep the comments limited to the misrepresentation at hand.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Councillor CUNNINGHAM said I verballed her. I just quoted directly from her local newspaper, which said—
Chair:
Thank you. 
Further speakers?
Councillor CASSIDY:
—that the controversial—
Chair:
Further speakers? 
Anyone? 
Charles—Councillor STRUNK.
Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Listen, I rise to speak briefly on items D and E. Mr Chair, it’s always interesting to look through a Third Budget Review, I think this is my third, of this LNP Council and there are a number of things that just don’t look quite right, the ones that I’ve been able to identify. The third review in the Annual Operational Plan can be a telling document, which is a good indicator on how the programs are going. No doubt we’ll hear from the LORD MAYOR and the Finance Chair and I echo the words of Councillor JOHNSTON, that this will just be a snapshot in time with three months to go, nothing to see here. 


Mr Chair, my leader has taken the time to comprehensively identify many of the issues within the report that we have issues with. So I won’t spend much time in relitigating them, but will highlight a few that were important to me. Page 2—
Chair:
Councillors, if you are having a private conversation, can you just take it outside for me please?

Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Page 2 of the budget financial statement, under expenses, my question is what caused the decrease in the reported expenses for material and services of $144 million? Was it at the expense of services or project delays? Again on page 2, it says that the developer contributions are increasing by 34% to $134 million, from a budget figure of $100 million. But if we look at page 11 of the statement of comprehensive income, you report the developer contributions of $72 million, which is under the stated budget of $100 million. So can you explain the inconsistency of those two reported statements?


Mr Chair, I would also like to ask why we are rephasing $240,000 in the citywide Litter Prevention Project. It is listed on page 39, sorry, of the Clean Green Sustainable City Projects variances. Now when I saw this, I just couldn’t believe it because just this last weekend the World Mission Society of the Church of God was out at my ward again; they come once a month and this time we were at the Thrush Street Park and this organisation has made a major commitment to my ward to come out once a month to undertake litter clean up. So I really just wonder why we are rephasing this sort of money, right, for litter prevention. So if that could be answered, I would greatly appreciate it, because we shouldn’t be asking our organisations to go out and do work that’s really Council work, as a volunteer, especially if we’re rephasing or pushing that money that could have been spent that year into another year.


Mr Chair, if we look at page 42 of the same document, we see the Guiding Brisbane’s Development had a much lower than anticipated revenue of $5.2 million, so I ask what has caused this to occur? Mr Chair, page 53 of the same document, it looks like the Asia Pacific Screen Awards has taken another hit to sponsorship of $400,000 which should worry all of us in this Chamber. This has been the case for a few years now and it makes me wonder if our marketing strategy needs a fresh pair of eyes. At this rate, Mr Chair, we may not have the sponsorship to sustain this headline Brisbane City Council event.


Mr Chair, I look forward to hearing the responses to what I’ve raised, as well as what my leader has raised as well. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair, and I just rise to enter the debate on items B and D and E if I get a chance. The Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan, item B which is before us here today, is here now for the final endorsement of Council. It has been off to the State Government for their second State interest review and it is here for adoption, Mr Chair. 


This has been a process that started a long time ago. It started way back in 2016, I think I’ve got it in front of me here, Mr Chair, and has been done in consultation and engagement with the residents of the Coorparoo and surrounding suburbs for the draft strategy, for the iterations of the actual neighbourhood plan and for all of the statutory consultation processes that go on top of the extra engagement that this Council does as part of its neighbourhood planning process, Mr Chair. It is an award-winning process, as the Council Chamber has heard many times and it is one, Mr Chair, that we see being rolled out across the city and has delivered us a number of neighbourhood plans across the city.


What we have seen though, this afternoon again, is a Labor Councillor stand up in this place and despite the Leader of the Opposition had 30 minutes, did not say one sentence about this neighbourhood plan. We know that he is heading for retirement, it has been Councillor CASSIDY who has been leading the charge now for some weeks, he didn’t even say boo about this neighbourhood plan, did not have one thing to offer as the Leader of the Opposition in this city. But what we did see is again the Australian Labor Party not putting forward any alternative.


So what they’re happy to do, week in, week out in this place, is go, well you can’t put density there, you can’t do that there, you can’t put density here, well where are people going to live in this city, Mr Chairman, through you, to those remaining Councillors of the Australian Labor Party that are in this place, if you cannot put density around the growth nodes and the transport nodes that sit inside this neighbourhood plan? If not there, then where? Front up to the community and tell them, through you, Mr Chair, to the Leader of the Opposition and the Labor Party Councillors who are here, where?

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor BOURKE:
Where are they going to put the density? I take that interjection from Councillor GRIFFITHS, because Councillor GRIFFITHS helpfully went, the Jamboree Ward. Yeah, Councillor GRIFFITHS, that’s why when we did the neighbourhood plan there, we rezoned areas around it, the major train station at Darra, four, five storeys. Oh yeah, you put density around major transport nodes, it’s a pretty simple public transport idea, it’s a pretty simple planning idea, through you, Mr Chair, to the Councillor for Moorooka Ward. So here you have the South East Busway that is going to have Metro services running along it, high speed, high frequency, turn up and go services and why wouldn’t you put density there to use that service?


Now the Labor Party like to preach about being the forgotten people, for housing affordability, well where are you going to put people in this city? Are you going to push them to the outskirts, through you, Mr Chair, to the Leader of the Opposition if he was here and to the Labor Councillors that remain in the Council Chamber, where? 


We never hear an alternative plan, but what we do hear is this constant negativity where we’ve gone out and engaged with the community, where we’ve spoken to them and listened to their views and concerns and then appropriately looked at how we can support and facilitate not only the increased density that we need because of the State Government’s regional plans and all those additional dwellings that we have to meet that are a statutory target for this Council, but also to support the growing business community in this city. 


Because I tell you what, I know, having spoken to the current Councillor for Stones Corner and for the Coorparoo Ward and previously councillor for that area, some of those businesses down there are struggling. I know, having spoken to the Councillor for the Deagon Ward, who wanted a neighbourhood plan for Sandgate because the businesses are struggling, they need some increased density for more people to help support the business centres. 


So we’ve listened and we have listened and we are trying to respond and help support the small business, help provide housing choice and help support the growth of our city and manage the growth of our city to protect what we love about our city, to protect the tin and timber, to protect the Californian bungalows, to protect those inner city suburbs that have a particular charm and character about them, but also acknowledging that we have a responsibility to make sure we adequately plan for the growth of this city and accommodate the people that want to move. 


Because I tell you what, there are a lot of people that want to come to Brisbane and I don’t blame them because it is a fantastic place to live. But we have to make sure that we are planning for and making sure that we accommodate the growth, that’s a requirement by the State Government through their regional plan. This neighbourhood plan helps to do that. But at the same time, this neighbourhood plan also makes sure that we’re protecting the character, as Councillor CUNNINGHAM said.


Councillor CASSIDY can go for his little verballing attacks that he likes to do in this place because the words he used are not Councillor CUNNINGHAM’s words in that article. They’re not her words. He likes to try and stand up and verbal people in this place, but he’s got to be very careful, because he misquotes people and if you check the article, they’re not the words that Councillor CUNNINGHAM said. 


So you’ve got to play it with a straight bat, Councillor CASSIDY, through you, Mr Chair, because if you want to have a fair dinkum debate about town planning, if you want to be fair dinkum with the people, then you guys on that other side, in the Australian Labor Party, would actually stump up on how you’re going to accommodate growth and density across this city, something you have not done in the 11 years that I’ve been here, something that you’re not prepared to have a conversation with the people of Brisbane about, because when we’ve done it in the past through City Plan and through Plan your Brisbane, all you’ve done is criticise and claim that it was an engagement exercise and a publicity exercise, when it was a fair dinkum engagement with the people of Brisbane on what they would like to see and how they’d like to see their city grow.


This neighbourhood plan—
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence. 
Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chairman, and again we just see the childish nature that Councillors take the actual genuine feedback of the residents of Brisbane in, because we got thousands of engagements out of that process with actual comments and feedback, words, words of the residents of Brisbane about how they would like to see their city grow and how they’d like to see it develop and what they love about it and what they’d like to see protected. That’s the feedback that’s of value, Mr Chairman, as part of that.


So as part of this neighbourhood plan, as Councillor CUNNINGHAM said, there is ten new heritage places, there are 13 new dwellings being put into the Pre‑1911 overlay, there is six hectares nearly of new park or conservation land. So when the Labor Party vote against this neighbourhood plan this evening, they are voting against six new hectares of park and conservation land for the City of Brisbane. That’s what they’re doing. They don’t want to see more parks and conservation areas in the Coorparoo areas; they are going to vote against that today. 


There are also additional street trees that are being protected as part of the Significant landscape tree overlay and on top of that, there is a large number of properties that are being moved from either Traditional building character overlay into that, or they’re being moved into the Character residential overlay as well. We heard Councillor CASSIDY talk about this furphy around the Character overlay and particularly character infill. The provisions inside this neighbourhood plan, as we said back when it came back to this place before it went to the State for its second State interest review, are some of the tightest provisions around character infill that this Council has. We’ve adopted the same provisions that we have in similar neighbourhood plans close by and they actually put stricter controls than currently sit inside the City Plan on how you are able to do infill development in the character infill area. The criticism that we continue to see from those opposite just shows that they don’t have a plan for managing the growth in this city because if you can’t put increases in density into areas like this, where do they go? How do you facilitate that growth in the city? How are you actually going to manage the growth in the city going forward? These are some real big questions and challenges for the Australian Labor Party that they need to put forward at some point.


At some point they have to front up and have that conversation, whether it’s in here as part of a debate or whether it’s as part of the election campaign next year, Mr Chairman, but at some point they have to put their cards on the table because the residents of Brisbane are very keen to know this. We have a very clear path on how we help to work with the community to develop and do these neighbourhood plans, how we engage with them and we respond by making sure that we do appropriate increases in the zonings around those transport nodes, around those shopping precincts and protect the suburbs, protect the tin and timber, protect the character that we see and this neighbourhood plan again today, goes a long way to doing that.


There are the recommendations out of the blueprint in here. We wouldn’t be putting so many buildings into the character zoning or into the traditional building zoning or heritage listing them or getting rid of some of the EC (Emerging community) land that’s in this plan if we weren’t following the recommendations of the blueprint, Mr Chairman. I just commend this neighbourhood plan to the Chamber and I thank all of the Councillor officers, all of the community members and all of the organisations that have been involved in this process. This neighbourhood plan I know will keep the residents of the Coorparoo and surrounding suburbs in good stead for many years.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oh yes thank you, Mr Chairman. It’s always interesting—oh sorry, I’m going to speak on item A and item B. It’s always interesting to hear Councillor BOURKE speak. It was very interesting to hear him speak about the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan and what a great job his Administration has done in relation to planning across the city. I invite him to—as I have previous Chairpersons—to numerous public meetings that I attend where residents are furious about the neighbourhood planning process and furious about your City Plan.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence.

Councillor GRIFFITH:
So it’s very interesting to hear Councillor BOURKE defend the City Plan but we know and he knows that people are unhappy with this Administration and what it’s done with planning in this city and we know and he knows that people are angry about it. They’re ready to pass on their thoughts to the Administration with regards the poor way planning has been done and the way density has been inequitably distributed across this city.


I also want to speak on item B—oh no sorry, item A which is a proposed purchase of land for District Sports Park purposes located at Pallara. Now there’s—Pallara’s actually—it’s been interesting to hear different people get up and I notice people have history with the area but Pallara is actually in the Moorooka ward. This is at the far end of my ward but it is one of the fastest growing areas in the city. At the moment there’s thousands, thousands of home sites that have been approved or that are currently being developed down there at Pallara.


Each week there won’t be an application that will go — that won’t go— that will go through my office where we’re seeing hundreds more applications for subdivision. This area is growing massively and in the time that I’ve represented it it’s been significant—the number of people that are down there—but the very high expectation they have when they move into a new suburb—they expect public transport. They expect park facilities, they expect the roads done, they expect footpaths—it’s an expectation and that’s what we’ve sold to them in terms of them moving to that part of the city. We’re so far behind in our delivery for those people it’s not funny.


So I hear the LORD MAYOR say well this is great, we’ve done a great thing here. Look, aren’t I fantastic? This has taken two years—from the time this resident approached me to the time we’re purchasing this property, it’s taken two years and we still only have enough land to do half the regional park. We still only have half the land. So we still haven’t got the other half and there’s no plans in place for what we’re actually going to do on there. There’s no plans in place—
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Thank you.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. As I said—thank you Councillor COOK—there are no plans in place for this regional park. So yes this is a good purchase but we should be getting on and purchasing the rest of this land. Given that that’s taken us two years to purchase this piece of land, I’m assuming it’s going to take us another two years to purchase the rest of it or another piece of land and that’s too long for these residents to wait. So, Mr Chairman, I welcome this but once again I think the Administration is really lacking in the way it’s delivery for our residents and particularly our new residents in our growing areas of the city. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being—Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
You nearly missed me, Mr Chair.

Chair:
I did. I did, please continue.

Councillor COOPER:
I’d be disappointed. Miss my opportunity. I’m happy to speak on items D and E. There are a couple of questions raised in relation to these items, in particular about the ICB, with that issue I think that Councillor CUMMING was concerned that Transurban Queensland were not paying Council for work that was undertaken. In fact, there was actually additional work undertaken as part of the ICB upgrade. We had them undertake some work which was the signalisation of the Herston Street off-ramp. That was additional work that they undertook on our behalf so that equated to about $1.4 million. So that would have been money that would have come to Council under that agreement but we undertook—if they did that work for us that that would be something that obviously Council wouldn’t be receiving. I know Councillor HOWARD has been very happy to see those lights in place and seeing a significant improvement in the connectivity up there in that vicinity of the hospital. So that’s just a clarification of that particular one.


He was asking also in relation to Kingsford Smith Drive saying that there was a $16 million carry over. In fact, if you have a look at the information, the money is moving—so the money moves from the 2018-19 year, it skips the 2019-20 year and it moves to the 2020-21 year—so it actually isn’t carried over the two years but it actually shifts into that period. It is, as this Chamber well knows, a consequence of the geotechnical difficulties that Council has unfortunately seen in that vicinity of the Crescent Road Hamilton location and that is why there is a change. It is just a movement from that financial year to the 2020-21 financial year.


The other question I think that Councillor CUMMING had was with respect to a range of other projects, particularly the CRU (Congestion Reduction Unit) projects. He was concerned that Council wasn’t getting on and delivering these projects. I think it’s important to note that this is basically a rolling program. So these are projects that are suggested by local Councillors, by the community, by us reviewing the road network in how to ensure that it is working as effectively as possible. In the congestion busting projects basically there’s a temporary underspend. It’s basically—there’s been a lower than anticipated labour costs and also we’ve had one particular project that is put on hold. That is basically because it does not meet the criteria for this project.


So to be eligible for this project it has to be expenditure of equal or less than $250,000—so these are small projects. Some projects are anticipated that they could fit in that category but further investigation means that it actually could be in excess. Sometimes we see far in excess of that figure therefore that then goes to a different line item area for consideration in the future to be funded as part of that program. They also have to be supported by the local community and by the local Councillor, and in some cases, these projects are considered by the officers and when consultation is undertaken with local Councillors or the local community they may not support it. It could require the removal of trees for example. It could mean some sort of changes to arrangements that people are not happy to support. But when these projects are not able to be undertaken then we move on to the next range of projects. There is always projects coming up to be investigated. They are investigated if they meet those criteria—so they’re the first rate of return that has to be delivered—so it has to be good value for money for Council. If they meet that criteria of sitting in the $250,000 or less in terms of the size of the project—and they must be able to be supported by the local community and the local Councillor. If they meet those requirements, if they deliver benefits to our road network then we undertake those projects but there is always a range of projects that are being moved up and through into that program for consideration and if they do meet those requirements then Council will be undertaking those projects.


So do not be concerned Councillor CUMMING if you have suggestions for that—and I note we write to Councillors fairly regularly asking if there are suggestions of projects that might be eligible for that particular initiative to be put forward and investigated by the officers. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item B and perhaps also items D and E. Just firstly with the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan, I’m frequently disappointed at the shallow tone of debate in this Chamber around planning and development. I think that’s probably to some extent exemplified in the discussion around this neighbourhood plan. I see Councillor BOURKE doesn’t seem to be in the Chamber at the moment but he issued that challenge of saying okay, well where do we want to put people. Actually I think Coorparoo is—and the Greenslopes area—is one of those areas that it isn’t necessarily inappropriate to densify. I think there is a case for some infill development around the suburbs of Coorparoo and Greenslopes. But I think what residents frequently object to is the style of development and the flow-on impacts of that development. So it’s not that necessarily townhouses and granny flats are fundamentally evil or terrible things, but the specific styles of townhouse development and infill development that we’re seeing at the moment are frequently of suboptimal design outcomes. So we see townhouses built right to the boundaries, we see excessive amounts of concrete and impervious surfaces, we see loss of established trees and usable green spaces and backyards. We also see generally fairly ugly designs and buildings that I would describe as McMansions described as townhouses. So they’re essentially—the bedrooms are much, much bigger than they need to be, the common spaces, living spaces and transitionary outdoor spaces are a lot smaller than they ought to be.


So it’s not necessarily that medium density infill is a bad thing but the specific kinds of development that this neighbourhood plan allows are a missed opportunity and well below what the public should reasonably expect. So I think really our conversation needs to become a bit more nuanced and we need to talk more seriously about what level of setbacks are appropriate, what height limits are appropriate rather than just saying oh yes, we’re very supportive of all townhouses or no we’re very opposed to all townhouses. Let’s have a nuanced conversation about how we can get the balance right. I don’t think this particular plan does get the balance right because I think the styles of townhouse development it allows will lead to the loss as I said of established trees but also to excessive site cover in areas where those green corridors are particularly important.


In addition to that the other big concern residents often raise with this sort of infill development is the increased impact it has on traffic congestion. The point remains if you go to densify a neighbourhood you also need to make sure that there’s improvements to active transport and public transport, not just in the big metro projects and the transport corridors leading people in and out of the city but local connectivity, local pedestrian and cycling connectivity to shops and schools and local destinations as well as those local bus routes. I think that still isn’t sufficiently part of this conversation.


The other big concern I still have with the Coorparoo neighbourhood plan is of course the desecration that’s occurring to the bushland area at Stephens Mountain. Obviously I kicked up a big stink about this a while ago and we successfully managed to have a fair chunk of that bushland area preserved as greenspace, but a large chunk of it is still being rezoned for emerging community. That’s land that should have been protected as greenspace and recognised for its significant ecological values. I was a little bit concerned by Councillor CUNNINGHAM’s comments that it’s actually Council owned land which is being rezoned from—it’s currently greenspace and it’s being rezoned for emerging community and the Councillor hasn’t clearly stated what it plans to do with that land.


I hope I’m wrong in that a Councillor will get up and correct me but what I’ve heard in this Chamber today is that part of the land which is being rezoned for emerging community is actually owned by Brisbane City Council and that’s deeply concerning to me if that’s the case. But even if it’s not the case, even if the land isn’t actually owned by Council, I still don’t think we should be rezoning that vegetated area for emerging community. My comments have been placed on the record before so I won’t harp on about them right now.


Just turning to items D and E though, I want to offer a few insights as to why so many Council projects seem to be getting delayed or rolled over. Maybe these insights might be worth the new Mayor and the new DEPUTY MAYOR taking some note of because I think there’s an opportunity to improve the way we deliver some of these projects. I offer these insights in good faith in the hope that there’ll be some genuine reflection on how we can improve going forward.


So what I frequently see with projects that are being delivered in my area is that they’re announced with almost no public consultation. Then the community is forced into a position where they have to either accept a fairly suboptimal outcome or advocate really, really strongly for changes to be made after the fact. What that means is that Councillor officers behind the scenes have done a great deal of initial planning work, initial design work and then they present it to me as a Councillor and to residents for sort of tokenistic feedback. Then there’s a need as a result of that feedback to make dramatic changes. The project practically has to go back to the drawing board, it gets delayed, pushed back et cetera.


Now it would be much more efficient if before the Council officers went so far down the road and did all that design work and did all that initial scoping and planning, that we have a bit more community consultation and planning up front so that the initial scope and initial concept designs of these kinds of projects is closer to what the residents are willing to accept—I’m thinking here of major park upgrades, definitely some of the major bikeway projects that have happened through my ward. A fairly consistent experience I have is that a lot of the design work is done, mistakes are made, local concerns are overlooked and then the plans have to be changed dramatically and that’s a key factor that’s leading the projects being delayed, rolled over and pushed back.


I think a similar concern exists with the congestion busting projects. Through you, Mr Chair, to the Mayor I’d encourage you to think really carefully about how much money you allocate to these congestion busting projects in future years because some of them to me actually seem like they’re going to increase traffic congestion. I’ve objected to a couple of these congestion busting projects in my neighbourhood in the last couple of years because they essentially encourage more people to drive and funnel more cars through residential areas which is the opposite of what we should be doing. So maybe we need to start thinking about how we can engage and consult with the community earlier on in the process before we do all the work and before we allocate all that money and then we’ll have better quality outcomes that are driven by the community rather than being driven by public servants who are maybe detached from practical concerns on the ground.


I also just wanted to note the ongoing concerns I have about decision-making bottlenecks and I see this particularly in the news branch in terms of some of the park projects in my ward but also with intersection projects, bikeway projects and other transport projects. Frequently we see the officers’ brief up to the Chair and then it takes several weeks or in some cases months for the Chair to pass on that information—or to tick off on that—so that the Councillor and the local community can receive the information. Through you, Mr Chair, I’m particularly directing this comment to the DEPUTY MAYOR. I’m still waiting on a briefing around the River Loop bikeway project. The money for that was allocated in the budget and it’s been a year and I still haven’t seen anything in detail. I think that’s a classic example of where officers are doing the work but they’re waiting on a sign-off from someone higher up, whether it’s a Chair or a branch manager and those key decision makers are so snowed under and have so much work across their desk and they’re taking too long to make essential decisions and are holding up the entire project.


So maybe what we need to be talking about there is decentralising some of that decision-making. If the Chair doesn’t have time to make a meaningful decision about whether a park upgrade or a pedestrian crossing should go ahead then maybe leave it up to the local Councillor. Maybe decentralise some of that decision making because right now we’re waiting months and months to get updates on basic straight forward projects when instead the Chair could just say oh look, I’m going to trust the local Councillor’s decision on this. If the local Councillor is happy with the plan I’m happy to proceed with it. That’s what we do with a lot of the smaller park projects and that’s why in many cases they can happen more quickly. But it’s those larger projects where senior decision makers who aren’t connected to the local neighbourhood and don’t understand the community’s local concerns end up holding up the project because they’re required to make a decision and they don’t enough to make a decision confidentially.


So I really want to emphasise that these rollovers and delays don’t need to be happening. I think a big part of the problem is overcentralisation of decision making where the local community and the local Councillor are cut out of the process which means plans have to be changed repeatedly or that the release of plans is delayed unnecessarily. There’s a lot of room for improvement there and I really think this Administration can do a lot better in that respect.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS: 
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I rise to speak on items B, C and F and I’ll start with item F just very briefly. Again we hear the confected posturing from Councillor CASSIDY about corruption and secrecy and the most secret Committee in Council and the no transparency when we’ve made it very clear what this Committee is about. It’s not about million-dollar projects and something that’s hidden from the community. He’s getting confused with the Stores Board Committee where the Stores Board process—where the officers work through the projects and look at the tender processes and look at those strategic contracting plans that all come to Council.
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence. 

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
The Oversight’s Committee is literally that, an oversight of consultancies that have come through various portfolios so the Administration can make sure that the ratepayer’s money is being used wisely and for the best value for money. Actually the predominant part of the Oversight’s Committee is actually the Better Brisbane Proposals and as the commitment I made to this Chamber that Councillor ALLAN will continue is that anything that is approved through the Better Brisbane Proposals for a trial through to contract comes to the Chambers. So there is absolutely no secrecy around this Committee and it is obviously and clearly the role of the Administration Councillors within the Finance Committee to have oversight of the officer’s decisions around spending ratepayers’ money on consultancies.


To item B, I just wanted to be heard in silence to start with, Mr Chair, thank you. Item B which is the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan—I only have a small section of the neighbourhood plan in the Holland Park Ward, about half of the Holland Park suburb—the northern side of Marshall Road—but this section does very clearly focus on the CityShape values of densities around existing centres, services and facilities along our main corridors, and in this case Logan Road and a little bit down near Bapaume Road too where we have our busway and major traffic on the Pacific Motorway.


I thank the Council officers for the work that they’ve done over several years for this. We’ve seen ongoing protection for existing heritage and new heritage listings as well in the Holland Park suburb as well and that is heritage listings not just character protections as well.


The Hillside character precinct has been updated—updated in the fact that the terminology alone no longer exists but the intent of the Hillside character precinct is continued to be reflected in the development outcomes listed in the tables there as well. The main changes for the Holland Park Ward are in the neighbourhood centre precincts for example along Kuring Gai Avenue in Tarragindi, the outlying improved public realm—if there’s opportunities there with developers, it might happen in that smaller neighbourhood centre precinct, and also the Holland Park Centre which is a larger district centre currently zoned two to four stories is being zoned four to six stories but we are not expecting this to happen any time soon.


This centre precinct has had a reinvigoration over the last couple of years. It’s fantastic to see the numbers of people that are visiting that centre, all during the week with new coffee shops, new restaurants, new bars and of course the continuing favourites there of the best bakery and a great local hotel as well. The opportunities we see in this precinct though that if there is redevelopment it does allow for the capacity for developers to be able to do basement car parking which is one of the largest issues that we have in this local area—is that it is becoming a little bit too popular. The current car parking provisions are very tight for those businesses and particularly with Logan Road being such a main corridor so any basement car parking that can be added in future developments is a bonus for that area as well.


I would like to thank the Community Reference Group for their many weeks of work even though it seems like many years ago, that they did put in representatives right across the community that had their say and represented their interest groups across the district plan and the officers for their commitment to engaging with the community. I think it’s a great outcome for the Holland Park Ward but also for Councillor CUNNINGHAM in the Coorparoo Ward as well.


Lastly I just wanted to take comments on this Stores Board submission for the Volvo spare parts and associated services. There were some comments from Councillor CUMMING around this. We have been involved for over a decade now with Volvo being the supplier of our chassis for all of our Council buses—so since 2009-10 all Council buses are Volgren/Volvo delivered. So therefore having Volvo’s expertise as the supplier of spare parts and associated services, make sure that we have a better value for money for our portfolio, the vehicles spend more time on the road delivering the services rather than off the road with people that may not have the expertise. We know that they’ve got a proven track record on quick technical support and they are very quick at resolving any issues that we have that arise within our fleet.


The contract agreed is for an initial 10 years. Councillor CUMMING commented that he thought that this might be a little bit too long but we do need to realise that we will need spare parts for a minimum of at last 20 years. Our bus ages are 18 to 21 years before we take them off the roads so we are going to need at least another 20 years of spare parts. Of course we also need to make sure that we’re not using generic spare parts for our buses because that actually results in a higher whole-of-life cost for our buses as well. So we get a better value for money using the provider that provides the chassis and we also get appropriate warranty terms when we don’t use our generic parts as well. So Volvo will be focussing on the engine and transmission, break and steering fuel emissions and suspensions. Currently 70% of our fleet are actually Volvo, that is over 850 buses, and we will be continuing to buy from Volvo so that will be more than 850 buses in the coming years as well. We are committed to keeping one of the most modern bus fleets in the country and using Volvo as a reliable provider in this field will continue that commitment. It is very clear now that Volvo has actually moved their head office from Sydney to Brisbane—wow, what have we got here, a procurement for a local business. Imagine that—and Councillor CUMMING wasn’t too sure about the length of time for that one. But since they have moved their head office from Sydney to Brisbane we have developed the relationship with Volvo. Quarterly meetings with Transport for Brisbane makes a far more efficient process and relationship. As clearly indicated this satisfies innovation, partners and change potential, the maturity of the Volvo systems as well as the strategic fit and the value for money. I recommend all of these three reports to the Chambers.

Chair:
Further contributions? 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to enter the debate on item D and to respond to a couple of statements by Councillor CUMMING and Councillor STRUNK. Councillor CUMMING was concerned about the Brisbane Infrastructure Depot Consolidation Project. So can I say to you, Chair, that the Brisbane Infrastructure Depot Consolidation Project team is tasked was overseeing a large-scale business transition that impact a significant portion of Council’s workforce. If Councillor CUMMING examined the 3BR submissions more closely he would identify that $270,000 of the $290,000 in savings from the Nudgee Road Depot project were reallocated to the Depot Consolidation Project team to support its important work. The small overhead costs associated with the now additional expenditure on the Deport Consolidation Project team are spread across other projects in the program and not just borne by the project the savings were moved to.


Councillor CUMMING also asked the question about our green waste recycling service and I’m very pleased to advise that there has been a steady increase of approximately 7,000 services per year and the current take up is just over 90,000, which is approximately 20% of our rate payers so that is such a good news story. 


Councillor STRUNK talked about the citywide litter project and I just wanted to talk a little bit about that in that there was a transfer of $210,000 to our city cleansing and that’s as a result of there being more need in that particular area. So it’s a rephasing but it’s also something that is just going across the area there.


Finally, I just want to turn, as I always do, to mosquitoes and I’m not sure how many times people have to stand up in this Chamber and talk about the fact that the funding for mosquitoes is put around the need. So, Councillor CUMMING, yet again you’ve raised concerns which are absolutely appalling that you should put this very vital program into the arena of doubt.


So let me just let you know what we have been doing. This financial year, Council has budgeted $4.9 million into mosquito and pest services, hence the need to move moneys around within the budget. This can vary, depending on the weather conditions and advice from our expert entomologists. Our aerial sprays typically treat 1,500 to 2,000 hectares with Council undertaking 10-15 treatments in an average season and they can cover 30,000 hectares in a season.


Council also carries out more than 110,000 ground-based visits every year to treat mosquito breeding sites. Of course, our entomologists work closely with Queensland Health to ensure early virus protection. Currently Council manages more than 2,500 known freshwater mosquito breeding sites across the city and in a typical season our mosquito control unit will treat around 20,000 hectares of coastal saltmarsh by helicopter, with ground support, by quad bike teams, utility and teams on foot.


So, Chair, through you, I just want to put that on the record yet again about the magnificent work that our mosquito team is doing and I commend the report to the Chamber.
Chair:
Further speakers? 
Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


Look, I rise to speak about item E, the quarterly financial report for March 2019, in particular the questions raised by the Leader of the Opposition—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, this is—
Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS, yes, I think I know what it’s going to be. 


Councillor JOHNSTON, go ahead.


Okay. Sorry, Councillor RICHARDS, go ahead. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Well, I have you speaking—I have you as a third speaker on this item. I have it that you’ve already spoken tonight.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
She has. Yes.

Chair:
Yes. Sorry. I have this list in front of me that you spoke after Councillor CUMMING.


Are there further speakers? 
No thank you, Peter.


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on items D, E and potentially F.


For the benefit of the new Councillors in the Chamber, I did want to point out that the annual operating plan and quarterly report comes to this Chamber every quarter for review and debate. The report we’re currently reviewing is from March 2019 and certainly new Councillors could be forgiven for thinking the sky was falling in based on the comments that we’re getting from the other side of the Chamber.


These reports reflect payments to end of March 2019 and as is the case with most of our projects, the early part of the financial year is spent doing design and consultation work with the heavy expenditure undertaken in the second half of the year. So the point that Councillor JOHNSTON made about 52% of the budget being expended at the end of March, the reality is that come the end of June, that figure will be very, very different. So in terms of the annual operating plan, obviously that’s impacted periodically when we bring the budget reviews to the Chamber and that’s what we’ve done today.


We’ve brought the third budget view to the Chamber to reflect on the projects and where they currently stand and where we believe the budget will finish the year. So in the context of this particular budget review, we have approximately $47.3 million in budget savings as a result of this budget review. The year to date has given rise to $70 million in savings and that’s certainly a reflection of our ability to make sure that projects are managed in a way that can give rise to savings where possible.


So in instances where we do have savings on projects, we’re in a position where we can reallocate that funding to other projects to ensure that we minimise debt in the city and also continue to manage the budget in a responsible fashion. So of the $70 million in savings that we’ve achieved through the budget review process this year, $32 million has been used to fund other projects and that’s particularly pleasing.


It’s also worth bearing in mind, the annual operating plan and quarterly report and the budget review are interrelated. So just referencing back to the annual operating plan, we’ve received $40 million in earlier than anticipated revenue from QUU. Obviously as an organisation, we receive dividends from a range of organisations and they can be impacted by the underlying performance and the dividend payment policy of the underlying organisation.


So Councillor CUMMING provided an extremely long list of questions and we’ll be here until next week if I seek to answer all of them but I’ll certainly make a start on some of them.


So I think the first one that he raised was related to the increase in fees and charges and I think he quoted the figure of 6%. Now, over the period of time in question, 6% is not a significant increase in the context of just the costs of doing business. You know, Council is in a marketplace, trying to provide high quality services and invariably there is a cost associated with that. In the context of the increase in fees and charges, waste management fees in particular will be a key feature there.


There’s been a lot of debate in this Chamber in recent months about the impact of waste management costs and levies that need to be absorbed into our business now. So that’s the underlying driver for that increase in fees and charges. He raised another issue about the increase in other revenue and that is a fair comment. There’s a fairly significant increase from about $339 million to $581 million. The key driver in this increase is due to an additional payment for Legacy Way and that’s associated with traffic volumes after five years of $127 million. So that’s obviously a positive receipt.


There’ll also be additional dividend payments and revenue from non-core activities and also we have an accounting standard change. There’s been a lot of talk in this Chamber over probably the last six months or so about changes to accounting standards and in particular the service concession arrangements and this also has an impact on revenue. So that’s the underlying driver of that increase.


Finance costs was another comment, that is, the change there is primarily driven by the accounting standards that I just referred to. Clearly as those standards are applied, there will be impacts on our P&L (profit and loss) and balance sheet and it is a complex space but certainly something that our finance team is right across and we’ll see those sorts of changes featured in the forthcoming budget.


There was another question there about depreciation and amortisation and the key driver on that one, I think that was on page 2—
Chair:
Councillors, just as bit of chitter-chatter in the Chamber because Councillors are to be heard in silence.

Councillor ALLAN:
The increase in depreciation and amortisation is driven primarily by increased depreciation on the road network, bus-route hardware and park infrastructure. Clearly the Council has a very, very significant asset base and that will need to be depreciated over time and that’s the key driver to that increase in depreciation and amortisation.


Moving on to page 4, you had some questions about cash and cash equivalents changing. Now, obviously in the context of an organisation like Council, we have a range of options available to help fund our operations and capital expenditure and so from time to time our cash balances will fluctuate, our borrowing requirements will fluctuate and this is really just a function of the manner in which the Council operates its business and funds its underlying capital programs.


Once again, looking down further on that same issue on page 4, he had some issues around other financial liabilities. They have moved around a little bit and will continue to. Once again, as I mentioned, we have a borrowing program that we use to fund various capital programs and those balances will change over time and that’s what we’re seeing in that particular change there.


On page 5, he mentioned other income. This is driven, as I mentioned, by some of those other revenue lines or other revenue items that are likely to impact us in coming years. Those particular increases in the context of our business are not particularly large and will be related to particular income items. Finance costs on page 5 also, as I mentioned, some of that is being driven by the changes in the accounting standards. We are certainly one of the leading councils in the context of instituting and abiding by the new accounting standards and they do have a significant impact on our balance sheet and P&L purely because of the size of our organisation. Obviously the impact on smaller councils would be much less significant.


Moving on to dividends received. Obviously we receive dividends from a range of organisations, QUU, CBIC, the list goes on. So the dividend flow will be very much a function of when the boards of those organisations declare a dividend and when they decide to pay it. So that will obviously change the outlook on the receipt of dividends and when we receive them.


Also on page 5, there was some commentary there around the cash position. As I’d mentioned, our cash position will ebb and flow, depending on the projects that we’re running and the projects that we’re completing. We have options to fund particularly large capital projects through either via debt or potentially via our cash reserve and that doesn’t make sense for us to sit on large cash reserves when we have sufficient capacity to be our normal operating expenses.

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN, your time has expired.


Further speakers? 
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


I just rise to speak in regards to item D in the Third Budget Review and specifically to address a few issues that were raised.


Specifically, in regards to the cemeteries redevelopment and the Lutwyche administration building, the variances attributable to timing and the overall construction of the building. There was a point raised previously by Councillor COOK in Committee this morning around lending and library references and the $516,000. As Councillors would know in this Chamber previously, Brisbane City Council has applied for the First 5 Forever program. The State Government decided to amend that program to reduce the amount of funding available to councils and to steer the funding more towards its own priorities through the State Library.


So the moneys that sit within that $516,000 are not all from that program. There was only $356,000 that Council received for the First 5 Forever program which is a significant reduction on previous years. The balance of the moneys was simply generated from printing services that Council offers within libraries but there is a significant shortfall there from the State and there is a clear indication they won’t be changing their position on that program.


In regards to the Bracken Ridge Library, the question was raised about the carry over. The carryover is—all of that carryover is in regards to the library itself and it’s simply a timing issue between the significant improvements that were undertaken. There’s 1,000 square metres which is a doubling of the current library size and as all Councillors know, I’ve previously updated the Chamber that construction has started on that and simply this carryover is just a reflection of the overall timing of the works. In regards to the variance in Men’s Sheds of $266,000, that was really a timing issue. All of those funds, or those grants, will be expended in accordance with the June 2019 alignment.


In the area of homelessness and affordable housing, the question was raised around $358,000 and these are part of the works that Council actually contributes towards its involvement within homelessness. $344,000 of that is our PSLOs (Public Space Liaison Officers) and the works that we do in conjunction with other stakeholders going around the city and the inner city to meet the needs of the homeless. The other $140,000 is a funding agreement that we have directly with Brisbane Housing Company to assist them in the vital work that they do around affordable housing.


Lastly the question was raised around the Seven Hills Community Centre, the $2.343 million as revenue. That was simply the transference of the asset which is noted in the revenue column.


Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


LORD MAYOR, your right of reply?

Alright. We’re going to take—there’s a few of these seriatim.


So all those in favour of item A, resolution A.

Clause A put

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

Clause B put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 18 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, and Jonathan SRI.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON.
Chair
All those in favour of item C.

Clause C put

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

Chair:
While this division is occurring, I’d now like to acknowledge Councillor Knapp in the Gallery. Welcome to the Council.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, Norm WYNDHAM and Nicole JOHNSTON.

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

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
Chair
In regards to the E&C resolution items D, E and F.

Clauses D, E and F put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses D, E and F of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Peter CUMMING and Jared CASSIDY immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 18 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

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

A
PROPOSED PURCHASE OF LAND FOR DISTRICT SPORTS PARK PURPOSES, LOCATED AT 46 DEVRIES ROAD, PALLARA


161/20/439/168-02

782/2018-19

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

2.
The subject property is located at 46 Devries Road, Pallara, and is described as Lot 24 on RP90232. The land comprises a site area of 1.6187 hectares and is identified as future park in the Lower Oxley Creek south neighbourhood plan. The land is zoned Sport and recreation (District zone precinct) in Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). 

3.
The subject property (outlined in red in Attachment B, submitted on file) is one of eight adjoining properties required by Council for the proposed Pallara District Sports Park (outlined in green in Attachment B, submitted on file) as part of the Local Government Infrastructure Plan in City Plan. Council has purchased four of the eight properties required (shaded blue in Attachment B, submitted on file). Council has also purchased 75 Van Dieren Road for environmental (bushland) purposes (shaded blue on Attachment B, submitted on file, but located outside the proposed Pallara District Sports Park boundary).

4.
The subject property is improved with a modest semi-modern owner-occupied dwelling, however, settlement will be on a vacant possession basis. Following acquisition, Council proposes to remove the dwelling as part of the proposed Pallara District Sports Park project.

5.
Following negotiations over two years, a sale price of $2,500,000 (GST is not applicable) was agreed (refer Attachment C, submitted on file), subject to delegate approval. The amount is supported by the independent valuation advice set out in Attachment D (submitted on file). In accordance with case law precedents, the independent valuation did not recognise the current zoning and assumed the Low density residential zoning of properties adjoining the proposed parkland.

6.
Once the purchase has been approved, the transfer of the land will be completed by, and in accordance with terms negotiated by, the Chief Legal Counsel, City Legal, City Administration and Governance.

7.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

8.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL DETERMINES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT DETERMINATION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Determination

DRAFT DETERMINATION TO APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF LAND FOR DISTRICT SPORTS PARK PURPOSES, LOCATED AT 46 DEVRIES ROAD, PALLARA

As:

(i)
the acquisition of this land will build on previous purchases by Council for the proposed Pallara District Sports Park

(ii)
funding is available from the Parks Infrastructure Improvement Program budget under Service 3.3.4.1 Park Development and Enhancement,

then Council:

(i)
approves the purchase of land located at 46 Devries Road, Pallara, described as Lot 24 on RP90232, for the amount of $2,500,000 (GST is not applicable), for district sports park purposes, subject to terms and conditions considered satisfactory by the Chief Legal Counsel, City Legal, City Administration and Governance

(ii)
approves the clearing of improvements on the land.
ADOPTED

B
COORPAROO AND DISTRICTS NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN


152/160/1218/17

783/2018-19

9.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

10.
At its meeting of 3 November 2015, Council resolved to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to include the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan (the neighbourhood plan) and to make consequential amendments (the proposed amendment).

11.
By letter dated 5 February 2016, the then Deputy Premier, Minister for Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning and Minister for Trade and Investment confirmed the State interests to be addressed in the proposed amendment. By letter dated 20 February 2018, the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (the Minister) responded to the first State interest review and approved commencement of public notification.

12.
Public consultation on the proposed amendment was carried out from 16 April 2018 to 8 June 2018, in accordance with the requirements of Statutory guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline). At its meeting of 13 November 2018, Council resolved to modify the proposed amendment in response to submissions received, and to refer it to the Minister, seeking approval to adopt the proposed amendment.

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

14.
In accordance with transitional provisions under section 287 of the Planning Act 2016, which commenced on 3 July 2017, the adoption of the proposed amendment shall occur under the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 (SPA) and the Guideline, as the process for making the proposed amendment had started under SPA.

15.
An associated amendment to planning scheme policies is required to be made, pursuant to the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules, under section 22 of the Planning Act 2016.

16.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

17.
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 COORPAROO AND DISTRICTS NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

As Council:

(i)
At its meeting on 13 November 2018, 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 Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan and to make consequential amendments with changes (the proposed amendment) and directed that written notice be given to the Minister seeking approval to adopt the proposed Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan

(b)
pursuant to Step 1.1 of Stage 1 of Part 3.3.2 of the Guideline, to make the proposed amendment to planning scheme policies

(ii)
was advised by the Minister, by letter dated 13 February 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), that it could adopt the proposed amendment with no 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 Coorparoo and districts 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 Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Rules), to adopt the proposed amendment to planning scheme policies, 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 amendment and the public notice be given to the Chief Executive in accordance with the Rules.
ADOPTED

C
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR VOLVO ORIGINAL EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURER (OEM) SPARE PARTS AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES


165/210/179/3243

784/2018-19

18.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

19.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 1 May 2019.

20.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

21.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the words [Commercial-in-Confidence]. The Commercial-in-Confidence information is available in Attachment A (submitted on file).


Purpose

22.
That the Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan (SCP) for the following.

-
That Volvo Group Australia Pty Ltd (Volvo Group) be designated as a strategic partner in accordance with section 1.13(b) of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19.

-
Establishment of a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) in the form of a Strategic Partnering Arrangement with Volvo Group for Volvo OEM Spare Parts and Associated Services.

-
That the CPA be on a schedule of rates price basis for an initial period of 10 years with the option to extend for additional periods of up to 12 years for a maximum term of 22 years.

Background/business case

23.
Transport for Brisbane (TfB) has been in a contract with Volgren Australia Pty Ltd (Volgren) for the supply of Volgren buses on Volvo chassis for in excess of 10 years. To ensure effective maintenance of the Volvo bus fleet, TfB requires ongoing commercial, engineering, technical and innovation support as well as ongoing parts supply for the maintenance of Volvo chassis. Key areas of chassis support include the performance and operation of:

-
engine and transmission

-
braking and steering

-
suspension 

-
fuel and emissions.

24.
This SCP is seeking to establish a strategic partnership with Volvo Group to support TfB requirements to operate and maintain the Volvo bus fleet with Volvo OEM parts. Based on the current Volvo fleet and future bus orders, TfB’s bus fleet will be comprised predominately with Volvo buses, more than 850 (70%) of the fleet. At a minimum, the Volvo bus fleet will continue to be in service for a further 20 years. Since 2009-10, Council has only purchased new buses built on Volvo chassis. Under the current contract this is forecast to continue through until 2021.

25.
With an anticipated life of a bus ranging between 18 and 21 years, Council will continue to require Volvo OEM spare parts for a minimum of 20 years. If a Volvo chassis is selected through future bus procurement activities, this requirement will need to be extended. The proposed strategic partnering arrangement will allow TfB to consolidate its relationship with Volvo Group and further enhance the prospect of ongoing support through to the end of life of the Volvo bus fleet. 

26.
Experience has shown that utilising generic spare parts results in higher whole-of-life costs. It also results in significant erosion of the level of support from the chassis supplier. To ensure value for money (VFM), the use of OEM spare parts improves bus reliability and reduces whole-of-life costs. For the Volvo buses, these genuine OEM parts can only be acquired through Volvo Group.

27.
Over the past 10 years of acquiring buses with Volvo chassis and Volvo OEM parts, Volvo Group has provided responsive engineering and technical support for issues as they have arisen. As an example of the level of OEM aftermarket support, Volvo Group recently brought internal engineering and technical support consultants from its head office in Sweden to Brisbane to assist in an investigation, determine the root cause and deliver a rectification process at no cost to Council. TfB have also experienced an increase in technical, engineering and commercial support since Volvo Group’s Australian head office moved from Sydney to Brisbane in 2018. 

28.
The proposed strategic partnering arrangement is for a minimum initial term of 10 years with options to extend for additional periods of up to 12 years, for a maximum term of 22 years. The contract form still retains the ability to terminate with a six-month notice period.

29.
From a VFM perspective, Volvo Group has worked with TfB on a number of initiatives. For example, Volvo Group has provided TfB with an exemption from using OEM consumables like oils, lubricants and batteries for buses as it recognised its handling of these products only adds further costs to Council. Volvo Group also provides rebates per annum which are paid back to Council based on the total volume of annual sales. There is also a provision in the contract for Volvo Group to price match if a third-party supplier can supply equivalent products at a lower price.

30.
As an organisation, Volvo Group’s corporate goals and vision align well with Council’s, particularly the following.

-
Its commitment to customers – Volvo Group is very customer responsive and appreciates the implications of TfB being a public transport operator and the need to reduce vehicle off-road (VOR) time to minimise disruption to bus services. With support from its head office in Sweden, and as part of a multinational organisation delivering vehicles across the world, Volvo Group offers TfB experience, lessons learnt and innovations which greatly enhances the parts supply arrangement. 

-
Sustainability – Volvo Group is committed to sustainability in its own operations and supply chain. Volvo Group adopts a safe work practice, which aligns to Council’s Zero Harm Policy, and is a signatory to the United Nations (UN) Global Compact, supporter of UN 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and partner in the World Wildlife Foundation (WWF) Climate Savers program. Volvo Group also has several societal engagement programs based on the principle of community support.

31.
Volvo Group currently participate in quarterly meetings with TfB that cover the bus supply program and work transparently with TfB to ensure delivery expectations are met and warranty issues are addressed. Under this proposed arrangement, these meetings will become both operational and relationship focused and be used to monitor the key performance indicators and balanced scorecards, which have been developed to monitor and progress the strategic partnering arrangement.

32.
The rationale for directly entering into a strategic partnering arrangement with Volvo Group is as follows.

(i)
Council requires the provision of Volvo OEM spare parts and associated services to ensure VFM outcomes when maintaining the bus fleet, and to ensure operational availability to meet peak demand.  

(ii)
Volvo Group is supported by its parent company and head office based in Sweden. Its Australian head office recently re-located to Wacol from Sydney, further demonstrating its support of economic development in the Greater Brisbane region. 

(iii)
As the supplier of the Volvo chassis, Volvo Group is the only company able to supply the parts required. It also offers intimate knowledge of parts and chassis and supports Council in engineering and issue rectification. There are suppliers of generic non-OEM bus spare parts who could supply parts to support the operation of Council’s bus fleet. However, non-OEM parts typically do not come with appropriate warranty terms, the necessary certification to ensure the bus operations are not compromised and it reduces the OEM engineering and technical support. Given Volvo Group’s location in Brisbane, it has demonstrated it can quickly provide critical parts and engineering support to address critical issues and ensure Council’s fleet is operational. Most generic non-OEM spare parts suppliers are located interstate with few local suppliers, such as Multispares Ltd, Bus and Coach Parts Australia Pty. Ltd. and White Diesels Australia Pty Ltd, located in Brisbane. 

(iv)
Volvo Group supplies to customers across Europe, North and South America, Asia‑Pacific and Africa. Given its global reach and business structure, it has access to global learnings, developments, innovation and best practice. As part of the quarterly reviews, Volvo Group will offer insight to these learnings and advise on best practice developments.

(v)
Further to the no-cost engineering and technical support, avoidance of issues related to non OEM spare parts and other non-price benefits offered by Volvo Group, Council will achieve VFM from this strategic partnering arrangement in the following ways.

-
Volvo Group has proposed an increase to the rebate structure. The current contract includes provisions for up to [Commercial-in-Confidence] rebate on the total spend on spare parts. Volvo Group has increased the [Commercial-in-Confidence] rebate savings to [Commercial-in-Confidence], which is a [Commercial-in-Confidence] increase dependent on annual expenditure. It is proposed that this rebate be reviewed every five years.

-
Volvo Group offers special discounted prices for more than 300 items which are often ordered or critical for Council. It has agreed to increase the number of items which have special discounted prices applied and to retain the current price escalation methodology for these items, which considers Consumer Price Index (CPI) and the exchange rate in relation to the Euro. 

-
Price match with the supply of genuine Volvo parts if a third party can supply equivalent alternative products to Council at a lower price.

(vi)
Entering into a strategic partnering arrangement with Volvo Group will also provide Fleet Solutions, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, with the option to access parts for trucks supplied and supported by Volvo Group which are utilised in the general fleet. These truck manufactures include Mack, Volvo, UD, TEREX and Renault. Any spare parts purchased by Fleet Solutions will be at the agreed pricing structure and will form part of the expenditure used to calculate the annual rebate.

(vii)
Given TfB’s policy of utilising OEM spare parts on the basis of public safety, and Volvo Group’s commitment to its customer, it is not suitable to invite tenders for non-OEM spare parts. A direct relationship with Volvo Group will give Council continued access to the non-price benefits offered by Volvo Group and avoid potential price premiums set by alternative non OEM spare part resellers. 

33.
It is therefore considered that:

-
directly entering into a strategic partnering arrangement with Volvo Group for the provision of OEM spare parts is in the public interest 

-
Volvo Group satisfies the innovation, partner and change potential and maturity, strategic fit and value criteria to be designated a strategic partner under Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19.


Policy and other considerations

34.
Is there an existing CPA/contract for these goods/services/works?

Yes, the contract for Volvo Bus OEM Spare Parts expires on 30 June 2019.

35.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

No

36.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

Yes, TfB has a requirement to use OEM spare parts in its bus fleet. 

37.
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, Volvo Group aligns well with Council’s values and objectives. Volvo Group maintains Environment Management System ISO 14001 and Quality Management System ISO 9001 Certificates. 

38.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

No


Procurement strategy and activity plan

39.

	Procurement Objective:
	To procure Volvo OEM spare parts and associated services in a way which complies with the Sound Contracting Principles set out in section 103(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 and provides the most advantageous outcome for Council.

	Title of contract:
	Volvo OEM Spare Parts and Associated Services

	Legal name, ABN/ACN and registered address of recommended supplier:
	Volvo Group Australia Pty Ltd

ABN: 27 000 761 259

ACN: 000 761 259

20 Westgate Street

Wacol Qld 4076

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a strategic partnering arrangement in accordance with the following.

-
Designate Volvo Group as a strategic partner in accordance with section 1.13(b) of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19, which allows Council to designate strategic partners following assessment against the following criteria: innovation partner and change potential and maturity, strategic fit and values.

-
Entering into a CPA in the form of a strategic partnering arrangement with Volvo Group for the provision of Volvo OEM spare parts.

	If establishing a new CPA, how will it be operated?
	Orders for parts will be placed as required. Some parts are managed through the central store and work with a minimum and maximum quantity.

	Process to be used:
	Direct negotiations have been undertaken with Volvo Group

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	The strategic partnering arrangement developed by Strategic Procurement Office (SPO), Organisational Services (OS), and City Legal, City Administration and Governance. The arrangement provides for regular meetings and reporting against a balanced scorecard, with emphasis on innovation and maturity. The arrangement also provides for further products/scope to be added with the approval of both parties.

	Amendments to standards:
	Nil

	All non compliances with contract conditions and specifications resolved?
	Yes

	Is liability and indemnity to be capped?
	No

	Execution date of contract:
	1 July 2019

	Period/term of contract: 
	The CPA is to be for an initial term of 10 years with the ability to extend for additional periods of up to 12 years, for a maximum term of 22 years. The strategic partnering arrangement allows for further extensions where the supplier continues to meet the balanced scorecard targets, delivers VFM to Council and matches the useful life of buses with Volvo chassis within the fleet. 

	Insurance requirements:
	Public and product liability of $20 million and Workers’ Compensation insurance to the extent required by the State of Queensland.

	Price basis:
	Schedule of rates

	Price adjustment:
	-
Prices shall be fixed for the initial 12-month term and subject to a price variation which considers the CPI and foreign currency exchange variation against the Euro. Prices shall be reviewed annually and will be fixed for the subsequent 12-month period.

-
Volvo Group shall also provide Council with a rebate on annual expenditure. The rebate structure is fixed for the first five years and will be subject to review and negotiation thereafter.

	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:
	12 months

	Other strategy elements: 
	The following processes will ensure that the strategic partnering arrangement continues to deliver VFM to Council.

-
Annual reports for results against the balanced scorecard will be presented to the Divisional Manager, TfB.

-
Additional products and technical developments may be added with the recommendation of the Leadership Team defined within the strategic partnering arrangement and approval of the Divisional Manager, TfB, and the Chief Procurement Officer, SPO, OS, and reported in the scorecard.

-
The appropriate delegate may approve extending the arrangement for additional periods beyond the initial 10-year term, where the arrangement continues to provide VFM to Council and is considered to represent the most advantageous outcome for Council.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Undertaking a public tender process was considered, however, there are no alternative suppliers for genuine Volvo OEM parts and it is not in the best interest of Council to acquire non-OEM parts for its bus fleet.


Anticipated schedule

40.
SCP approval:


28 May 2019

41.
Contract commencement:


1 July 2019


Budget

42.
Estimated total expenditure under this CPA:

The estimated expenditure over the potential maximum 22-year term is $95 million, this will be driven by the future program of bus retirements and purchases. 

43.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA/contract? 

Ongoing funding will form part of Council’s budgeting estimates for the remainder of the contract.

	Financial year
	2017-18

($000)
	2018-19

($000)
	2019-20

($000)
	2020-21

($000)

	Capital
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Expenses
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Revenue
	-
	-
	-
	-



Procurement risk

44.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Arrangement no longer meets Council’s business needs. 
	Low
	The contract has a termination provision enabling the agreement to be terminated with six-months notice. 
	Council

	Parts pricing does not match available market rates. 
	Low
	Provision in the contract for Volvo Group to price match with the supply of genuine Volvo parts if a third party can supply equivalent alternative products to Council at a lower price.
	Council 

	OEM supplier no longer provides support for chassis that are no longer in production.  
	Low 
	The establishment of this strategic partnering arrangement will allow both parties to maintain a positive long-term working relationship to ensure the availability of OEM spare parts for chassis models no longer in production.
	Council 


45.
Is this contract listed as a ‘critical contract’ requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council? 

No

46.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

47.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR VOLVO ORIGINAL EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURER (OEM) SPARE PARTS AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES AS FOLLOWS.

(1)
That Volvo Group Australia Pty Ltd be designated as a strategic partner in accordance with section 1.13(b) of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19.

(2)
Entering into a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) in the form of a strategic partnering arrangement with Volvo Group Australia Pty Ltd for the provision of Volvo OEM Spare Parts and Associated Services.

(3)
The CPA is to be for an initial term of 10 years with options to extend for additional periods of up to 12 years, for a maximum term of 22 years. The strategic partnering arrangement allows for further extensions where the supplier continues to meet the balanced scorecard targets, delivers value for money to Council and matches the useful life of buses with Volvo chassis within the fleet.

(4)
That the optional additional periods in the CPA may be exercised following approval from the Chief Procurement Officer, Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services, in conjunction with the Divisional Manager, Transport for Brisbane, subject to the satisfactory performance of the contractor.

(5)
That the Category Manager – Commodities and Services, Category Management, Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services, is authorised to sign and manage the CPA on Council’s behalf.

(6)
Annual reports of results against the balanced scorecard will be presented to the Divisional Manager, Transport for Brisbane.

(7)
Additional products and technical developments may be added with approval of the appropriate delegate.

ADOPTED

D
2018-19 BUDGET – THIRD REVIEW


134/135/86/301

785/2018-19

48.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below.

49.
Section 162(2) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 provides that Council’s budget for a financial year may be amended at any time before the end of the financial year.

50.
The Third Budget Review has been prepared and considers:

(a)
emerging issues requiring funding and additional revenue and expenditure for the 2018-19, 2019-20, 2020-21 and 2021-22 financial years

(b)
requests to bring forward project funding to 2018-19 and other forward years.

51.
Attachment B (submitted on file) outlines the recommended amendments to the approved budget for the 2018-19, 2019-20, 2020-21 and 2021-22 financial years.

52.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

53.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO APPROVE BUDGET AMENDMENTS – THIRD REVIEW 

Council resolves to adopt the amended budget allocations for Programs 1 to 8 and Businesses and Council Providers in accordance with Attachment B (submitted on file).
ADOPTED

E
ANNUAL OPERATIONAL PLAN PROGRESS AND QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED MARCH 2019


134/695/317/927

786/2018-19

54.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below.

55.
Sections 196(2) and (3) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 state that the Chief Executive Officer must present financial reports to Council at least quarterly. The reports are to state the progress that has been made in relation to Council’s budget.

56.
The Annual Operational Plan Progress and Quarterly Financial Report March 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file) separately identifies and reports the financial results of Council’s Program Services (i.e. Council excluding Business Activities) and Business Activities. The written commentaries provide explanation of the figures.

57.
Section 166(3) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 states that the Chief Executive Officer must present a written assessment of Council’s progress towards implementing the Annual Operational Plan to Council at regular intervals of not more than three months.

58.
The previous financial report for the period ended 28 December 2018 was presented to Council on 26 February 2019. The current report relates to the period ended 29 March 2019.

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

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

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ADOPT THE ANNUAL OPERATIONAL PLAN PROGRESS AND QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED MARCH 2019

As:

(i)
sections 196(2) and (3) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 require that the Chief Executive Officer present financial reports to Council at least quarterly

(ii)
section 166(3) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 states that the Chief Executive Officer must present a written assessment of Council’s progress towards implementing the Annual Operational Plan to Council at regular intervals of not more than three months,

then:

(i)
Council directs that the Annual Operational Plan Progress and Quarterly Financial Report for the period ended March 2019, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), be noted.
ADOPTED

F
MEMBERSHIP OF THE OVERSIGHT OF CONSULTANCIES SPECIAL COMMITTEE


137/520/148/2

787/2018-19

61.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

62.
In November 2008, Council resolved to establish a special committee called the Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee (OCSC) for the vetting and endorsement of entry into specified consultancy contracts. 

63.
It is proposed that the OCSC continue to operate on the same basis upon which it was established with the following changes: 

-
the Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams, be removed as Chair and member

-
Councillor Adam Allan be appointed as Chair 

-
Councillor David McLachlan be appointed as a member.

64.
The Chief Executive Officer will continue to be the executive officer and principal adviser to the OCSC, and the secretariat to the OCSC will be provided by Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services. 

65.
Specified consultancy contracts will continue to be as defined in the charter and processes of the OCSC.

66.
The OCSC’s continued review of specified consultancies will ensure that inappropriate consultancies are not entered into and expenditure on consultancies is contained. 

67.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

68.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL APPROVES THE DRAFT RESOLUTION, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO APPOINT MEMBERS OF THE OVERSIGHT OF CONSULTANCIES SPECIAL COMMITTEE

Council resolves that:

(a)
the Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams, be removed as Chair and member of Oversight of Consultancies Special Committee (OCSC)

(b)
Councillor Adam Allan be appointed as Chair of OCSC

(c)
Councillor David McLachlan be appointed as a member of OCSC.
ADOPTED

PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Norm WYNDHAM that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 21 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


Last week’s presentation was on the ferry terminal upgrade program, much like our bus stop accessibility improvement program. Our ferry terminals are required to be DDA (Disability Discrimination Act 1992) compliant by December 2022. In more recent times, as part of this program, we’ve seen the opening of the terminal at New Farm Park and we have now begun the upgrade of the Guyatt Park ferry terminal as well. The terminal shut down yesterday and the slow demolition of the current terminal is underway.


We know there’s about 3,300 who use this terminal each week and a lot of them are University of Queensland students as well as local residents. The new terminal is going to be a fantastically new furnished waiting area, improved lighting and safety features, including CCTV and will, weather permitting, be completed by early 2020 as well. We also looked through the other program upgrades coming up between Dockside, Eagle Street Pier, Mowbray Park, Norman Park, Southbank 1 and 2, Thornton and of course the new terminal at Howard Smith Wharves planned for 2020.


Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further debate? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman.


Now, this is why I did not vote for Councillor ADAMS to be the DEPUTY MAYOR or have any confidence in her ability to deliver when it comes to this portfolio.


Now, the Third Budget Review before us today gives a very clear snapshot of the ferry terminal upgrade project and what that says, and I’ll be very specific here, is that there is a carryover of capital from—well, from 2018-2019 to 2019-2020 and to 2021 for the Guyatt Park and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals. Nine million dollars in carryovers over a two-year time frame. So either what Councillor ADAMS has just told us is true or the Third Budget Review page 10 is true but they both can’t be true. You can’t be powering ahead and then rolling over the money to deliver on the projects that you say you’re going to deliver on.


Now, the bulk of the funds being carried over from this year, which is $9 million, is actually being carried over into 2021. So that’s two years away and that’s $8.3 million. For these two projects, Guyatt Park and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals, only $680,000 is being rolled over into next year. So Council is saying that a project it was supposed to be delivering this year for two new ferry terminals or upgraded terminals is actually now two years delayed.


So the truth of all of this is when you look at what is in these financial documents, you can see where this Administration is saying one thing but financially it is unable to deliver on what it is promising. No doubt in just three weeks’ time we’re going to see the new LORD MAYOR re-announcing this project as part of his budget when all he’s doing is rolling over funding that has not been able to be delivered in the current financial year and blowing it out for another two years before these important public transport upgrades are actually delivered. That is not good management.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Chair, I rise to speak on the Guyatt Park ferry upgrade, but first some history. 


In 1884 the steamship Roma sailed from England to Australia, 214 immigrants on board, including St Lucia’s original Guyatt family after whom the park in question is named. It was a tough start for this family because within 11 weeks, two of their kids had died. He started as a gardener and then built a store on St Lucia Road and, Chair, you would know that is now known Sir Fred Schonell Drive.

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order.

Chair:
Yes, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Mr Chair, look, this is interesting history but this is not the issue that we’re discussing in the Council Chamber today and the Councillor ought to get his comments, make his comments relevant to what’s being discussed.

Chair:
Okay, everybody. Councillor MACKAY, I know you’ve only just begun but please be mindful—
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, hey, hey, no interjecting, please. 
Councillor MACKAY, you’ve only just begun but please be mindful of relevance.

Councillor MACKAY:
Chair, I promise—
Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Yes, point of order to you, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Would Councillor MACKAY take a question?

Chair:
Councillor MACKAY, would you take a question?

Councillor MACKAY:
Certainly.

Councillor OWEN:
Councillor MACKAY, would you care to inform how the Guyatt family played a big role in this city and in relation to this ferry terminal?

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Councillor.


Within a decade, the general store and post office that the Guyatt family built from scratch was devastated in the flood of 1893. It quite literally floated away and had to be tied to sturdy trees. All of us in this Chamber know St Lucia floods. We all know that in 2011 rising water wrought havoc on different parts of the suburb. My house still has a mudline in the lower level and we’ve decided to keep it there as a reminder of the power of the river.


But because St Lucia floods so much and so often, it’s with great pleasure that I’m able to speak on the redevelopment of the Guyatt Park ferry terminal. Of course, the ferry terminal will include flood resilience in its design. The new terminal will include a dual berth pontoon so CityCats are able to dock faster and more efficiently getting commuters home faster. There will also be extra bike storage to encourage St Lucia locals to ride the ferry and not to drive, helping congestion on our local roads.


Four large marine piles, Mr Chair, will secure the terminal to provide future proof flood protection—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors will be heard in silence. 
Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
—so it cannot float away. Excitingly I am reliably informed that the new ferry terminal will have a picnic place so families can enjoy time by the riverside. Of course, we would all be pleased to know that the new ferry terminal meets our obligations to bring it in line with Disability Discrimination Act 1992 and Disability Standards for Accessible Public Transport 2002 which I know is of special importance for some local residents, speaking of which I should indicate that construction of a world class ferry terminal does come with some extra considerations.


I am fully aware that the impact of the short closure of the ferry stop has had on local residents. I have personally called and spoken with all of the residents who have contacted the Walter Taylor Ward office about transportation considerations. Local resident Thomas made representations for his wife who is in a wheelchair. While no other wheelchair provision is available in the area, a solution was found to assist her. I commend the Council officers involved in this project, first to the officers who have worked so hard with their consultation processes to inform local residents and commuters of the plans.


Also those officers who managed to find a solution to the people who require transportation assistance while the Guyatt Park ferry terminal is temporarily closed, Chair. Residents who apply and are eligible are assisted with a cabcharge to allow them to travel to the next closest ferry terminal. Further, I acknowledge the patience and consideration of the residents in the nearby vicinity. Yes, there will be some noise while the terminal is constructed. Establishing the four piles will be slightly noisy but I’m reliably informed by Council officers that this will be reduced to half an hour a day for 16 days.


I thank the residents for their patience and look forward to them having a world class transport hub in one of Brisbane’s most loved parks. The good news of course is that most construction will take place primarily from the river and a barge will be in place near the existing terminal for the duration of the works. Just as Martha and David Guyatt made their living providing for the booming Ironside Estates in the early 1900s, so too will the new improved Guyatt Park CityCat terminal provide for the fantastic residents and commuters of the St Lucia area.


I wholeheartedly endorse Guyatt Park ferry terminal upgrade and invite you to the opening later this year. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
There being none, Councillor ADAMS?


I’ll now put the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Public and Active Transport and Economic Development Committee was declared carried on the voices.

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – FERRY TERMINAL UPGRADE PROGRAM

788/2018-19

1.
Dean Morse, Project Management Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure; and Ashok Madan, Program Director, Civic and Building, Project Management, attended the meeting to provide an update on the ferry terminal upgrade program. They provided the information below.

2.
Brisbane City Council is committed to providing safe, efficient and accessible transport networks across the city. As part of this commitment, Council is upgrading its ferry terminals to meet the requirements of the Disability Discrimination Act 1992 (DDA) and its associated Disability Standards for Accessible Public Transport 2002 (DSAPT), which require ferry services to be DDA compliant by 31 December 2022. Another key component to the ferry terminal upgrades will be to improve flood resilience.

3.
As a result of the 2011 flood, 23 ferry terminals were damaged or destroyed. Due to this, ferry services were cancelled between 10 January and 14 February 2011. Temporary terminals were installed at six of the destroyed terminals and were operational by 18 April 2011. 

4.
A global competition was undertaken to find a new flood-resilient design to replace the damaged ferry terminals. The new design by Cox Rayner, in partnership with Aurecon, has won 11 engineering and architecture awards from national and international organisations.

5.
The following seven ferry terminals were delivered in 2015 under the joint Australian Government–State Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery Arrangements program, six of which utilised the award winning design:

-
Holman Street

-
Maritime Museum (alternative design)

-
North Quay

-
QUT Gardens Point

-
Regatta

-
Sydney Street

-
UQ St Lucia.

6.
Under the Moving Brisbane program, five ferry terminals (Bretts Wharf, Bulimba, Hawthorne, Teneriffe and West End) were upgraded and two terminals (Milton and Northshore Hamilton) were added to the network. All terminals were designed to be flood resilient and meet DDA requirements.

7.
Under the current DDA upgrade program, New Farm Park ferry terminal was upgraded in late 2018. The remaining ferry terminals at Dockside, Eagle Street Pier, Guyatt Park, Mowbray Park, Norman Park, South Bank 1 and 2, and Thornton Street are scheduled to be upgraded under the program by 31 December 2022 to meet DDA and DSAPT requirements. A new terminal at Howard Smith Wharves is planned for 2020. 

8.
The following terminals in the ferry network are not scheduled for an upgrade.

-
Riverside has already been made DDA compliant and due to its location within the river, it does not require improvements for flood protection. 

-
Apollo Road received minor works to meet DDA compliance and due to its location within the river, it does not require improvements for flood protection. 

-
South Bank 3 is undergoing remedial works between June and August 2019 to extend its serviceable life and will accommodate all CityCat and CityHopper services for South Bank during the delivery of the upgraded South Bank 1 and 2 ferry terminals. 

9.
The Guyatt Park ferry terminal services Queensland University students and the surrounding residential area. Guyatt Park provides CityCat services only and has an average weekly patronage of 3,300 people. The terminal was upgraded in 2002 and then subsequently repaired in 2011 after the flood. 

10.
In regard to the design features of the Guyatt Park upgrade, the terminal will be compliant with DDA, DSAPT and Disability Standards 2010, and meet current and future patronage levels. The upgrade will include improved amenity by incorporating the existing waiting area; improved lighting and safety features, such as CCTV, an emergency call point, and using Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design principles; and placement of the gangway parallel to high speed flood water flow for flood resilience.

11.
Images showing the entry area; cross section and riverbed depth; final design renders; and construction and fabrication of the Guyatt Park ferry terminal upgrade were shown to the Committee. 

12.
The contract for the Guyatt Park ferry terminal upgrade project was awarded in November 2018. On‑site construction is expected to commence in May 2019, with the upgraded terminal opening early 2020. 

13.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Morse and Mr Madan for their informative presentation.

14.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Councillor Amanda COOPER, Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 21 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 
Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Very briefly, Mr Chair. We had a presentation on Move Safe Brisbane. There’s a particular outcome to look at safety at key locations like hospitals, universities and aged care facilities. So it is a project that Council is currently underway doing work on these sorts of plans. There’s approximately 50 hospitals or facilities with similar sort of characteristics that will be considered as part of this program.


Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. I rise briefly to speak on the Infrastructure Committee report.

I’d just like to place on the record how astonished I was at Councillor COOPER’s presentation last week, given the content, which is specifically around improving pedestrian outcomes around major educational, hospital and aged care facilities. As most Councillors in this place know, we’ve had multiple petitions come through the Chamber to put traffic lights outside the village at Yeronga which is both a high care, aged care nursing home and independent living units for retirees and there’s about 400 residents now in this very small pocket of land.


So it was somewhat surprising to me that Councillor COOPER’s department sent me back the same old response to the seventh petition that the residents have lodged calling for the safe crossing point with lights and essentially that is we’ll do another pedestrian count. Well, and then I come into Committee and I sit down and I listen to Councillor COOPER and the senior Council officers telling us yes, yes, we’ve got this great focus on aged care and we’re going to make sure that there’s Move Safe done for those residents and we’re going to look at improving safe movement around and Councillor Knapp sitting up there and I notice it will be news to her.


The only person in this place who is trying to do something to support The Village at Yeronga, I mean, family members of Councillor Knapp, we know all about this, is me. The LNP have voted against it and stopped it every single time. You cannot continue to put hundreds of frail and elderly residents into a location without the infrastructure support that they need. 


Now, these are hollow words from Councillor COOPER about Move Safe and unless this Council changes its approach to how it delivers infrastructure for the frail and elderly people of our community, it just makes a mockery of what she’s saying. Now, I’ve referred it back to the LORD MAYOR. Guess what? I copied in Councillor COOPER. Councillor COOPER, who barely ever responds to me, I got a one-line response from her staff, even though this is her portfolio area, saying she’s going to leave it to the LORD MAYOR to give me an answer.


I mean, her portfolio, her initiative last week, and when I write to her, and she’s just stood up and said, you know, tell us where your problems are and we’ll look into it, she gets a staff member to write back and say yep, no, I’m not going to look at it, the LORD MAYOR can deal with it. That’s how this woman operates. She says one thing—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please use appropriate titles.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That’s how this female Councillor operates. She says one thing and she does something else. So let me be clear, LORD MAYOR, because she’s put it on your plate. We have waited for years and years and years for a safety upgrade at this location. We need traffic lights. There is a huge speeding problem, there is a huge vehicle problem. It’s a massive sporting precinct. This Council took over $3 million in infrastructure charges from the developer and it’s not spent it locally improving facilities around the area. Instead they’re pork barrelling out in LNP wards.


The elderly people of Yeronga should not be put at risk because this Council will not act. If you put out another petition, another petition response, which is what you’ve done and given to me, saying we’ll do another pedestrian count after you did one last year. I mean, they’re just pathetic do-nothing responses. It is just not acceptable any longer, particularly when you bring presentations and initiatives into this place that say you will focus on delivering around aged care facilities. Here is the test, here is what you need to do. You need to deliver a safe crossing point here.


I note that when The Village at Coorparoo was being built, the traffic lights went in straight away. Straight away, even before the building was done, they got traffic lights put in. But meanwhile the frail and elderly residents of the Yeronga Retirement Village are being ignored by this LNP Administration and it is wrong and they are putting lives at risk. I mean, they’re just going to keep writing. You cannot keep ignoring them and you cannot bring policy initiatives like this forward when they have no reality, no basis in reality, compared to what you are actually doing out in my ward and I don’t know perhaps other wards. 


But to say you are focusing on aged care when clearly you are not is a big fat lie and you can be sure I’ll tell every one of those 400 residents what you’ve done.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please stop. Please stop. The sort of language you’ve used, you’d be very upset if someone said it to you and about you. Can you please be mindful of that when you’re making those comments about other people.

Further speakers? 
Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair, and I rise to speak about the report, particularly around hospital zones. I’ve met with Council officers around the Mater Hospital and Children’s Hospital in my ward and I do have some concerns that the Administration is moving a bit slowly on some fairly obvious and straightforward and much needed reforms. I’ve been advocating for some time now for a 40 kilometre an hour hospital zone speed limit around that hospital precinct and the MUTCD (Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices) allows Council to do that or to trial that fairly easily. It’s not a complicated and laborious process.

I felt a little bit frustrated at how slow the Administration seems to be moving. This is obviously an important safety concern. There are patients, family members, visiting the hospital precinct. A lot of stressed out and busy staff and hospital workers all moving around that area, and we still have vehicles roaring through that precinct at 60 kilometres an hour. So, it’s pretty common sense that the speed limit should be lowered. The question is just when can that happen and why is it taking so long.


There’s a number of other smaller changes that need to happen around Raymond Terrace and the Stanley Street precinct and, I won’t take up all the Councillors in this Chamber’s time with listing them one by one, but in general, what we need to do is de-prioritise car access and transport through that area so that we can improve access for ambulances and other emergency vehicles and also improve safety and access for pedestrian and cyclists. So, there’s a need for more traffic calming. There’s a need to redesign the intersections and improve the signal phasing because, at the moment, pedestrians are having to wait a very long time to cross some of those roads around the hospital and, as a result, they’re jaywalking and then there are near misses with vehicles.


So, that whole precinct needs to be redesigned to have a greater emphasis on pedestrians and bikes and, happily, the opportunity for Council is that none of the changes that are necessary require a great deal of investment. They primarily relate to lowering the speed limits, changing the times of signal phasing and a few minor traffic calming upgrades. So they’re not expensive changes, but they’re changes that both the hospital supports and which I, as the local Councillor, support. The problem seems to be that this Administration is so slow when it comes to improving pedestrian safety, and takes such a long time and requires multiple detailed studies to tell the community stuff that we already know.


So, this isn’t a criticism of any one public servant or any particular Councillor, but there’s a general frustration that residents have been advocating and hospital staff have been advocating for these improvements for as long, long time and now we’re told that the hospitals will have to produce their own Move Safe Plan and that that’s going to—there’s going to be more back and forth with that, and it just seems like an unnecessary delay and, essentially, more bureaucracy when the changes that are requested are quite straightforward and have broad support already. 

During peak periods, cars don’t move any faster than 40 kilometres an hour through Stanley Street anyway. So, I can’t see that it’s going to have a massive impact on traffic flow either way, but it will certainly have a big improvement to pedestrian safety and I really urge the relevant Chair and the Mayor to take this issue more seriously because I think it’s been bubbling away for a while and, at the moment, there’s a serious crash outside that hospital—I should say another serious crash. We’ve already had others in the past but, at the moment, there’s another serious crash outside that hospital and someone is injured in a situation that didn’t need to happen.


I think a lot of people will be feeling really, really frustrated that we’ve been dragging our feet on this one.
Chair:
Further speakers? 
There being none, Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Just briefly in response to a couple of the comments that have been made, particularly Councillor SRI suggesting that Council shouldn’t be going through a Move Safe process. I would respectfully disagree with you. I think it’s an important process that Council is undertaking. Just like we are working with schools to do traffic management plans where we are actually working collaboratively with them, engaging with residents, the school community and, indeed, Council officers participating in that process. It’s delivered some excellent results and we’ve had very, very strong support from schools with over 150 traffic management plans undertaken.


We believe that that same sort of process is entirely appropriate for us to undertake with the hospitals and, indeed, we’ve had actually very strong support with those hospitals that we’ve already commenced our discussions with. Prince Charles Hospital could not be more positive about this particular process—in fact, have been extremely excited about the opportunity to work with Council in this way. So I note that Councillor SRI seems to, on a regular basis, think that there’s too much bureaucracy in this place but, fundamentally, Council officers have to make decisions that they believe are in the best interests and in compliance with their Code of Conduct.

If it is an engineering decision, they have to make a decision that is a safe one and they have to be confident that it is fully compliant with all legislation and I think that they act entirely appropriately in considering all of these matters before they make any hasty decisions. I note that Councillor SRI would disagree with this but I believe that the officers are very respectful and very keen to progress these issues with those local hospitals. Thank you very much, Mr Chair.

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Infrastructure Committee was declared carried on the voices.

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – MOVE SAFE BRISBANE UPDATE 

789/2018-19

1.
Marie Gales, Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the progress of Move Safe Brisbane – Pedestrian Safety Review – Outcome 8. She provided the information below.

2.
The final Pedestrian Safety Review report was presented to Council on 4 December 2018 with 31 project recommendations under nine outcomes as follows. 


- 
Outcome 1: Speed limit reductions


- 
Outcome 2: Pedestrian protection at traffic signals 


- 
Outcome 3: Signal phase alterations


- 
Outcome 4: Slip lane reviews


- 
Outcome 5: Road safety reviews


- 
Outcome 6: Four-lane zebra crossing reviews


- 
Outcome 7: Senior Citizens’ safety zones


- 
Outcome 8: Improving safety at key locations


- 
Outcome 9: Communications and enforcement

3.
Outcome 8 – Improving safety at key locations focused on hospitals, universities, aged care facilities and other locations with high numbers of vulnerable road users. Move Safe Plans (MSPs) will summarise current travel situations to include road safety environment; vehicle, pedestrian and bicycle movements; and address concerns from Council or destination around the subject facility. Strategies will be identified for best practice movements around the subject facility by foot, bicycle, public transport and motor vehicle. This approach will provide a holistic review of the precinct, improving the quality of relationship with destination stakeholders and recommended solutions. 

4. 
A draft template of an MSP has been produced and consultation has occurred with the Prince Charles Hospital, Mater Hospital and Queensland Children’s Hospital. The next steps will include the hospitals providing background information and data. 

5.
The MSPs will investigate situations and causes related to safety problems, parking capacity constraints, illegal parking and stopping, local traffic congestion, visitors and employees crossing the road at inappropriate locations, and transport movements through the subject facility.  

6.
The MSPs will use the School Traffic Management Plan approach, however, it is not intended to promote subsequent construction of high cost infrastructure. It is best achieved when there is a partnership between the responsible organisations and Council. This approach aligns with Transport Plan for Brisbane – Implementation Plan Action 4 – Work with major university and hospital campus managers to develop facility-specific mobility plans that support and encourage more public and active transport use by employees, students and visitors. 

7.
The development of the MSPs may include the following benefits such as safer streets, eased traffic congestion, more efficient pick-up and drop-off locations, increased active travel opportunities for visitors and employees, increased usage of public transport, and the improvement in satisfaction of travel destination for all stakeholders. The process for development of the MSPs will be benchmarked against traffic management plans from other organisations and a partnership through a consultation process will reinforce the importance of shared responsibility. An MSP will be trialled with the Prince Charles Hospital and a further letter will be sent to other hospitals, universities and aged care facilities about the MSP process and its benefits. 
8.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chairman thanked Ms Gales for her informative presentation.

9.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INVESTIGATE THE CONCERNS ABOUT INCONSISTENCIES IN RELATION TO PEAK-HOUR ROAD SIGNAGE ON OXLEY ROAD, CORINDA, FROM MARTINDALE STREET TO HASSALL STREET



CA19/741

790/2018-19

10.
A petition raising concerns about inconsistencies in relation to peak-hour road signage on Oxley Road, Corinda, from Martindale Street to Hassall Street, was received during the Summer Recess 2018-19. 

11.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

12.
The petition contains 14 signatures and provides support for a number of local businesses near the corner of Oxley Road and Nelson Street. All of the petitioners are business owners or employees.

13.
The petitioners have stated that the parking restrictions on Oxley Road between Martindale Street and Hassall Road are not consistent with the rest of Oxley Road which is affecting their businesses. The petitioners are requesting that the parking restrictions along this section of Oxley Road be reviewed and made consistent along the corridor. 

14.
Oxley Road is considered to be an arterial road under Council’s road hierarchy, which connects major centres of the city and forms an important link in Brisbane’s bus and freight network. Due to the road’s function, high volumes of traffic are expected. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

15.
There are a number of off‑street and on-street parking options between Clewley Street and Nelson Street. The majority of commercial properties along this section of Oxley Road have off-street parking facilities which can be accessed from Oxley Road, Donaldson Street, Nelson Street or Clewley Street. 

16.
In addition, there are 13 angled on-street parking bays outside 589 Oxley Road which consist of 11 two‑hour (2P) spaces, a disabled parking bay and a loading zone. There are another two on-street 2P spaces on the Clewley Street frontage of this property. In addition, on Oxley Road itself, time restricted on-street parking is available between Donaldson Street and Nelson Street with approximately 40 metres of kerbside space on the left and 50 metres on the right-hand side of the road. Attachment C (submitted on file) shows a map of local parking facilities.

17.
Council’s investigation into the existing parking restrictions on Oxley Road indicates that they were changed sometime between 2007 and 2009 from 7 - 9am and 4 - 6pm to 6.30 - 9am and 2.30 ‑ 6.30pm, Monday to Friday. It is considered that the change was in response to both commuter parking and school peak hour parking from St Joseph’s Catholic School located on the corner of Clewley Street and Oxley Road. In addition, when travelling south, the 104 bus route turns right into Nelson Street, blocking one lane. Parking restrictions are required on the kerbside lane to ensure that traffic flow is not obstructed while the buses are waiting to turn, especially during busy times.  

18.
These restrictions also ensure traffic flow along Oxley Road is maintained during peak periods. As it is considered that the existing restrictions help ensure that the road operates at optimal capacity during peak periods and there are a number of alternative parking spaces in the local area, it is recommended that the existing parking restrictions on Oxley Road, between Martindale Street and Hassall Street are retained. 

19.
In response to the petitioners’ request, Council has undertaken traffic modelling on Oxley Road, between Martindale Street and Hassall Road to determine if the current times for the peak-hour parking restrictions are warranted. In relation to northbound traffic, the modelling indicated that to cater for current traffic demands, the northbound traffic flows are sufficient to warrant the existing parking restrictions for both the morning and afternoon peak periods. As such, no changes to the northbound parking restrictions are proposed.

20.
In relation to southbound traffic, the modelling indicated that the current southbound traffic flows in the evening peak are sufficient to warrant the extension of the parking restrictions until 7pm. While Council does not intend to change the evening restrictions at this time, the modelling also identified that the parking restrictions can be relaxed in the morning peak. 

21.
Accordingly, the morning peak parking restrictions for southbound traffic will be changed to 7 ‑ 9am so that they are in line with other areas of Oxley Road. 


Consultation

22.
Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
23.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.
24.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

25.
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: CA19/741

Thank you for your petition raising concerns about inconsistencies in relation to peak-hour road signage on Oxley Road, Corinda, from Martindale Street to Hassall Street.

There are a number of off‑street and on-street parking options between Clewley Street and Nelson Street. The majority of commercial properties along this section of Oxley Road have off-street parking facilities which can be accessed from Oxley Road, Donaldson Street, Nelson Street or Clewley Street. 

In addition, there are 13 angled on-street parking bays outside 589 Oxley Road which consist of 11 two‑hour (2P) spaces, a disabled parking bay and a loading zone. There are another two on-street 2P spaces on the Clewley Street frontage of this property. In addition, on Oxley Road itself, time restricted on-street parking is available between Donaldson Street and Nelson Street with approximately 40 metres of kerbside space on the left and 50 metres on the right-hand side of the road. 

Council’s investigation into the existing parking restrictions on Oxley Road indicates that they were changed sometime between 2007 and 2009 from 7 - 9am and 4 - 6pm to 6.30 - 9am and 2.30 ‑ 6.30pm, Monday to Friday. It is considered that the change was in response to both commuter parking and school peak hour parking from St Joseph’s Catholic School located on the corner of Clewley Street and Oxley Road. In addition, when travelling south, the 104 bus route turns right into Nelson Street, blocking one lane. Parking restrictions are required on the kerbside lane to ensure that traffic flow is not obstructed while the buses are waiting to turn, especially during busy times. 

These restrictions also ensure traffic flow along Oxley Road is maintained during peak periods. As it is considered that the existing restrictions help ensure that the road operates at optimal capacity during peak periods and there are a number of alternative parking spaces in the local area, Council does not recommend any changes to the existing parking restrictions on Oxley Road between Martindale Street and Hassall Street. 

In response to your request, Council has undertaken traffic modelling on Oxley Road, between Martindale Street and Hassall Road to determine if the current times for the peak‑hour parking restrictions are warranted. In relation to northbound traffic, the modelling indicated that to cater for current traffic demands, the northbound traffic flows are sufficient to warrant the existing parking restrictions for both the morning and afternoon peak periods. As such, no changes to the northbound parking restrictions are proposed.

In relation to southbound traffic, the modelling indicated that the current southbound traffic flows in the evening peak are sufficient to warrant the extension of the parking restrictions until 7pm. While Council does not intend to change the evening restrictions at this time, the modelling also identified that the parking restrictions can be relaxed in the morning peak. 

Accordingly, the morning peak parking restrictions for southbound traffic will be changed to 7 ‑ 9am so that they are in line with other areas of Oxley Road. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Kiran Sreedharan, Senior Transport Network Officer, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 1178.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL IMPROVE THE SAFETY OF MOTORISTS AND PEDESTRIANS IN FRONT OF THE PRINCE CHARLES HOSPITAL AT THE CORNER OF STAIB AND HAMILTON ROADS, CHERMSIDE


CA19/260863

791/2018-19

26.
A petition from residents, requesting Council improve the safety of motorists and pedestrians in front of the Prince Charles Hospital (PCH) on the corner of Staib and Hamilton Roads, Chermside, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 19 March 2019 by Councillor Fiona Hammond, and received. 

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

28.
The petition contains 237 signatures. Of the 54 petitioners who provided an address, 41 live within the City of Brisbane with the remaining 13 living outside the City of Brisbane.

29.
The petitioners are concerned about the safety of road users accessing and egressing the PCH via the intersection of Staib and Hamilton Roads following a fatal crash in November 2018. The petitioners are requesting a commitment from Council to improve safety at this intersection and immediate planning to address issues in the vicinity of the PCH. The petitioners are requesting that these road works commence by mid-2019 and be completed at the earliest opportunity to improve safety for all road users accessing the PCH.

30.
Hamilton Road is considered to be an arterial road under Council’s road hierarchy, which connects major centres of the city and forms an important link in Brisbane’s bus and freight network. Due to the road’s form and function, high volumes of traffic are expected, and it carries approximately 15,000 vehicles per day. Staib Road forms part of an access route directly into the PCH precinct and carries approximately 3,500 vehicles per day. Attachment B (submitted on file), shows a locality map.

31.
The petitioners’ feedback about the fatal crash has been noted. All crashes on Brisbane roads are regrettable, and Council will always follow recommendations provided by the Queensland Police Service (QPS) in response to their investigations. To date, Council has not been provided with any recommendations from the QPS in relation to this incident but has been advised that criminal charges have been laid against the driver.

32.
The petitioners’ request for improving safety at the intersection of Staib and Hamilton Roads has been noted. Council is continuing to work with the PCH to develop a Move Safe Plan to improve the safety of all people moving in and around the hospital. The Move Safe Plan is intended to recommend best practice behaviours by all people accessing the site. The Move Safe Plan will be developed collaboratively by the PCH and Council. It is anticipated that the Move Safe Plan will be completed in draft form by mid-2019.

33.
The PCH has developed a master plan as part of a Queensland Government Ministerial Designation for Community Infrastructure (gazetted on 25 August 2000) for redevelopment of the hospital site. The scope of these works and the subsequent impact on the surrounding road network are not yet known by Council. In February 2019, Council was advised that the master planning has been completed. This information will allow a complete assessment of any impacts to the local community and the surrounding road network to provide the best possible outcome for all road users. Council has made representations to the Queensland Government to acquire this information but it is yet to be provided. 

34.
Council has committed to undertake a preliminary design of the intersection with traffic signals which will identify any associated works such as the relocation of utilities and provide a high level costing of any future upgrade. It is anticipated that the investigation will be completed before the end of 2019.

Consultation

35.
Councillor Fiona Hammond, Councillor for Marchant Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
36.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.
37.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

38.
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: CA19/260863

Thank you for your petition requesting Council improve the safety of motorists and pedestrians in front of the Prince Charles Hospital (PCH) at the intersection of Staib and Hamilton Roads, Chermside.

Your feedback about the fatal crash has been noted. All crashes on Brisbane roads are regrettable, and Council will always follow recommendations provided by the Queensland Police Service (QPS) in response to their investigations. To date, Council has not been provided with any recommendations from the QPS in relation to this incident but has been advised that criminal charges have been laid against the driver.

Your request for improving safety at the intersection of Staib and Hamilton Roads has been noted. Council is working with the PCH to develop a Move Safe Plan to improve the safety of all people moving in and around the hospital. The Move Safe Plan is intended to recommend best practice behaviours by all people accessing the site. The Move Safe Plan will be developed collaboratively by the PCH and Council. It is anticipated that the Move Safe Plan will be completed in draft form by mid‑2019.

The PCH has developed a master plan as part of a Queensland Government Ministerial Designation for Community Infrastructure (gazetted on 25 August 2000) for redevelopment of the hospital site. The scope of these works and the subsequent impact on the surrounding road network are not yet known by Council. In February 2019, Council was advised that the master planning has been completed. This information will allow a complete assessment of any impacts to the local community and the surrounding road network to provide the best possible outcome for all road users. Council has made representations to the Queensland Government to acquire this information but it is yet to be provided. 

Council has committed to undertake a preliminary design of the intersection with traffic signals which will identify any associated works such as the relocation of utilities and provide a high level costing of any future upgrade. It is anticipated that the investigation will be completed before the end of 2019.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Kevin Chen, Senior Transport Network Officer, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 2019.

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 21 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE, is there any debate?

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair, and before I get to the report, there’s two items on the report we have before us today. There’s a development application and a petition before us today but it’s, again, my melancholy duty to inform the Council Chamber that the State Government has still not provided correspondence to us about the TLPI (Temporary Local Planning Instrument) to ban townhouses in low density residential zonings in this city, nor have they provided their response around major amendment H. Well and truly now outside the Ministerial Guidelines—they’re self-imposed Ministerial Guidelines, Mr Chairman.


It is a shame that they continue to put in jeopardy residential blocks across this city and not work with us collaboratively to protect them from townhouse development. So I just hope by next Tuesday, by next Tuesday, I can inform the Council Chamber that the State has provided that correspondence to us.


Turning to the two items before us, I’ll deal with the petition first. The petition is about a childcare centre in Wynnum, Wynnum West. It is an application that Council refused, it’s gone to the courts, it is currently before the court process and the response back to the applicant—the response back to the petitioners is that we have to let that court process proceed and Council is working through the court process to defend our decision there, Mr Chair.


The application though that we had as part of the presentation at last week’s Committee meeting was for the site at 15 Gordon Street and 43 Evelyn Street at Newstead. This site is for an aged care and retirement living facility down there in Newstead. It provides also drink and food outlet as well as some shop facilities, as well as the headquarters for Ozcare. So, this is a two-tower proposal. It has been put forward by the applicant. It consists of 120 beds for aged care, 142 units for retirement living, as I said, the State headquarters for Ozcare.


There are two stages to the development, Mr Chair, so there is one stage which is for a 16-storey tower and then also another stage which has a podium and a 23‑storey tower. The Newstead/Teneriffe area recently had its neighbourhood plan and this particular development is compliant with the heights that were set out as part of that neighbourhood plan, Mr Chairman. There are 298 carparks that form part of the development and there is also two substantial pieces of community infrastructure which are being delivered as part of this development.


So there is a 1,000 square metre privately owned, publicly accessible, so 24/7 publicly accessible, open space as well as a major trunk stormwater infrastructure upgrade being delivered as part of this development. This proposal was referred to the State Government. It is over 200 units so it is referred to the Stage Government, and they provided their consent for the development to proceed and provided some conditions as well around pick-up and drop-off areas. I know that Councillor HOWARD is supportive of this particular development as well down there in Newstead.


It adds to the existing developments that are down in that part of the world, Mr Chair. There’ s an eclectic mix of uses down there and that helps make that part of the city a vibrant part of the city and supports some of the existing developments. So, we see great co-location in terms of this particular proposal for aged care and retirement living, close to services, close to high frequency public transport, close to shops, close to other services that support this type of use, and I commend both of the items on the agenda to all the Councillors.

Chair:
Further debate? 
Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes, thanks, Mr Chair.


Just briefly in relation to item B, I’m happy to support the response to the petition. The residents in that area ran a great campaign, lots of objections, lots of corflutes, good publicity and Council obviously refused the application. The developer has appealed, the residents want Council to take their case all the way to hearing in the court and not give in and settle the matter, and we hope that will occur.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	792/2018-19
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 7.01pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Alright. Can I remind the Chamber that we are on the City Planning Committee report? 
Are there any further contributions?


There being none, Councillor BOURKE, your right of reply?

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

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

A
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION UNDER THE PLANNING ACT 2016 – DEVELOPMENT PERMIT – MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE AND BUILDING WORK FOR RESIDENTIAL CARE FACILITY (120 BEDS), RETIREMENT FACILITY (142 UNITS), OFFICE, FOOD AND DRINK OUTLET, SHOP AT 15 GORDON STREET AND 43 EVELYN STREET, NEWSTEAD

793/2018-19

1. The Team Manager, Planning Services North, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, reports that John Gaskell Planning Consultants, on behalf of Ozcare, submitted a development application on 12 December 2018. The application was properly made on 22 January 2019.

	Development aspects:
	Building work – Development permit 

Material change of use – Development permit

	General description of proposal:


	Stage 1: Residential care facility (120 beds), Retirement facility (53 units), Office, Food and drink outlet, Shop

Stage 2: Retirement facility (89 units), Food and drink outlet, Shop

	Land in the ownership of:
	Ozcare

	Address of the site:
	15 Gordon Street and 43 Evelyn Street, Newstead 

	Described as:
	Lot 72 on SP238975, Lot 1 on SP151192

	Containing an area of:
	6,180 m2


2. This code assessable application relates to a property situated in the Mixed use (Inner city) zone under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). The site is located within the Riverpark precinct of the Newstead and Teneriffe Waterfront neighbourhood plan.

3. The development application is for a Material change of use and Building work for a mixed use development comprising Residential care facility (120 beds), Retirement facility (142 units), Office (2,892 m2) and commercial tenancies (Food and drink outlet/Shop, Stage 1 – 335 m2, reduced in Stage 2 to 160 m2). The proposal incorporates two buildings to be constructed over two stages. 

4. The site occupies a property confined by Evelyn Street (north), Gordon Street (west) and Waterloo Street (south and east). A single vehicular access to service the development is proposed on the Gordon Street frontage of the site.

5. The layout of the development incorporates a privately-owned public open space along the eastern part of the site with an area of 1,050 m2. The location and extent of the open space meets the requirements of the neighbourhood plan.

6. Stage 1 of the development includes the construction of a four-storey podium and a 16-storey tower (northern tower) which overall will accommodate:

-
120-bed Residential care facility.

-
Retirement facility, 53 units (6 x one bedroom, 33 x two bedroom, 14 x three bedroom).

-
the proposed office space (2,892 m2) will occupy three levels (part) of the podium on the frontage of the development addressing the open space area (eastern interface). 

-
four commercial units (Food and drink outlet/Shop) are proposed on the ground floor with an overall GFA of 335 m2 on the frontage of Evelyn Street and at the corner of Gordon Street and Evelyn Street.

7. The development will provide car parking located within a basement (one level) and four levels of partially sleeved podium, with 211 car parking bays. Although the basement is proposed to be constructed as part of Stage 1, access to this level will be restricted and no parking within the basement will be available until Stage 2 has been completed. 

8. Stage 2 of the project comprises a 23-storey building (including seven levels constructed as part of Stage 1) and will provide:

-
Retirement facility, 89 units (4 x one bedroom, 61 x two bedroom, 24 x three bedroom).

-
alterations to the commercial units (Food and drink outlet/Shop) located on the ground floor of the development, with a conversion (removal) of a commercial tenancy situated at the corner of Gordon Street and Evelyn Street into the south tower lobby and a mailroom.

-
works to the basement car park constructed as part of Stage 1 to provide access and complete line markings for 87 parking bays, resulting in a total of 298 parking spaces for the entire development distributed over five levels.

9. Trunk stormwater infrastructure (LGIP items NWS-PR-033/034, NWS-PR-036/037) will be provided as part of the development comprising 1050/1200 mm stormwater pipes to be constructed in the road reserve of Waterloo Street, Gordon Street and Evelyn Street. 

10. The Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning as a concurrence agency provided a response to the referral required in accordance with Schedule 10, Part 9, Division 4, Subdivision 1, Table 1, Item 1 of the Planning Regulation 2017 (the scale of the development exceeds 200 dwellings).

The concurrence agency has imposed conditions contained in the letter dated 2 May 2019 in relation to a pedestrian access and dedicated drop off / pick up area to be provided as part of the development.

11.
The proposed development has been assessed against the relevant assessment benchmarks and it has been determined that it complies with the relevant provisions of the City Plan.

12.
In accordance with the Planning Act 2016, the proposal was subject to code assessment and public notification was not required to be undertaken. No representations from members of the public have been received during the assessment process.

13.
The Councillor for Central Ward, Councillor Vicki Howard supports the proposed development.


14.
The Team Manager, Planning Services North, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, advises that relevant reports have been obtained to address the assessment criteria, and decision process as prescribed by the Planning Act 2016, appropriately justifying the proposal.

15.
It is recommended that the application be presented to the City Planning Committee for a recommendation to Council for approval subject to the approved plans and conditions included in the attached Development Approval Package. The Committee agreed, with Councillor Jonathan Sri dissenting.

16.
RECOMMENDATION:

As:

(i) a properly made development application was made on 22 January 2019 to Council, pursuant to section 51 of the Planning Act 2016 as follows:

	Development aspects:
	Building work – Development permit 

Material change of use – Development permit

	General description of proposal:


	Stage 1: Residential care facility (120 beds), Retirement facility (53 units), Office, Food and drink outlet and Shop 

Stage 2: Retirement facility (89 units), Food and drink outlet and Shop

	Land in the ownership of:
	Ozcare

	Address of the site:
	15 Gordon Street and 43 Evelyn Street, Newstead 

	Described as:
	Lot 72 on SP238975, Lot 1 on SP151192

	Containing an area of:
	6,180 m2


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

then Council: 

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

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

(b)
the proposal does not cause conflict with the State Planning Policy, planning regulation provisions or regional plan

(c)
the proposal is consistent with the general intentions of the City Plan

(d)
the proposal would not create an unreasonable traffic problem, increase a traffic problem or detrimentally affect the efficiency of the road network

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

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

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

(iii)
issues a Brisbane City Council Infrastructure Charges Notice for the development pursuant to the Planning Act 2016 and Brisbane Infrastructure Charges Resolution (No. 7) 2018, for transport, community purposes and stormwater trunk infrastructure

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

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

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

(c)
notify the Councillor for Central Ward, Councillor Vicki Howard, of this decision

(d)
notify concurrence agency of this decision

(e)
publish notice about the decision on the website.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REFUSE A DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR A CHILDCARE CENTRE AT 24 TO 26 RANDALL ROAD, WYNNUM WEST (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005006849)



CA19/147348

794/2018-19

17.
A petition from residents, requesting Council refuse a development application for a childcare centre at 24 to 26 Randall Road, Wynnum West (application reference A005006849), was presented to the meeting of Council held on 12 February 2019, by Councillor Peter Cumming, and received.

18.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

19.
The petitions contains 71 signatures. 

20.
The petitioners’ concerns about the proposed development are summarised as follows:

-
it is not suited to low density residential area

-
inappropriate bulk and scale

-
potential increase in traffic

-
thirteen bordering properties will be impacted

-
mature trees currently on the site will be removed, including an old jacaranda, as well as schotia plants on the footpath

-
it may also lead to further commercial development in the future.
21.
On 8 October 2018, a development application was lodged with Council over the subject site for a childcare centre. The subject site comprises a total area of 3,090 m2 and is included in the Low density residential zone as per Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). The subject site is also included in the Wynnum—Manly neighbourhood plan.

22.
The site is surrounded by residential housing consisting of single detached dwellings ranging in height from one to two storeys.

23.
The application was impact assessable under the requirements of City Plan and public notification was carried out between 11 January 2019 and 15 February 2019. A total of 66 submissions were received, of which 25 were properly made.

24.
Following assessment by Council officers, including consideration of the matters raised by submitters, the application was refused on 22 March 2019.

25.
An appeal against Council’s decision to refuse the application was filed with the Planning and Environment Court on 8 April 2019 (Court reference 1195/19). Council is now obliged to follow the requirements of the Court process.

Consultation

26.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

27.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

28.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Information to be provided to the head petitioner

Petition reference: CA19/147348
On 8 October 2018, a development application was lodged with Council over the subject site for a childcare centre. The subject site comprises a total area of 3,090 m2 and is included in the Low density residential zone as per Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). The subject site is also included in the Wynnum—Manly neighbourhood plan. 

The site is surrounded by residential housing consisting of single detached dwellings ranging in height from one to two storeys. 

The application was impact assessable under the requirements of City Plan and public notification was carried out between 11 January 2019 and 15 February 2019. A total of 66 submissions were received, of which 25 were properly made.

Following assessment by Council officers, including consideration of the matters raised by submitters, the application was refused on 22 March 2019.

An appeal against Council’s decision to refuse the application was filed with the Planning and Environment Court on 8 April 2019 (Court reference 1195/19). Council is now obliged to follow the requirements of the Court process.

You can follow the process of the appeal on the Queensland Court’s website at www.courts.qld.gov.au by selecting ‘Search civil files’. Continue by clicking on ‘Party search (eCourts)’ and searching for file number 1195/19.
ADOPTED

ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

Councillor Kate RICHARDS, A/Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 21 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?

Councillor RICHARDS.
Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair.

Seriatim - Clause C
	Councillor Charles STRUNK requested that Clause C, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL RETAIN HOCK DAVIS PARK, INALA, INSTEAD OF TRANSFORMING THE OPEN STORMWATER DRAINAGE INTO A COMMUNITY CAR PARK, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


Just before I head into the Committee talk of last week, I just wanted to raise a particular item that’s come to the attention of a number of Ward offices and Council officers these past few days, is that we received a lot of communications from residents concerned that we’re actually closing some Mt Coot-tha mountain biking trails.


So, what I want to put on record tonight is that Mt Coot-tha is the only designated location for off‑road mountain bike riding and these tracks and trails are used more than 700,000 times each year. So, due to the high level of use—and at peak times the mountain bike facilities at Mt Coot-tha are at capacity. They’re ever increasing in popularity for the off-road cycling tracks. It’s actually led to higher demand on our current tracks, which has also led to some unplanned and unauthorised trail construction.


So the issue we’re actually putting on record tonight, to let the public know that we are not closing what is the designated mountain biking precinct trails on Mt Coot-tha. We’re actually addressing the illegal trail network that has been created in a section of Mt Coot-tha that’s not within this precinct that’s designated for mountain bike trails. One particular trail itself is 4.7 kilometres long. It’s poorly built, it’s unsustainable. It’s actually got some unsafe tracks. It’s got some bridgeworks that are two planks of wood, and in one section there’s a three-metre drop.


Now, these trails aren’t just used for bikers. It is used for our fauna, but it’s also young families. Families do walk along these trails that are designated biking trails but, in particular, it is families that use the trails as well. So, if a young child came across this particular trail and went down a section of it, they wouldn’t realise they’d be approaching a three-metre drop. By the time they got there, there’d be a serious injury at the end of it.


So, I just want to put on record that Asset Services, the Natural Environment team, do have a strategy to address these illegal trails. They will be briefing the local Councillors in the precinct area, which would be Councillor TOOMEY of The Gap Ward, Councillor MATIC in the Paddington Ward—also neighbouring Councillor, Councillor MACKAY, just to give him some advice because I do know there’s a lot from Walter Taylor use the mountain as well for mountain biking.


We are installing signage on these trails. Progressively, they will be actually defunct and worked through slowly, to close them down and re-vegetate and monitor the sites. So, I just wanted to bring the Chamber to that point.


Now, talking about last week, at the Committee on 21 May we had a presentation from Council officers on the Toohey Forest upgrade. It’s located 10 kilometres south of Brisbane at 600 Toohey Road in Nathan, Toohey Forest Park, which spans approximately 260 hectares. The Toohey Forest Park facilities upgrade project aims to improve accessibility and connectivity through Toohey Forest Park as well as provide enhanced amenity and safety for park visitors.


The upgrade is being delivered in two stages. Stage 1 started in April 2018 and is now complete. Stage 2 of the project will include installing a new accessible compost toilet facility, upgrading the two existing lookout areas around the Sandstone Circuit walking trail; one to include a dedicated timber viewing platform, and the other to include a timber deck and picnic setting, also installing CCTV cameras at the picnic facility to enhance security and safety.


I want to thank Councillor GRIFFITHS, who actually put on record at the Committee meeting, his thanks for the hard work that the officers have put into this project, and it has been well received by the community and a great addition to the natural area. So thank you, Councillor GRIFFITHS, for acknowledging the officers on the work that they have done out there.

We also had passed through the Committee the bushland acquisition levy report for the period ended March 2019. Properties that Council has acquired as at the end of March in the 2018-19 financial year include 75 Van Dieren Road, Pallara, which is 1.6 hectares; 106 Leacroft Road, Burbank—that’s 9.0 hectares; 2724 Beaudesert Road, Calamvale, one hectare; 1781 Mount Gravatt Capalaba Road, Burbank, 4.8 hectares; and 458 to 526 Priors Pocket Road, Moggill, for 20.2 hectares.


There were also two petitions that went through Committee; the first, a petition requesting that Council retain Hock Davis Park, Inala, instead of transforming the open stormwater drainage into a community car park. The proposed response was not supported by the local Councillor and I imagine that he’ll talk on this issue. But, what I will say is that Council investigated whether there were any complaints regarding on-street parking and there was none.


The park is held in trust and we would have issues granting a lease, which would be inconsistent with the purpose of the trust. As per section 52(2) of the Land Act 1994, Council’s actions must be consistent with (a) the purpose for which the reserve was dedicated—

Chair:
Councillors, I know we’ve just come back from dinner and that everyone’s a bit excited from eating but can we just allow the Councillor to be heard in silence, please?


Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair.

—or the land was granted in trust. So, Hock Davis Park is a reserve granted in trust to Council for park purposes.


The second petition was a petition requesting Council rename the park at 5 Wellington Road, East Brisbane, as ‘Watt Park’, which I note Councillor SRI is actually not in the Chamber tonight to hear this. Councillor SRI is actually unhappy with the park named after a local small business. His main concern is that the head petitioner is a family member of the Watt family.


The Watt brothers was founded in 1923 when John Watt, a master blacksmith and carriage builder, relocated from Upper Coomera in the Gold Coast hinterland to Woolloongabba in East Brisbane. The first bus was built in February 1928 for the Taringa Bus Service in Brisbane. From this initial vehicle, the Watt brothers went on to manufacture over 500 buses and coaches before sale to Custom Coaches.


The Watt family have been a small business in Brisbane for nearly 100 years, employing hundreds of people in the area. However, the petition response that is to be sent out only suggests that we, Council, consider naming the park after the Watt family. Councillor SRI is welcome to do further community consultation to find an alternative name.


I’d also like to mention that Councillor GRIFFITHS abstained from voting for this petition but all other Committee members voted in favour. So, the petition responses as set out were passed by the Committee. There were two Ward Footpath and Park Trust Funds that also passed through as well. So, I’m happy to take any questions on that, Mr Chair.


But just before I move on, I just wanted to close out some questions that were raised by the Opposition Leader, Councillor CUMMING, in relation to the E&C report for item E, Quarterly Financial Report for March 2019. So there’s a few here so bear with me, please.

So, first item was 3.1.3.1 Environmental and Liveability Initiatives for the Community, in particular, the Norman Creek 2012-2031. The reason for these carryovers was because it needed to align to the proposed construction timeline for Hanlon Park. Construction will not commence until 2019-20, and will be delivered over two financial years.


The next item was the Northern Suburbs Environmental Centre. Again, to align with a revised project delivery time frame, the contract was awarded in March 2019, and the contractors’ delivery schedule has informed this figure. Practical completion is expected late 2019.


The third item raised was Renewing Great Brisbane Gardens. The carryover of 326,000 capital budget is to align with the revised project delivery timeframe for the Kangaroo Point River Terrace project. Carryover requested due to a longer than anticipated consultation process to agree on the scope of works. Construction is to commence end of May, early June 2019, with an estimated project completion around December 2019.


The fourth item was 100 Per Cent Carbon Neutral, which I note Councillor CUMMING made a comment of, ‘Would have thought a yearly target would have been met with this particular item.’ So to provide some clarity around why the carryover has occurred, that’s because the new Bracken Ridge Library solar is to align with the construction schedule for the new library. This is actually called good project management governance, to actually deliver items for a project, with the project, to provide value for money. So, that’s why that one’s carried over.


The next item was 3.3.2.1 Conservation Reserves Management. There was a statement implied why Brisbane Infrastructure Depot Consolidation Project team seem to be the ones put the blame for delays. That is not the case. The fact is it’s an increase in labour and associated costs with the team. The overall increase is as shown in that area, and it also covers numerous services through Program 2 and Program 3. So, that covered item 3.3.2.1 and 3.3.3.1.


The next item was 3.3.4.1 Park Development and Enhancement, which was Anzac Square Restoration.

Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS, your time has expired.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Yeah.

Chair:
Are there further speakers?

795/2018-19
At that point, Councillor Kate RICHARDS was granted an extension of time on the motion of Councillor Kim MARX, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS).
Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS, please continue.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


So, as I was talking, about 3.3.4.1 Park Development Enhancement, so Anzac Square Restoration. As you no doubt are aware, the Square was completely open for use on Anzac Day during commemoration services. In feedback we did receive during the dawn service and at vantage points around the parade was overwhelmingly positive.


The quality of Anzac Square on Anzac Day speaks of success for the restoration enhancement works. I know that residents and visitors were particularly impressed by the significant enhancement to the crypt and memorial galleries. The other thing to note is that this is not an everyday kind of project that is undertaken. The space is so steeped in history and protected by heritage requirements, quality is of the utmost importance to the imperative history and high standards that this area rightly is expected to receive.


So to answer the question why there is actually a carryover, that’s because two weeks ago we discussed in this Chamber about the delay because of the bronze commemorative screens, which were sourced by a specific craftsman to actually provide this equipment, which is now being installed—due for installation in late July. So, that’s why that was carried over.


So, the other items that was raised by the opposition leader was actually item 3.3.6.1 the Mt Coot-tha zipline. Again, this is a carryover, money not spent on the project after it was cancelled. But this money, the $380,000, is actually proposed to be spent on the infrastructure across the mountain, such as signage and trails.


Okay. The other items that were raised was item 3.4.3.1 Coastal Hazard Adaptation. This is a carryover expense in revenue budget to align with revised project schedule and grant funding arrangements. Stakeholder engagement expected to occur late 2019-20.


The next one’s 3.4.3.3 Drainage Construction and Resilience. It was 1,519,000. So, the $1.1 million was carryover for land and easement acquisition for the Mornington Street Red Hill project. Technical issues have delayed finalisation of the preferred route of rock tunnel boring works.


The $400,000 carryover from 2018-19 to 2019-20 is part of the multi‑funded Illawong Way Karana Downs project, as a result of delays in achieving agreement with the local Indigenous group on cultural heritage management plan, and a permit to work in the buffer zone of a protected plant that’s been identified. So, currently working with City Legal to resolve a permit on these issues.


The next item 3.4.3.4 Plan for Future Infrastructure, the Stormwater Infrastructure. So, a $3.6 million carryover of capital from 2018-19 to 2019-20 due to delays in a number of projects, being Wickham Street, Fortitude Valley, due to conflict with specialised Telstra communications pit works whilst Telstra investigate relocation of services; Chermside Street, Teneriffe, due to realignment of delivery expectations with contractor‑related works; Sydney Street, New Farm, due to a re‑alignment of delivery expectations with contractor related works; Commercial Road, Teneriffe, deliveries being slower than originally expected due to poor soil conditions.


The next item 3.4.4.4 Cyclic Desilting Waterways and Drains. The carryover expense for 2018-19 to 2019-20 was for the Castlemaine Street and Black Street desilting works carried out by the contractor. Works need to align with the commencement of the MudCat in August 2019.


Now, finally, the other items that were raised was in relation to page 29, Sustainable and Resilient Community for 65,000. The Low Carbon and Clean Environment was also $405,000. These, the majority of the money is always spent in the second half of the year because the first half is planning and design.


Sustainable and Resilient Community, this is Hanlon Park, Renewing Great Brisbane Gardens and Boondall Environmental Centre. These are in design phase and will move into production. The Lower Carbon and Clean Environment is a delay in purchasing renewable energy certificates to being later in the financial year than previously phased as market prices continue to fall for them.


The final item that was raised was on page 31 in relation to 3.4.1.4 Improve Ecological Health and Liveability of Waterways. This is about enforcement. Because of dry weather, there’s been more of a focus on large high-profile development sites. This fluctuation’s due to seasons. People still can be PIN’d (Prescribed Infringement Notice) though for not having erosion controls in place. Because there’s been dry weather, there’s also been less activity. So, net zero impact due to less expenses and less revenue, yet we’re still committed to erosion, sediment control and enforcement.


So, Mr Chair, my background, some may know in here, is construction. I can certainly vouch that this Council actually knows how to deal with projects. They know when they need to put them—to move them and carry over the funds, because we’re delivering for this city, we’re ensuring we’re protecting our lifestyle and our backyard. So, thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Thank you.


Further speakers?


Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair.


Listen, I rise to just make comment briefly on the petition C—or item C of the petition. Now, this petition is an identically-worded petition that came to this Chamber, I think it was on the 14th, for debate. I made some comments then in regards to the fact that we weren’t going to support the recommendation and my ideas and thoughts haven’t changed from that.


So, thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. Thank you, Mr Chair.


Just to speak to a couple of items in the report, and particularly to item A which—we had a presentation last week on Toohey Forest, which is one of the—a very beautiful area of the city, only seven kilometres from the city in the southern suburbs and my ward. Can I say that the work that’s been undertaken in this particular picnic node is really beneficial, because it has enabled—or will enable more people to actually stay and use the park in this area, particularly with the addition of the toilet facility.


I know a number of schools and family groups want to use the facility but aren’t able to do that because they aren’t able to, obviously, use toilet facilities. So this whole project has been a great addition and, yes, I certainly believe the officers have done a very good job. It does add to the enjoyment of Toohey Forest and the koalas that are there. There’s a very healthy koala population.


Secondly, I’d just like to talk about item D which is Watt Park. It’s disappointing that the Greens Councillor isn’t here. Councillor SRI has lots to say often, and it’s disappointing that we aren’t getting his feedback in relation to this item as it relates to his own ward.


Look, in terms of the naming process for this park, we support the naming process for this park. There were some concerns and there have been concerns raised by Councillor SRI, but I’m aware of it being raised in other areas of the city where Councillors are saying, we need to recognise the Indigenous history of the city. That is a very apt and important objective that we need to be reaching in terms of the naming of our parks.


I think when a park name has been so strongly supported, however, by so many local residents, and it is highlighting a local business in the area, then to not support it because you think there might be another name that could be applied to the park seems a bit of a lame excuse.


So, it’s really up to Councillor SRI in this instance, I think, to go out and look for another name for this park and work with local residents to put forward another name. So it’s a bit disappointing that Councillor SRI isn’t supporting the name of this park because he’s saying, ‘Well, it could be named something else.’ You actually need to do the work with the naming of something else rather than it could be or it should be.


With that said but, I have spoken to Councillor HAMMOND in her role and to her staff. One of the difficulties I’ve found with—now on two occasions with having a park named after an Indigenous person or an Indigenous name has been the very convoluted process that we have in Council now to clarify whether that name’s accurate and the history behind that name.


What’s been coming back to me in the south region is, well, now—you’ve come up with this name. Now you need to go back and—the people who presented the petition need to go back and do the full history of why they’ve got this name, and document it and prove it, and if necessary pay the cost of investigating this naming process.


Now, I’ve spoken to Councillor HAMMOND and said, ‘I don’t think that’s reasonable’. We have a group in Council that can do this piece of work and that should be their role to do this piece of work. But, to come back and say that this should be done by the people who are proposing the name seems to be a bit of a convenient obstacle to the naming of parks after Indigenous names or people.


So, with that said, we have concerns about the naming process in relation to that and we believe it can be improved significantly. Really, the LORD MAYOR and this Administration have been here 15 years now, 15 long years, and we’re just seeing some of these initiatives proposed after 15 long years in this Chamber. You sort of really wonder what’s going on. Fifteen years to get a DV (domestic violence) strategy.


Anyway, yes, as I’ve said, we have concerns about this. We have concerns about the lack of connection. I’m picking up grumbling over there. I’m picking up a bit of abuse. There we go. It’s Councillor ADAMS. Who would have thought? Who would have thought?

Chair:
Councillor, please stay on topic. There was no abuse.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Who would have thought that—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Could Councillors please calm down.


Councillor GRIFFITHS, please return to your topic, please.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, yes. Who would have thought that 15 years in this Chamber and the LNP still don’t have a policy for—a proper policy in place for Indigenous naming of parks.


Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor RICHARDS?

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

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A, B and D of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
And item C.

Clause C put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 18 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.
NOES: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.
The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Fiona Hammond (Chair), Councillor Kate Richards (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Fiona Cunningham, Steve Griffiths, Nicole Johnston, and James Mackay.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – TOOHEY FOREST PICNIC AREA UPGRADE

796/2018-19

1.
Peter Owen, Delivery Manager – Greenspace, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Toohey Forest Picnic Area Upgrade. He provided the information below.

2.
Located approximately 10 kilometres south of the CBD, Toohey Forest covers 260 hectares of land, of which 35 hectares is managed by Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service. Toohey Forest adjoins Griffith University and the South East Freeway.

3.
Toohey Forest was named after James Toohey who originally owned the land. Council gradually acquired the land after 1945 to establish a green belt which is widely valued today by the community for the walking, riding, amenity and environmental benefits it offers.

4. 
More than 400 plant and animal species are represented within Toohey Forest, including koalas, gliders and echidnas. The forest is comprised of open eucalypt forests on the ridges, with some rainforest species in gullies. The sandstone geology of the area gives rise to regional ecosystems of citywide importance. 

5.
In addition to the vast environmental attributes of Toohey Forest, the area offers many recreational opportunities. Toohey Forest hosts picnic areas, 22 kilometres of walking paths, bikeways, nature photography and orienteering. 

6. 
Upgrades to the Toohey Picnic Area are underway, including work to the car park, picnic shelters, barbeques, pathways and the installation of a new toilet block. This picnic area is visited by an average of 2,500 people weekly. The previous picnic facilities were 20 years old and no toilet facilities were available at the picnic area. Further, traffic flow was poor and there were accessibility issues as well as concerns about safety and visitor behaviour.

7.
The allocated budget for the Toohey Forest picnic area upgrade includes: 


-
2016-17 – design and minor works – $200,000


-
2017-18 – Stage 1 construction – $731,000


-
2018-19 – Stage 2 construction – $625,000. 

8.
The new designs incorporated during the planning phase included the following features: 


-
a new hardwood deck with outlooks onto the forest 


-
three accessible and distinct picnic nodes with shelters and barbeques


-
accessible parking bays


-
safe pedestrian footpaths from Toohey Road to the picnic area

-
trip free hardened surfaces that link the forest trails with the picnic area, carpark and bikeway


-
a new toilet block with equitable access

-
landscaping with native species that will not compromise safety, and retain sightlines around the facilities as plants grow

-
lighting. 


A number of before and after photos of the picnic shelter, Toohey Road entrance and car park were shown to the Committee members.

9.
Due to the increase in parking bays, a development application was required by Council. The development application required a number of environmental and planning reports as part of the assessment. 

10.
Final project works include a new toilet block and boardwalk at Sandstone Circuit. These works are scheduled to be completed by the end of June 2019. Future works include maintenance of the forest, fire and bushland management for community safety, track maintenance and upgrades, facility maintenance, and improved signage.

11.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Owen for his informative presentation.

12.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE REPORT – BUSHLAND PRESERVATION LEVY REPORT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED MARCH 2019


134/695/317/930

797/2018-19

13.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the Committee with a report on expenditure for bushland purposes for the period ended March 2019.

14.
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.

15.
The Committee noted the information contained in the report (submitted on file) and that the balance of the funds held for environment bushland purposes for the period ended March 2019 is ($38,391,966) due to accelerated program. 

16.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE REPORT, submitted on file, BE NOTED.
ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL RETAIN HOCK DAVIS PARK, INALA, INSTEAD OF TRANSFORMING THE OPEN STORMWATER DRAINAGE INTO A COMMUNITY CAR PARK 



CA18/1055378

798/2018-19

17.
A petition from residents, requesting Council consider retaining Hock Davis Park, Inala, instead of transforming the open stormwater drainage into a community car park, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 27 November 2018, by Councillor Charles Strunk, and received. 

18.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

19.
The petition contains 164 signatures. 

20.
Councillor Charles Strunk, Councillor for Forest Lake Ward, received a request from the Blue Fin Fishing Club wishing to extend their car park into Hock Davis Park, Inala. A meeting was held with Councillor Strunk and Parks officers, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, in March 2018. The request was forwarded to Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, within the City Planning and Sustainability division, in consultation with the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee. The request to develop a section of parkland to accommodate additional car parking was rejected and this was communicated to Councillor Strunk on 27 April 2018. 

21.
There is sufficient on-street car parking along Lilac Street, Inala. The land is held in trust of the State and the car park would be considered inconsistent with the terms of the trust.

Consultation

22.
Councillor Charles Strunk, Councillor for Forest Lake Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation. 

23.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed. 

24.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL DOES NOT SUPPORT CONVERTING THE OPEN STORMWATER DRAINAGE INTO A COMMUNITY CAR PARK WITHIN HOCK DAVIS PARK, INALA. THERE IS SUFFICIENT ON-STREET CAR PARKING CAPACITY ALONG LILAC STREET, INALA.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA18/1055378
Thank you for your petition requesting Council consider retaining Hock Davis Park, Inala, instead of transforming the open stormwater drainage into a community car park.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council does not support converting the open stormwater drainage area into a community car park within Hock Davis Park as there is sufficient on-street car parking along Lilac Street, Inala.  

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Warwick Davies, Regional Coordinator Parks, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0639.

Thank you for raising this matter. 

ADOPTED

D
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL RENAME THE PARK AT 5 WELLINGTON ROAD, EAST BRISBANE, AS ‘WATT PARK’



CA19/298045

799/2018-19

25.
A petition from residents, requesting to rename the park at 5 Wellington Road, East Brisbane, (referred to as Woolloongabba in the petition) as ‘Watt Park’ was received during the Autumn recess 2019.  

26.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

27.
The petition contains 142 signatures. 

28.
The park at 5 Wellington Road, East Brisbane, is currently known as Wellington Road Park. Council records indicate a previous request was received to rename Wellington Road Park as ‘Watt Park’, however it was not supported at the time. The Watt family have been located in and conducting businesses in the East Brisbane area for nearly one hundred years, and so richly deserve to have a local park named after them. They are still currently operating at 16 Lotus Street, East Brisbane, which is adjacent to Wellington Road Park. 

29.
The Watt family have been operating local businesses in the East Brisbane area since 1923. They owned a body building enterprise and service station in Stanley Street, East Brisbane, (opposite the post office) since 1938, and Watt’s Bus and Coachworks since 1973. 

Funding 

30.
Funding for this project is available in the Central Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, recurrent budget allocation for 2018-19.

Consultation

31.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation. 

32.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Steve Griffiths abstaining. 

33.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL WILL CONSIDER RENAMING THE PARK AT 5 WELLINGTON ROAD, EAST BRISBANE, AS ‘WATT PARK’, IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL’S OS03 NAMING PARKS, FACILITIES OR TRACKS PROCEDURE.  

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/298045

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council rename the park at 5 Wellington Road, East Brisbane, as ‘Watt Park’.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council will consider renaming the park at 5 Wellington Road, East Brisbane, as ‘Watt Park’, in accordance with Council’s OS03 Naming Parks, Facilities or Tracks Procedure.  

The above information will be forwarded to the other petitioners via email.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brian Lowe, Regional Coordinator Parks, Central Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3027 4387.

Thank you for raising this matter. 

ADOPTED

FIELD SERVICES COMMITTEE 

Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Chair of the Field Services Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 21 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?

Councillor HOWARD?


Anyone else?


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes. Thank you, Mr Chair.


Mr Chair, in relation to clause B of the report, I support the response to the petition which is—the petition originally wanted a doubling of tree density along waterfront areas. The proposal is for approximately—about 20 trees to be planted. The problem with planting trees along the waterfront areas, to be straight, is that people are worried about losing their views. They pay a lot of money for their—for a good view of the bay, and they are concerned that with some unlimited planting, inappropriate style of planting, they could have their views badly affected.


The proposals from the Council staff look reasonable but I said to them, we’re going to have to do extensive consultation and you have to prove to people that the planting will be reasonable and won’t have an adverse effect on the housing along the Esplanade. So, they’ve agreed to that and we’ll see if that could—see what happens with that.


The other suggestion was to plant trees along other streets which I’m happy about. But I’ve found in the past if you plant trees outside someone’s place and they don’t want them, quite often they disappear and so we’re wasting ratepayers’ money. So the Council has said they’ll park 190 trees in Wynnum Manly early in 2019-20, which I think is a reasonable approach. Again, the normal policy. People will be asked if they want a tree on their footpath.


I’m a supporter of trees. I’m normally most loathe to support removal of trees. I think trees are good for the city. They make the city cooler, they make for better air quality, more shade. I think trees are really important and I’m happy to see more plants planted. But I don’t want to see Council resources wasted with planting trees which unfortunately disappear. So I accept the recommendation—support the recommendation and I look forward to the process.

Chair:
Further contributions?


Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. Thank you, Mr Chairman.


I rise to speak on item C, Council trim or remove the tree that has overtaken the footpath at the corner of King Street and Beenleigh Road, Kuraby. I just rise in support of the young gentleman who went around and organised this petition. He noticed that there was an issue down there, a tree that had been overgrown for a number of years.


He’s a very active resident in the local community, very committed to the local area, very involved in the local area and in community groups down that way. So, he was able to get strong support from residents down there who said that they’ve reported this job numerous times over the three years and there’s been no action.


So it’s a shame that to get action on trimming a tree that’s blocking a concrete footpath requires a petition to Council. Something’s not right. So I think congratulation to that resident, John Prescott. He’s done very well. He will be a very active resident. He’s already going from house to house doorknocking and I think he’s doing—I think we almost need—sorry. Yes. Thank you.


Runcorn Ward only has four suburbs in it. Four suburbs. I know mine has 10. So you sort of think, four suburbs? What is the Councillor doing down there in terms of getting around to the local residents? Why is it taking three years to get a tree trimmed? Why are the residents saying, we put it through once and then we put it through again, and we still can’t get action? Why is Council saying, we couldn’t find the address?


I don’t know. There seems to be a lot of excuses. There’s been excuses all the way through this. I know that John Prescott will be down there doing more for his community. I look forward to him representing this side of the Chamber after the election next time. Thank you.

Chair:
Councillor MARX.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, Councillors. Councillors, please.


Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Chair.


I rise to speak on item C and put a little bit of truth into the Chamber.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
Let’s hear what actually happened. So the owner of the property, which I’m going to put out on the record because it’s on here anyway, is 1 King Street, Kuraby. He owns a house in King Street which—attached to it is two separate dwellings which has got two separate families living on it. He had spoken to one of his friends in his particular community and said that he tried to get this tree removed and Council had said, no. What should he do?


His friend recommended that he contact this particular active resident because he was Labor, and maybe a different Labor person might be able to get something done as opposed to the Councillor. So, anyway, that’s okay. So what I did was, when I found out about it, I contacted Council officers—because they’re actually the ones that actually do the work, the Council officers.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
I don’t actually go out and trim trees myself—that’s against the law—to find out if there had been any tree trim request from the resident of 1 King Street, Kuraby. So I got the information. So there was a request for trimming in November 2015, a Councillor request. Leaves were falling into the yard. The tree was trimmed for access and vision. That was completed on 29 February 2016. So, February 2016.


December 2016, that same year, that particular resident requested a trimming again. Overhanging tree and branches falling into the property. It was inspected. No work was required. I have a photo here that was taken at that particular time in December. The next request came through in February 2019. So it wasn’t that there was nothing done, it was just there was no request between December 2016, when no work was required, to February 2019, again a trim due to leaf litter.


Now, this is where the unfortunate bit happened. The resident had put in the address of the tree as 1 King Street, Kuraby. That’s where the officers went. When it was drawn to their attention that the actual tree was on Beenleigh Road, which is a different road, different frontage, they went back out and re‑inspected it and said, yes, the tree did need trimming.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
So it was put in, and it was due to happen in that schedule. As any decent Councillor in this place who knows their job knows, Council officers come out on a quarterly basis to our wards. Mine happened to be March and then not until sort of July. It wasn’t actually due to be done until the July, because by the time the officers got through and logged it into the system.


So they were going to leave it until the July. I asked them if they could please get it done sooner, because I went out and had a look at it myself and, yes, it did need trimming along that footpath. It was causing some issue with the residents being able to access that footpath. So they fast-tracked it and it was done on 4 April 2019.


Now, after that happened, I went out and I spoke to—because I wanted to speak to the resident who put in the original complaint and said, look, if you’ve got any issues, don’t hesitate to contact me. He wasn’t home. But one of the people that lives in one of the houses next to his property that the tree actually overhangs was mortified at the fact that a petition had gone out asking for a removal.


Because this is what the petition says. We, the undersigned, request that Brisbane City Council trim the tree that has overtaken the footpath at the corner of King Street and Beenleigh Road in Kurbay. I think he means Kuraby because Kuraby is K-u-r-a-b-y.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
Yeah. So it’s Kuraby. We also request the Brisbane City Council to consider removing the tree due to this being a very common issue. I’m not sure what the common issue is. Yes, trees do drop their leaves.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
Yeah, and they grow. Yeah, they do.


So I spoke to this lady, as I say, who’s more than happy to go out into her yard every week and sweep up the leaves that this tree manages to drop in her yard. As I said, she was mortified at the thought that this was going to be removed. We did sort of do a little bit of a scan about where these people were that signed the petition. I mean, there’s three of them that are close by, and the rest are nowhere near the tree.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
But I wrote back to all the residents in that whole particular area and not one single person wrote to me and said, yes, please, you must remove that tree.


As for the comment that my ward only has four suburbs, yes, it only has four suburbs but, you know what, it has the same amount of voters as everybody else pretty much. So I don’t know what the number of suburbs has got to do with it. Councillor RICHARDS has got 14 but—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
Eighteen suburbs but she still has the same number of voters as I do. But, anyway, I suppose any excuse to try and get some sort of relevance in this place. So that’s why there was a petition done. It was a bit of mischief‑making.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor HOWARD?

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

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Vicki Howard (Chair), Councillor Kim Marx (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Steven Huang, Charles Strunk and Andrew Wines.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – ROAD RESURFACING

800/2018-19

1.
Terry Bird, Manager, Asphalt and Aggregates, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide information on road resurfacing. He provided the information below.

2.
Road resurfacing is undertaken by Council to maintain and improve the condition of existing road infrastructure across the city. It is a multi-step process which involves preparation works, various stages of delivery and post construction works.

3.
Pavement design is undertaken in the early stages of preparation works to identify the appropriate material, thickness and configurations of layers required for the road. While the designs vary significantly by road type and traffic loading, they must adhere to the criteria specified in the Pavement Rehabilitation Design Manual. At this stage, extensive pavement and soil testing is completed for heavily trafficked roads, and defect mapping is utilised for selective pavement rehabilitation.

4.
As part of the preparation works, Council officers also evaluate the constructability of the design; develop a construction estimate; perform a site inspection (including marking); conduct risk assessments and job planning; obtain road closure permits; lodge an enquiry with Dial Before You Dig; and issue notifications to the community, residents, businesses and local ward offices.

5.
The scope of the preparation works will depend on the road type and its design requirements. Preparation works on minor roads may include tree trimming for machinery access; vacuum excavation to locate underground services; installation of subsoil drainage; profiling or milling of the road surface and the retrieval of asphalt for recycling purposes; selective reconstruction of weak or failed areas; and bitumen sealing over exposed gravel (trafficable while curing and during the final surface installation). In addition to this, preparation works on major roads may also require the full reconstruction of weak or failed areas; replacement or improvement of the subgrade layers; reinforcement (textile/grids); and modified bitumen (SAMI) seals. 

6.
In the delivery stages of resurfacing, full-depth reconstruction works can be to depths of up to 600 mm and involve material replacement, subgrade strengthening and drainage installations (side drains and mitre drains). Council also employs innovative methods to improve the longevity of the subgrade and base layers by utilising 75 mm crushed concrete aggregates, 75 mm crushed aggregates, geofabrics and geogrids, in-situ cement or foamed bitumen stabilisation and trials on ex-situ emulsion-treated road bases. The final layer of asphalt surfacing will range between 30 mm to 60 mm in thickness according to the design.

7.
Following the completion of the resurfacing works, Council will reinstate road infrastructure, line markings, traffic signal loops and access to infrastructure pits, valves and fire hydrants.

8.
The Asphalt Innovations Group is comprised of Council officers across different work areas who collaborate with external stakeholders including universities such as University of Southern Queensland, Griffith University, Queensland University of Technology and University of the Sunshine Coast. Through ongoing research collaborations, the Asphalt Innovations Group investigates innovating approaches to asphalt rehabilitation and seeks to achieve new cost-effective asphalt surfacing technologies. Other forms of materials innovation developed and applied by Council include asphalt recycling and use of crushed recycled glass and recycled tyres (crumb rubber). 

9.
New asphalt produced by Council contains up to 20% recycled asphalt. In 2017-18, more than 65,000 tonnes of asphalt was reprocessed and reutilised by Council. Additionally, more than 10,000 tonnes of waste concrete has been re-crushed into concrete construction aggregates and more than 150,000 tonnes of lower grade road gravel has been recycled as capping material at Brisbane Landfill. 

10.
Council utilises up to 5% of crushed recycled glass as a replacement for sand in structural asphalt. Approximately, 7,000 tonnes of crushed recycled glass is used on a yearly basis. Council also uses recycled tyres to produce crumb rubber, which is used to form crumb rubber bitumen seals underneath the asphalt. The use of crumb rubber bitumen seals reduces reflective cracking in asphalt and lessens the impact of tyre waste in landfills. This method was also employed in the construction of the Inner City Bypass. Council continues to investigate increased mixtures of crumb rubber to assess its impact on fatigue and wheel tracking properties.

11.
The Committee was shown a time-lapse video portraying the various stages of the road resurfacing process.

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

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL PLANT STREET TREES ALONG EVERY STREET IN THE WYNNUM MANLY WARD AND DOUBLE THE TREE DENSITY ALONG THE WATERFRONT AREAS

CA19/227809

801/2018-19

14.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council plant street trees along every street in the Wynnum Manly Ward and double the tree density along the waterfront areas, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 12 March 2019, by Councillor Peter Cumming, and received.

15.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

16.
The petition contains 65 signatures.

17.
Council street trees make up a significant part of the urban forest. The trees contribute to our subtropical landscape character, biodiversity and provide numerous environmental benefits. Council’s future goal to enhance and sustain our urban forest is to increase tree shade cover to 50% for footpaths and bikeways in residential areas by 2031.

18.
Council has plans to plant a further 190 trees in Wynnum Manly Ward early in 2019‑20. In addition to this proactive planting, Council will continue to plant reactively in response to specific requests and after tree removals.

19.
Planting in all streets of the Wynnum Manly Ward in one year is not practical. Council will continue to proactively plant trees in the ward and the planting will be balanced against citywide priorities. Target areas for 2019-20 are Manly West and Wynnum West.

20.
Council staff will provide a plan to the ward office for planting near the waterfront in the area of George Clayton Park, Manly. The concept plan will be submitted to the ward office by the end of May 2019.

Funding
21.
Funding is available under the Managing Trees on Public Land budget.


Consultation

22.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
23.
It is anticipated that the majority of petitioners requesting street tree planting will be satisfied with initial plantings. Objections to plantings from residents who do not want street trees are also likely to occur. Objections to street tree planting will be managed by Council staff.

24.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

25.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL WILL PLANT A MINIMUM OF 190 TREES IN WYNNUM MANLY WARD BY THE END OF DECEMBER 2019. A PLANTING PLAN NEAR THE WATERFRONT IN THE AREA OF GEORGE CLAYTON PARK, MANLY, WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE WYNNUM MANLY WARD OFFICE BY THE END OF MAY 2019 FOR THEM TO UNDERTAKE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION BEFORE ANY WORK IS COMPLETED.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/227809
Thank you for your petition requesting that Council plant street trees along every street in the Wynnum Manly Ward and double the tree density along the waterfront areas.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council street trees make up a significant part of the urban forest. The trees contribute to our subtropical landscape character, biodiversity and provide numerous environmental benefits. Council’s future goal to enhance and sustain our urban forest is to increase tree shade cover to 50% for footpaths and bikeways in residential areas by 2031.

Council will plant a minimum of 190 trees in Wynnum Manly Ward by the end of December 2019. A planting plan near the waterfront in the area of George Clayton Park, Manly, will be submitted to the Wynnum Manly Ward Office for them to undertake community consultation before any work is completed.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Russell Tomlin, Regional Coordinator Arboriculture, East Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 1477.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL TRIM OR REMOVE THE TREE THAT HAS OVERTAKEN THE FOOTPATH AT THE CORNER OF KING STREET AND BEENLEIGH ROAD, KURABY

CA19/240742

802/2018-19

26.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council trim or remove the tree that has overtaken the footpath at the corner of King Street and Beenleigh Road, Kuraby, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 12 March 2019, by Councillor Steve Griffiths, and received.

27.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

28.
The petition contains 50 signatures.

29.
Council records indicate that since November 2015 there have been three requests from a resident located at 1 King Street, Kuraby. The resident claimed the leopard tree located on Beenleigh Road frontage is dropping leaf litter within their property. A canopy lift and clearance pruning to the leopard tree were completed on 29 February 2016 and 23 December 2016, with no additional works required.

30.
On 13 March 2019, Council conducted a further inspection of the leopard tree in response to a recent resident request. Following the inspection, the tree was scheduled for canopy reduction trimming to minimise overhanging branches within the property, as well as a canopy lift for pedestrian and vehicle clearance. This work was completed on 4 April 2019.

Funding
21.
Funding is available this year as part of the Managing Trees on Public Land budget.

Consultation

22.
Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
23.
It is anticipated local residents may request the tree trimming to be undertaken within a shorter timeframe. Asset Services will monitor the tree on a regular basis.

24.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

25.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL CONDUCTED A CANOPY REDUCTION TRIMMING TO REMOVE BRANCHES WHICH WERE OVERHANGING PRIVATE PROPERTY AND A CANOPY LIFT FOR PEDESTRIAN AND VEHICLE CLEARANCE.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/240742
Thank you for your petition requesting that Council trim or remove the tree that has overtaken the footpath at the corner of King Street and Beenleigh Road, Kuraby.
Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council values the trees in our city as they contribute significantly to the environment, both ecologically and aesthetically. These values are supported by Council’s tree policy which ensures the preservation of Council trees, and tree removal is considered an important issue.
Council conducted canopy reduction trimming to remove branches which were overhanging private property and a canopy lift for pedestrian and vehicle clearance. This work was completed on 4 April 2019.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Anastasia Browne, Regional Coordinator Arboriculture, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0616.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

COMMUNITY, ARTS AND LIFESTYLE COMMITTEE

Councillor Peter MATIC, Chair of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 21 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
There is, Mr Chair, just briefly. There are a couple of good issues in here, none nearly as interesting or as inviting as the previous report. However, there’s a Committee presentation which was in regards to the Brisbane BMX facilities. Pleased to be able to inform the Chamber that the election commitment made by Lord Mayor Graham Quirk in regards to BMX facilities across the city has been delivered upon.


We have the amazingly successful facility at Bracken Ridge, and I’m very pleased to inform the Chamber that we also now have the Darra BMX facility which also again has been incredibly successful. This is about this Administration continuing to deliver for Brisbane residents, continuing to provide them all with more to see and do, and making sure that we’re engaging everyone within the community; not only older residents but, importantly, also the young.


I’d like to really thank the officers for their tremendous amount of work, and Councillor BOURKE for his great input into this process and making sure that we’ve delivered this great outcome.


The second item is a petition requesting that commercial composting at 154 and 166 Mount Crosby Road, Anstead, not be permitted. This was a circumstance where a commercial business was being undertaken unlawfully. There were great concerns raised by residents and by Councillor RICHARDS as the local Councillor in regards to the composting business that was being conducted.


Officers, once it was brought to their attention, did investigate the matter, a show cause was issued. The premises was undertaking composting without a permit. As a result of the work by officers, on their subsequent return, all of the composting material had been removed and the matter finalised. The petition response reflects that.


Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, I’ll move the report. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Peter Matic (Chair), Councillor Fiona Cunningham (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Peter Cumming, Kate Richards, and Norm WYNDHAM.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BRISBANE BMX FACILITIES

803/2018-19

1.
Miriam Kent, Manager, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on Brisbane BMX facilities. She provided the information below.

2.
Brisbane has a network of more than 30 skate facilities and 20 BMX facilities within Council parks. These facilities align with Council’s commitment to continue to develop sustainable solutions to increase Brisbane’s network of facilities to respond to increasing community demand and a greater range of sport and recreation activities. The skate and BMX facilities are delivered according to citywide priorities within a hierarchy of facility scales and types that cater to a diverse range of users.

3.
In 2016, the former Lord Mayor, Graham Quirk, announced the delivery of two new competition grade BMX tracks in Darra and Fitzgibbon. These BMX facilities are iconic, competition standard facilities that differ from other BMX facilities in Council parks with regard to their larger scale and asphalt surface treatment. 

4.
The asphalt surface is a long-lasting, low maintenance surface that also reduces slipping in wet conditions. This surface and the roll-over design expands the use of these facilities in all weather conditions, as well as allowing use by other roller sports such as skateboarding, scooter riding, rollerblading and roller skating, creating a truly multi-functional facility. The Bracken Ridge and Darra BMX facilities are the first two asphalt freestyle BMX facilities in Brisbane.

5.
The Bracken Ridge BMX facility which opened in September 2018, is located on Telegraph Road, Fitzgibbon, adjacent to the Bracken Ridge Skate Plaza. It shares its home with the Emily Seebohm Aquatic Centre, which had 143,524 visitors in 2017-18 and is set to surpass 150,000 visitors this financial year. The facility occupies a total site area of more than 5,740 square metres and features 640 metres of track, catering for all types of riders. The facility is one of the largest of its kind in Australia and features additional car parking, a shelter, a drinking fountain, a street art mural, new pathways, landscaping, new lighting consistent with the adjacent Skate Plaza, and freestyle jumps and berm transitions for recreational rider use. 

6.
The project plan, a video of construction and images of the Bracken Ridge BMX facility were shown to the Committee, along with examples of social media feedback.

7.
The Darra BMX facility is located in Monier Road Park, Darra, and was officially opened on 4 May 2019. It is the second of the two BMX tracks outlined in the 2016-17 Budget, with $2.3 million committed towards its construction. Additional budget was allocated to allow the delivery of lighting, toilets and temporary car parking facilities, bringing the total project budget to $3.177 million. This facility differs from the Bracken Ridge BMX facility by featuring wider tracks and greater circulation and spectator space. It occupies a total site area of more than 5,845 square metres and features more than 400 metres of track. The Darra BMX facility represents a significant investment in Monier Road Park and aligns with Council’s commitment of creating more to see and do for residents of all ages and abilities.

8.
Like the Bracken Ridge BMX facility, the Darra facility is one of the largest of its kind in Australia. A specialist design team, which included Brisbane-based Conrad Gargett, delivered the high-quality facility. Construction of the facility commenced in September 2018, with completion of the project ahead of schedule in May 2019. The Darra facility is free and open to the public with lighting available until 9pm each night. The facility features an asphalt track for all riders, berm transitions, two shade shelters, three drinking fountains, new pathways, landscaping, lighting and an amenities building.

9.
The project plan, a video of construction and images of the Darra BMX facility were shown to the Committee, along with examples of social media feedback.

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

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COMMERCIAL COMPOSTING AT 154 AND 166 MT CROSBY ROAD, ANSTEAD, NOT BE PERMITTED



CA18/1003051
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12.
A petition requesting that a commercial composting business at 154 and 166 Mount Crosby Road, Anstead, not be permitted, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 13 November 2018, by Councillor Kate Richards, and received.

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

14.
The petition contains 12 signatures.

15.
The petitioners raised concerns in relation to odour, vermin, visual amenity and commercial operations occurring in a residential area. Council investigates these matters under the Queensland Government's Planning Act 2016 (the Act) and Council's Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the City Plan) and Health, Safety and Amenity Local Law 2009 (the Local Law).

16.
Council received three complaints about a commercial composting business operating at 154 and 166 Mount Crosby Road on 7, 8 and 14 November 2018. In response to these complaints, a Council officer conducted an inspection of the properties on 19 November 2018, and observed composting activity, specifically a large mound which appeared to be attracting flies and emitting a strong odour.

17.
The officer assessed the activities occurring on the site and confirmed a permit was required to operate a business of this nature. As a result, the investigating officer issued the responsible person with an infringement notice for a breach of the Local Law, and an oral compliance direction, which directed the person to remove, or treat, the compost by 23 November 2018.

18.
A follow up inspection conducted on 25 November 2018 observed there was no sign of recent composting evident and the large composting mound which was identified during the inspection of 19 November 2018 (determined to be the origin of the odour and flies) had been removed. Therefore, the property was deemed compliant with the relevant legislation.

Consultation

19.
Councillor Kate Richards, Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

20.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

21.
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: CA18/1003051

Thank you for your petition requesting Council direct the occupants of 154 and 166 Mount Crosby Road, Anstead, to cease use of the site as a commercial composting business. Council acknowledges the petitioners' concerns in relation to odour, vermin, visual amenity and commercial operations occurring in a residential area. Council investigates these matters under the Queensland Government's Planning Act 2016 (the Act) and Council's Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the City Plan) and Health, Safety and Amenity Local Law 2009 (the Local Law).

Council received three complaints about a commercial composting business operating at 154 and 166 Mount Crosby Road on 7, 8 and 14 November 2018. In response to these complaints, a Council officer conducted an inspection of the properties on 19 November 2018, and observed composting activity, specifically a large mound which appeared to be attracting flies and emitting a strong odour. 

The officer assessed the activities occurring on the site and confirmed a permit was required to operate a business of this nature. As a result, the investigating officer issued the responsible person with an infringement notice for a breach of the Local Law, and an oral compliance direction, which directed the person to remove, or treat, the compost by 23 November 2018.

A follow up inspection conducted on 25 November 2018 observed there was no sign of recent composting evident and the large composting mound which was identified during the inspection of 19 November 2018 (determined to be the origin of the odour and flies) had been removed. Therefore, the property was deemed compliant with the relevant legislation.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Caitlin McNamara, Built Environment Officer, Operations Coordination Team, Built Environment, City Standards, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 0199.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor David McLACHLAN, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 21 May 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor ALLAN?

Any other contributions?


There being none, I will move the report. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the Finance and Administration Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Adam Allan (Chair); Councillor David McLachlan (Deputy Chair); and Councillors Peter Cumming, Kim Marx, Ryan Murphy, and Charles Strunk.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – LOW POWERED WIDE AREA NETWORK TRIAL (LoRaWAN)
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1.
Bernadette Stone, Chief Information Officer, Information Services, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to provide information on the Low Powered Wide Area Network Trial (LoRaWAN). She provided the information below.

2.
Council is delivering a low powered wide area network trial to assess:

-
the capability to support Council operations with network technology which transports data from remote field-based sensors

-
the ability to promote local innovation by making it publicly available and free of charge

-
the ability to expand coverage of the network through working with other organisations such as education institutions effectively building a large ‘meshed’ network for Brisbane.

3.
The trial is being delivered in-house using existing services and contracts that are fit for purpose. Information Services in collaboration with Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, will deliver, monitor and evaluate the effectiveness and reliability of the network. Throughout the trial, Council will implement the LoRaWAN protocol and provide public access through The Things Network.

4.
Council has installed six gateways in the initial stages of the trial. The gateways are mounted to Council assets located at Mt Coot-tha, Mt Gravatt, Stafford, Rocklea, Clayfield and the Boondall Wetlands.

5.
Low powered wide area network technology is ideal for field-based sensors. Some of its key features include:

-
the LoRaWAN protocol

-
long range capability greater than 10 km

-
low power consumption and long-life battery operation

-
low cost

-
simplified design and hardware technology

-
low bandwidth

-
slow bit-rate.

6.
The Committee was provided with maps showing gateway positioning and network coverage, as well as photographs of the field-based sensors.

7.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Stone for her informative presentation. 
8.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Petitions. Councillors, are there any petitions?


Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. I have a petition on behalf of Councillor SRI which looks at designating Davies Park, West End, as a dog-off-leash area. Another petition in relation to reinstating of a bus stop at 70 Blunder Road, Forest Place, Durack, to its original location.

Chair:
Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you. I have a petition requesting traffic calming in Henderson Street, Bulimba.

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
I have a petition requesting Council fix the Toombul Skate Park.

Chair:
Any further petitions?


Can I please have a motion?
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It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK, 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

	CA19/472361
	Steve Griffiths on behalf of Jonathan Sri
	Requesting Council designate Davies Park, West End, as a dog off-leash area.

	CA19/480841
	Steve Griffiths
	Requesting Council reinstate bus stop 70 (Stop ID 005411) to its original location adjacent to 213 Blunder Road, Durack.

	CA19/472394
	Kara Cook
	Requesting Council install traffic calming devices on Henderson Street, Bulimba.

	CA19/472441
	Adam Allan
	Requesting Council improve the Toombul Skate Park in Ross Park, Sandgate Road, Toombul.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
I will now remind—Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of a Councillor Conduct Review Panel order?


Are there any matters of General Business?


Councillor WYNDHAM.

Councillor WYNDHAM:
Thank you, Mr Chairman.


Mr Chairman, I rise tonight to say goodbye. No cheers. That’s probably a good sign. Goodbye to my working life, as I will step down from Council in a few days. I have been blessed throughout my life because from my days as an apprentice, then teaching, to a Councillor, I have always enjoyed serving others. I would like to dedicate these past years to both my parents, who passed within recent times, and to my wife’s parents. It was my parents who taught me that life is not about self, but about others. We are here to serve. Almost one year back today, to the day, while travelling home from the city, I received a call from my cardiologist. His words, ‘You have a clot in your heart, which needs to be removed.’ This statement was not unexpected, but truly life changing. Let me just say, there is nothing more difficult in this life than to discuss matters of death with your children. So, I ask all of you, if ever you have the chance, to have this discussion. Don’t delay it.


I went into hospital the day after the Green Heart Fair, which is on again this coming Sunday, in fact this coming Sunday will be the tenth. I remember the first one. I was actually the celebrity chef and I cooked fresh pasta. The other celebrity chef was a lady by the name of Lisa Newman, she made the different sauces and, I think, Councillor MATIC even took a sample home to share with the family. Having had three previous heart operations, I went to surgery with a prayer and a lot of confidence, not knowing that this high risk, atrium reduction operation would have me in theatre under anaesthetic for five days, with intensive care to follow.


It was this event that had me decide that it was time to walk away from the work I love and spend time with those who are closest to me. Those that care for me unconditionally. So, to my wife, Pornlapas, who is up in the Chamber, your life will change as we enjoy everything from bike riding to farming and touring together. To my son, Thomas, you have been there all those years from when we often went out to trial playground equipment through to you giving me advice on sustainability issues. You have even followed me into Council. But you have been smarter about it, by becoming a bus driver, for which you get more commendation. To close family and friends, thank you so much for the strength you have given me and your encouragement over the years. 


It is with sadness that I leave this place, but I leave knowing the pleasure of serving the people of Brisbane as part of a team made up of many hundreds of workers. Over the past 15 years, I have had the pleasure of working with, and I would sincerely thank, both Margot Stoker and Helen Blann, who are both in the Chamber this evening in the gallery. For the majority of those years, as a team we have constantly delivered to the residents. It has been the little things like a broken bin or the issue of a footpath tree or the like. It’s through the actions of our staff and that of Council officers that our office has become one which has shown genuine care for residents, and no matter their age or issue, resulting in us having an office where people were very welcome just to drop in and say hi. 


I thank the staff of City Hall. Those who clean or serve cups of tea during meetings. I will depart City Hall with fond memories of the service you have provided. It has also been greatly appreciated. You give this place warmth, a soul. To the Council officers and staff who I have worked with over years past, it has been a pleasure. Your commitment to the residents of this wonderful city has never gone unnoticed in my eyes and the friendship you have always shown has made working with you an enjoyable part of my time serving both residents of McDowall and the city.


To the residents, I would like to thank you for your ongoing support. I have always worked to deliver the very best possible for the ward, from keeping an eye on barking dogs, to the opening up of both Hamilton and Bridgeman Roads. Two major road upgrades, which have made a much-needed difference to reduce traffic congestion on many local access roads, and to the many intersections and park upgrades and the continued expansion of shared cycle‑walkways, something that is continuing to grow in our area. As your Councillor, I know there are ongoing issues that some believe need to be resolved. However, I have always sought the advice of those within Council, who have the training and skills to give the best outcome within the legislative constraints and budgetary priorities. 


To the Leader of the Opposition, Peter CUMMING, who I affectionately refer to as Seagull, because of the fact that when he sees food, he swoops on it, which is also fitting as the Councillor for Wynnum. I would consider you a friend and constantly enjoy sharing a joke or two. Perhaps now they should be calling you Araldite, because you’ll be the longest serving one here and it’s going to be very hard to get you out of that chair. 


Over the past years, I have seen some interesting, if not bizarre, self-serving behaviour. Only recently we saw one Councillor give us, was it in the Chambers or was it to the cameras? An immature diatribe on how he believes Council works. We have others who state that they just wish others would lie down and die. I also note the absence of the Green and Independent Councillors this evening. These actions show a lack of respect for the institution of government and to those who establish this place and gave birth to a thriving city, one of growth, both socially and economically, with strong social inclusion. It is such growth that makes it possible for this city and Council to deliver jobs and support for its residents. This is a city filled with opportunities for all. A city where we do all we can within our powers to provide for our residents from such things like Homeless Connect to the Lord Mayor’s Youth Advisory Council, to our Business Hotline.

To the Mayors under which I have served, Campbell, Graham and now Adrian, it has been through your guidance that this city has moved from a sleepy country town, living in the past, to a thriving New World City recognised across the globe for its forward planning and delivery of international events, such as the Asia Pacific City Summits and the G20. I will be replaced by a woman, who has proved to have a heart for people, as she served in the area of the Member for Aspley and the Minister for Communities, Child Safety and Disability Services within the State Government. So, welcome Tracy.
Councillors interjecting.


Councillor WYNDHAM:
Your skills will serve to strengthen this Administration. 


To my colleagues from 2004 until now. Thanks for your enduring friendship and guidance. My friends, your ongoing support has made the years serving this city, one of great pleasure. You have always shown that your position on Council has been one of serving for the people and, as a team, delivery has been foremost in your planning, making this city what it is, a vibrant New World City, built on a foundation of being clean, green and sustainable. I do believe that your commitment to this has delivered one of the strongest, most focused teams this city has ever seen. Your friendship and your support during the times when I have struggled with health concerns show your depth of character. I will miss this place and you all know there was a time when I believed, but for my faith and the skills of a dedicated team of surgeons, led by Dr Douglas Wall, I would not be speaking here today.


So, I say to you all, you all have played a great part of my life and for that I will be forever grateful. Stay in touch. Because, between farming and Thailand and touring this great country, there will be those times when I will need to have a coffee and check the pulse of this great city. Thanks for the memories, my friends. God bless.

Chair:
Further General Business?

Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I would like to also acknowledge the efforts of Councillor WYNDHAM. I congratulate him on his time in Council. He has worked hard and was well respected by his constituents. He never actually looked like losing the ward, which had been held by Labor. I can recall—he briefly referred to the incident—I can recall he made he made his mark from the outset by personally investigating a barking dog complaint at 2am in the morning. So, he got some media when some ungrateful person rang up about this bloke sitting in the car at such an hour, outside someone’s house, listening to see whether the dog was barking or not. I can recall Councillor Hinchliffe saying at the time, telling our caucus if his constituents got to hear about that, we’d never beat him, and that was the case.


I can also recall speaking to one of his education colleagues about his ability as a turner of furniture and they said that Norm was very good with his hands. So, Norm is multi-skilled as well. I can also recall making a speech about—because Norm had probably had some seniority and could have been a front bencher—and I can recall making a speech accusing Councillor MATIC of stabbing him in the back, or something like that, to take his position. It was meant to be funny. It was, I think, we got a lot of laughs that day. It was probably the funniest speech I’ve ever made, which wouldn’t be hard, I guess, but anyhow. 


So, the other thing, Norm has had a lot of heart problems, health problems, but I think he’s kept himself pretty fit, which must have really helped his problems as well. I’d wish Norm and his wife a long, happy retirement and best wishes and congratulations for your effort as a Councillor.

Chair:
Further General Business?

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I’d also like to pay tribute to Norm tonight. In many respects it’s the end of an era, because Norm, on our side of the team, is the longest serving Councillor in this Administration. He was elected before me and, in fact, he was the only Liberal Councillor at the time that he was elected, together with Campbell Newman, in 2004. So, Campbell scraped in, as Lord Mayor, at the time, against the odds. No one expected it, least of all us. We all worked hard for it, but we didn’t expect it. But, Norm was also elected at that election in 2004, and so, as the only remaining member of the Class of 2004, as I said, it is a bit of an end of an era.


But in that 15 years, give or take, that Norm has served, he has left a big impression on me and, I know, many of the members of our team. There’s so many different things I could say, but I remember his early nickname, when he won the ward, was Stormin’ Norman and that was a tribute to his persistence. Treating the operation like a military operation, doorknocking every single house. In fact, I remember at the time, his campaign director told him to stop doorknocking, or do less of it, and it was just incredible persistence that got him to where he was elected in 2004. 


It is genuinely a hard thing to knock off a sitting member in Council here. It is quite a rare thing. Often seats change hands when there’s retirement or other changes to boundaries, but Norm did it the old-fashioned way. Campaigned hard, worked hard, represented his community and won an election that was a very tough ask at that point. I remember his big campaigns and constant repetition about the Remick Street bushland and I’ll never forget that. Norm would speak about it endlessly. Remick Street bushland was his big local issue for many years and the community also remembered his stance on that because in many ways it was a challenging issue for everyone involved, but Norm was passionate about that issue. I remember, just a few weeks ago, he spoke about the Remick Street bushland, it was just last week, again.


The issue of barking dogs came up and no tribute to Norm would be complete without a reference to that. It was interesting because I saw a little bit of the background to that situation and I’ve got to say, in the Lord Mayor’s office at the time, there was mass panic when this issue erupted, when the paper came out that day.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
—which we’ve got a copy of here. It’s got a picture of Norm sitting in his car and then there’s one taken in the middle of the night and it says, ‘I’m no night stalker’. ‘A Brisbane City Councillor, who yesterday admitted he sat outside a constituent’s house in the middle of the night on six separate occasions, said he wasn’t stalking the householder.’ As you can imagine, at the time, Campbell Newman as Mayor was like, ‘What is going on here?’ The fascinating thing is that it didn’t play out in the way that any of us anticipated. In fact, Norm was getting calls from people as far away as Tasmania, saying, ‘I wish you were my local Councillor because that shows dedication.’ The fact that you would sit outside someone’s house in the middle of the night, on six separate occasions, to check on this barking dog issue that shows commitment, and I think he puts all to shame when it comes to commitment.


That was actually one of the things that was the making of Councillor WYNDHAM, unexpectedly. But, it really showed his passion for the job and the determination and ability to go the extra mile, above and beyond the call of duty, in many ways.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, can I just stop you very quickly?
LORD MAYOR:
I’ll stop.

Chair:
As it’s nearing 9pm, and if this Council doesn’t decide to proceed past 9pm, this will reconvene in the morning. Is it the will of this Council that we continue beyond 9pm? 
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The Chair then advised the Chamber that as it was nearing 9pm, the meeting would automatically stand adjourned unless it was agreed to continue the sitting. The Chair put the question of whether it was the will of Council that the meeting continue past 9pm, and the Chamber voted in favour of the continuation of the meeting until all business had been completed.

Chair:
Thank you, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Another issue that has also been mentioned is Norm’s previous career as a teacher, and I understand also as a manual arts teacher as well. But, Norm’s approach to life, and his approach to the job, is very much within that, I guess, realm of being a teacher, even when he’s not a teacher, so he always takes the opportunity to talk to people, to explain things to them, to make sure that they understand what is going on and to help people learn and get better. I remember, Norm, throughout the years, has given me some really worthwhile pieces of advice and they weren’t given gratuitously. It was just Norm. Norm tries to help. He’s there to help, he wants to help other people. He cares about other people. He took that from his teaching profession, through to his job as a Councillor.


Cycling. I can say, and we all know, that Norm is a keen cyclist and I think it is probably a big part of the reason why you are alive today and you’re sitting here with us. Because when we talk about active travel, it’s more than just about reducing traffic congestion. It’s also about the health benefits that come with active travel and Norm is a living testament to those benefits because getting out on his bike, getting around the ward and other parts of the city, is a big part of what he does. He’s a living, breathing testament to an active and healthy lifestyle which is something that his constituents now get to benefit from because, tell you what, out of all the wards in Brisbane, other than The Gabba Ward, I think Norm’s ward has probably the most cycling infrastructure up there. New bikeways and all types of facilities and that is because of your passion and hard work, Norm.


The other thing, and just in closing, that I always will remember about Norm, is that he attended the opening of an envelope. So, he would turn up in all parts of the city and he would always say, ‘You know what? Ten or 20 people are here, 100 people over there, there’s sure to be someone from my electorate or my ward that’s at that event, even if it’s at the other side of the city,’ and it was true. So, people would see him out and about, all over the city, and they knew how active he was and committed to the job.


So, I want to say to Norm, thank you for what you have done, not only for your local residents, but for the City of Brisbane. But, thank you for what you have done for our team and the source of strength, guidance and inspiration that you have provided us all. You may have a dodgy ticker, but you’ve got a heart of gold.

Chair:
Further General Business?

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. I just rise to say a few words about Councillor WYNDHAM as well on this evening when he’s leaving the Council Chamber. As the LORD MAYOR has said, Councillor WYNDHAM has been with us for 15 years. Of course, he first contested the seat of Marchant back in the 2000 election and wasn’t successful there. Then backed up and ran for the seat of McDowall, where he beat the sitting Labor Councillor, one of the few Councillors in this place to actually beat a sitting Labor Councillor on their boundaries at a quadrennial election.


In the 15 years he has served in this place, he has shown the same humble, genuine approach to dealing with each and every one of us as he has with his community and as he did through his professional life as a teacher. While small in stature, he is a giant in his community because he has lived and breathed his role as a Councillor. He has lived and breathed—riding bicycles as the LORD MAYOR has said and advocating for cycle improvements across the city.


He has lived and breathed his commitment to this team’s green agenda and the sustainability agenda that we have had whether he’s going to Green Heart Fairs, going to bush care groups, attending Habitat Brisbane functions, Norm has been there and most importantly not afraid to get his hands dirty side by side with members of his community right across this city. He has delivered on his commitment to the people of service above self. He has always sought to do the best by this city and by the community that he has represented.


That is why he has been re-elected at four elections by the residents of the McDowall Ward and they hold him in such high esteem. As I said earlier, he is a humble individual. While he spoke tonight about some of the challenges that he’s faced, each and every one of us in this place are humans. Whether the cut and thrust of the Council Chamber and the rigorous debate that we have in here sometimes, at the end of the day, we are all humans. We all have our own challenges in our lives. Norm has had those.


But the one enduring thing, the one thing that I take out of everything that has happened in the 11 years that I have been in this place having had Norm here, is that he has always had a positive attitude. He said it tonight when he thought—he talked about the challenges he had last year with his surgery—it’s something that has stuck with me through the whole of the time that Norm has been here. He would always ask how you were. He would always seek to engage with you, question what’s happening in your life or what’s happening in your community and try to provide some advice and support as the LORD MAYOR said, not because he had to, but because he wanted to.


That is why he has been such a fantastic Councillor and such a fantastic member of this team. Each and every one of us, whether we’re on this side of the Chamber or the other side of the Chamber, are in here because of those that have gone before us. The founders of this city, the Indigenous inhabitants of this land who were before us, we are all here because of those that have gone before us, and Norm has made an immense contribution to this team and to this city.


I remember the first time I heard Councillor WYNDHAM deliver a speech in this place. I actually came in before the 2008 election and sat up in the public gallery for a little while just to see how Council worked. At the time, the city was going through the drought. I remember one by one—this is not encouraging you, Councillor CUMMING, to implement this for your side—one by one, the then opposition, even though we had the mayoralty, stood up and spoke for their 10 minutes in General Business about rainwater tanks and why the Council should be implementing policies to have rainwater tanks provided for sports groups and so on and such forth.


Councillor WYNDHAM dutifully delivered his 10-minute speech. Ever since then, when Councillor WYNDHAM has stood up and spoken, it’s always had great content. It’s always had great interest with what he has said and what he has provided to the debate in this place. The LORD MAYOR spoke about the Councillor stalking newspaper article. He spoke about how residents across his country contacted Norm and said, ‘We actually want you as our local Councillor.’ As I said earlier, that’s because Norm lived and breathed his commitment to the people that he represented in this city.


The most important thing to me though was the support that Norm gave me during the 2011 floods. My part of the city, like a few others and many others in this place, was significantly damaged. Norm’s part of the city didn’t have flood damage, but for two weeks, the Councillor for McDowall was out in my ward. He went door to door to help my residents. He brought care baskets from his community church groups. He helped clean people’s homes. He helped keep me okay, most importantly, I think, at times. He went—after we’d cleaned up the streets and helped repair people’s homes.


I remember going into one resident’s home and there was Norm WYNDHAM and Carol Cashman helping put in insulation behind gyprock sheeting inside one of my resident’s homes. Norm, I will forever be in your debt for what you did for my community during those two weeks. Your friendship, to not just me but to Councillors who have been in this place over the 15 years that you’ve been here, has been immense. There’s a saying which has been bandied about in politics and can’t be attributed to anyone which is, if you want a friend in politics you should get a dog.


Well, we’ve all had Norm WYNDHAM and he is the best friend that anyone in this place can have. All the best, Norm, for your future. All the best for your future with Patsy. We wish you all the best of luck in your retirement. Congratulations Norm.

Chair:
Further General Business? 
Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you. I rise tonight to speak about medical advancements in Brisbane and their impact on patients and their families. Many people will never have heard the terms laryngectomy, neovasculation or glossectomy, and I hope they never have to. These are surgical procedures relating to oral and oropharyngeal cancer. I personally know that they are not only just tough words for families to hear but the prognosis is even harder to comprehend, not just for the families but for the patients who have to endure them.


Laryngectomy is the total removal of the larynx or voice box which includes the separation of the airway from the mouth, nose and oesophagus to a stoma which is an opening in the neck. A glossectomy is the complete removal of the tongue. Neovasculation is the transplant and connection of blood vessels to assist transplanted muscle to facilitate a swallow reflex for patients who have undergone a glossectomy, in the hope that they may be able to consume some form of food in the future.


In the 1990s, the treatment for cancer of the vocal cords, throat and voice box was generally the removal of the voice box, redirection of the windpipe to the base of the neck, followed by radium. Today, with the medical advancements, some localised tumours in the voice box can be treated by laser reducing the instances of total laryngectomies. For these patients, speech is difficult and not always possible after a total laryngectomy.


Sometimes, you see some people utilising an electrolarynx which picks up the vibrations in the throat. Other times, patients may be able to speak with the aid of prosthesis. Sometimes, it’s not possible at all. Oral and oropharyngeal cancers are often difficult to diagnose as often there are not a lot of visible symptoms. Often, they start with symptoms such as persistent laryngitis for throat cancer, severe toothache-like pain, speech impediments or swelling in and around the lymph nodes and neck for mouth cancer.


Breathing impediments may occur with swelling and then communication challenges arise. In certain cases, tongue cancer is a secondary cancer to other oropharyngeal cancers. Breathing and communication impediments often impinge on the level of independence of patients which for them is incredibly debilitating. The sequence of diagnosis, clinical assessment, scans, biopsies, along with the head and neck clinic specialist surgical team analysis all takes time. Then there is the pre-admission process, followed by the difficult and lengthy surgery, and then the long arduous journey of recovery.


Some surgeries require transplanting bone into the jaw, transplanting blood vessels into the neck, grafting skin and muscle, significant reconstructive and microsurgery, as well as the removal of cancerous tissues. For families, it is not an easy process to go through with a loved one. During this time, it is highly emotional, ever fluctuating and dependant on changes which present. It also depends on how aggressive the cancer may be. You have to be available for the patient when they need you, not when you want to be there for them.


This is not always predictable nor able to be pre-organised, especially when treatment options need to change unexpectedly. I know it is not easy for families to be faced with this situation. It is even harder to have the final conversation with a loved one for the very last time before they go into surgery, when you know that after that surgery the gift of speech will forever be taken away.


It is especially difficult when you know surgery the following day, which goes from 6am to 11.15pm with two surgical teams and amazing doctors and nurses looking after them, will still be a major challenge for them to even survive. In this place, we have the responsibility to be the voice for people. I choose to reflect on the medical challenges encountered over the past few months from a position of dignity and strength. I thank the LORD MAYOR for his compassion, understanding and support, most importantly in recent weeks, especially when I indicated I was prepared to attend the Council meeting and especially for respecting the privacy of my family who did not need to be under public scrutiny or caused undue distress at that time.


We are privileged in this City of Brisbane to have specialist surgeons in these fields, specifically Dr Chris Perry and Dr Michael Wagels who over many years have been performing life-saving and life-changing operations. I am truly grateful for their surgical teams and for the work that they do on a daily basis, giving their patients the opportunity to cherish as many additional days of life as possible. I also thank everyone who works in the diagnostic, assessment and post-operative teams for the vital work that they do.


Dr Chris Perry is a leader in his field of head and neck cancers. Dr Michael Wagels is leading the way in neovascular plastic and reconstructive surgery. We have these two gentlemen here in Brisbane, and I am appreciative that we have retained their talent and skill here. Last week, it was announced that Professor Ian Frazer will be starting human clinical trials on 12 patients with tumours caused by human papillomavirus (HPV) with his vaccine developed to attack head and neck cancer. This ties into the work that he has done relating to HPV and the Gardasil vaccine which also prevents some tumours of the head and neck.

The PA Research Foundation have supported Professor Frazer and Professor Sandro Porceddu by funding a world first clinical trial in the fight against incurable head and neck cancer caused by HPV. There has been a skyrocketing increase in the occurrence of HPV positive head and neck cancer. The work that is being undertaken by Professor Frazer on his anti-virus vaccine and also Dr Chamindie Punyadeera’s saliva test will potentially revolutionise the way head and neck cancers are treated, not only here in Brisbane but also across the world.


The researchers have ethics approval for the trial but still need $700,000 for it to go ahead. I choose to use my voice today to advocate in support of these doctors and scientists, here in our City of Brisbane, and their efforts to assist patients today and in the future and to provide preventative measures for the future.

Chair:
Further General Business? 
Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on the 2019 National ALGWA (Australian Local Government Women’s Association) Conference that I was invited to attend as the Brisbane City Council representative. I also want to make mention Councillor OWEN that having gone through difficult times, we all appreciate that. I think a number of us have been accused in this place of being arrogant, out of touch, lazy because, God forbid, we took a couple of days off to visit with our family. So, we’re all feeling where you’re in that space because we’ve all had it happen to us at one time or another.


I want to say thank you to the LORD MAYOR for sending me down to the ALGWA conference which was held in Blacktown in Sydney that was on 16 July. I have to say it was quite an interesting conference. We started with, as usual, a welcome ceremony. We had a smoking ceremony which I have to admit I’ve done—I’ve been a part of a couple of them but I’ve never been at one with quite so much smoke involved before. The asthmatics had to all go inside. It was pretty impressive. Even this woman put her baby through the smoke, but anyway, didn’t seem to be bothered by it.


There were a couple of very good workshops there. One of the ones I attended was dealing with difficult people which I felt would be very relevant for us in the position that we have. They very kindly gave us a booklet that we could all take home. I’ve been reading that every day and learning how to deal with difficult people. So it’s here if anyone else would like to use it. It’s a good‑to‑know. We had a couple of speakers there that were quite interesting. In particular, we had Deborah Thomas. I don’t know if many people potentially—maybe the males in this room might not be aware—but she was actually the editor of The Australian Women’s Weekly for a number of years, so quite revered and held in very high esteem in that role.

Put a lot of work into her life in that particular one. One thing I didn’t know, she was actually a former Councillor as well with the Woollahra Municipal Council. So, that was something I wasn’t aware of. But more tragically, she was the CEO involved when the Dreamworld tragedy happened. She did relate that story back to us, what happened and how it was all dealt with, the media and everything like that. There were a few tears involved so I can say that it still affects her to this day.


There was another lady who spoke about the—she was the Director of Planning and Development with Blacktown City Council, having held that position for quite some years back in the day when they used to hand paint the maps apparently. So, who knew that? She mentioned about reports, how they used to be typed on this thing called carbon paper. I had to admit I knew exactly what she was talking about. It was a bit of a shame. So yeah, everything had to be in duplicate with a carbon paper. So that was interesting. But I had never heard of the hand-painted maps done before.


The other thing of note that happened while we were down there was a guy by the name of Bill Shorten turned up to this hall that’s there in Blacktown—apparently it’s the same hall that Gough Whitlam did some sort of speech—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:
No, it was Gough Whitlam—did some sort of famous speech. I don’t know what it was. It’s well before my time—so in the same hall apparently. So, there was a lot of talk about that but, unfortunately, he didn’t see fit to come and visit us even though there were 30 or 40-odd women there from—all representing our local government councils. So, that was a bit of a shame. It would have been nice to say hello. The only other thing of course is we have, as always, they finish with a gala evening which was a 1920s theme. So, that was quite nice. But, we had an early start again the next morning as usual.


Our MC for the whole event was Jessica Rowe. I think she did a brilliant job. So again, I want to say thank you to the LORD MAYOR for sending me down there. We get a lot of stuff out of these particular conferences. It’s always good to bring back—especially a work book, Dealing with Difficult People. Thank you.

Chair:
Further General Business? 
There being none, I declare the meeting closed.

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 Steve Griffiths (from meeting on 21 May 2019)
Q1.
How many Lime scooter complaints have been received since the commencement of the trial?

A1.
427.
Q2.
Can you list the top three complaint issues regarding the Lime Scooter trial and the number of complaints related to each of those issues?

A2.
Council was unable to specifically decipher each complaint within the timeframe according to the Meetings Local Law 2001. The below lists the general issues raised: 

1.
Non-specific complaints: 257.

2.
Safety of pedestrians: 78.

3.
Driver behaviour: 28.
Q3.
How many of the Lime Scooter complaints received required Council Officer to attend and what was their outcome?

A3.
16 complaints resulted in a Council Officer attending. No issues were observed at these 16 incidents, however 8 complaints noted the area will continue to be monitored.
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