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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
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	ALP Councillors (and Wards)

	Krista ADAMS (Holland Park) (Deputy Mayor)
Adam ALLAN (Northgate)
Lisa ATWOOD (Doboy)
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Steven HUANG (MacGregor)
James MACKAY (Walter Taylor) 
Kim MARX (Runcorn)

Peter MATIC (Paddington)

David McLACHLAN (Hamilton)

Ryan MURPHY (Chandler)
Angela OWEN (Calamvale)

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

Steve GRIFFITHS (Moorooka)

Charles STRUNK (Forest Lake)


	
	Queensland Greens Councillor (and Ward)

Jonathan SRI (The Gabba)

	
	Independent Councillor (and Ward)
Nicole JOHNSTON (Tennyson)


OPENING OF MEETING:

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


I’d also like to take a brief moment to address an issue from the last meeting. Upon reflection of the last meeting, I can clearly recall as many as four separate instances where Councillors either, in their speech or an interjection, swore in this Chamber. I remind all Councillors there is to be no swearing in the Council meeting, and I’m advising you that swearing is an act of disorder. Are there any apologies? 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Just to be clear, can you just give us—and I’m genuinely asking—is God a swear word, is shit a swear word, what are you defining as a swear word?

Chair:
Can I say that you have committed an act of disorder. 

All right, are there any apologies?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m asking a genuine point of order here as to which words you consider to be swear words, because you can’t just say randomly swear words, and then we don’t know—

Chair:
I think—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—so I’m asking for some clarification.

Chair:
I think there’s an accepted community standard of what swearing is and is not. All right? 


Okay—
Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Is the word crap a swear word?

Chair:
Yes. So, I will now—now that we’ve had a fun little game of how many times we can swear into the microphone, are there any apologies? 

No apologies. 


The minutes, please.

MINUTES:

30/2019-20
The Minutes of the 4597 meeting of Council held on 30 July 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.

Chair:
Councillors—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Yes, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Again, I just am seeking a ruling here because crap has two meanings under the dictionary: one, something of poor quality, or two, you know, poo. So I’m just checking that, if you don’t like a word like crap, and you’re going to make, you know, ad hoc decisions about what you can consider to be a swear word, that’s just—I think you need to define what a swear word is so that we are clear—

Chair:
I believe I have.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—because crap has an ordinary meaning that we may be using in the correct context.

Chair:
All right. If you say it again, I will warn you, but there are standards in this place that are expected, and one of them is that we do not swear in the Council meeting. Okay? So I’ve set the line. Please conduct yourselves as though you are a Brisbane City Councillor in the Brisbane City Council meeting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Yes, Councillor JOHNSTON, point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Is hell a swear word?

Chair:
All right. Now—all right. Councillor JOHNSTON, I think you’re having fun with this.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
I think it’s clear—
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, no, no. You can’t conduct yourself—there are standards that must be held in this room. All right? One of them is that you don’t swear, okay? It’s pretty straightforward.

Councillor interjecting.

QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
All right. Councillors, are there any questions of the LORD MAYOR or a Chair of any of the Standing Committees? 

Councillor OWEN.
Question 1

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. A South East Queensland 2032 Olympic and Paralympic proposal presents economic, social and cultural benefits for our region. Can you please provide an update on the feasibility study undertaken by this Administration in partnership with the Council of Mayors South East Queensland?

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor OWEN, for the question. While those opposite want to spend their time talking about what’s a swear word, we’re actually focused on what’s important for the people of Brisbane, which is making sure that our city prospers going forward. Our city has a great plan for infrastructure, our region has a great plan for infrastructure, and a potential Olympic bid is something that will help achieve that outcome.


Now, I have to say we now have a situation where, thanks to the work done by local councils in South East Queensland, this matter is on the national agenda. This is something that now the Prime Minister and the Premier are talking about. This is something that has received national and even international attention, and this is something where, because of that ground work done by local councils and the mayors of South East Queensland, we are now in the box seat going forward to bid and win a 2032 Olympic Games bid.


So, this is an exciting opportunity for our city, but it is an opportunity that is based on some critical things. It has always been our focus to make sure that this is about getting the infrastructure delivered in a timely fashion, by a deadline, by a line in the sand, so that we can support the growth of our region.


We would never want to see an outcome where infrastructure is just built for the Olympic Games. That would be a waste. That would be not suitable for our community’s needs. But if infrastructure is built that supports our growing community, and is used on a regular or even daily basis by the people of South East Queensland, that is a good outcome. So that’s why we’ve focused our efforts into doing the feasibility work, doing the ground work, to make this a possibility.


Now, having the Premier come on board recently was an exciting development and something that I welcome, something that the Prime Minister welcomes, and I think something that the community welcomes as well, because there was definitely leadership shown by councils and then the Federal Government came on board, and it is great to see the State Government also coming on board.


So, I can confirm today that, later this week, I will be meeting with the Prime Minister, Scott Morrison, the Chair of the AOC (Australian Olympic Committee), John Coates, and also Premier Annastacia Palaszczuk in Cairns to talk about the options going forward for the Olympics. So we’re bringing all three levels of government together, we’re bringing the Australian Olympic Committee Chair, and now it’s time to actually make sure we get this thing up and running.


This is where the rubber hits the road. This is where we can deliver outcomes for our region, for our State. I want to put on the record as well that any Olympic Games that was held in South East Queensland would have State-wide benefits, I have no doubt about that—State-wide benefits. There will be opportunities right across the State for economic and social benefits, and there will also be massive visitation right across the State. I have no doubt that not only will games be held in other parts of the State, the various sporting events be held in other parts of the State, preliminaries in other parts of the State, but there will be a massive boost in tourism and visitation right across Queensland, to every part of Queensland that will come from a South East Queensland Olympic bid.


So we are excited about this opportunity, and we are pursuing it because it’s about the future of our region and the future of our city. We’re pursuing it because it will allow us to make sure we have all three levels of government on the same page at the same time through a city deal that will deliver infrastructure that will benefit our region.


It is for me the most important thing. It would absolutely be nice to be here for that two week event by all means. It would be fantastic. But it’s the infrastructure which will be a lasting legacy for our city and our region. To see all the mayors come together, working together collaboratively, achieving things, despite our differences, and as you know, right across the regions there’s some pretty big personalities in those councils. There’s mayors with big personalities, various agendas, but we’ve managed to work together to make this happen. I have to say it goes to show what happens when you work together. 


So it’s great to see the State Government finally coming on board, and we look forward to working with the State Government and the Federal Government to deliver an outcome for Queensland and for South East Queensland that will just bring such confidence, better infrastructure, more tourism and visitation, and so many other benefits to our State. This is an exciting opportunity and one that I know all Councillors should be getting behind, and I call on all Councillors across the political divide—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
—to support this opportunity.

Chair:
Are there further questions? 

Councillor CUMMING.

Question 2
Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. Your enthusiasm for using a drone as a platform for filming while Councillor for Chandler was well known. Now, Council documents reveal ratepayers have spent $3,338 on a drone for the use of your successor in Chandler, Councillor Ryan MURPHY. Given there was no drone for Councillor MURPHY simply to inherit when he was parachuted into your old ward, we presume you must have paid for your drone out of your own pocket. Is it appropriate that ratepayers are funding this piece of equipment that Councillor MURPHY will no doubt use for his own self‑promotion?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:
I can say there’s probably no question that really shows how much in the dark ages the Labor Party is than this question. For decades it has been suitable for all Councillors, including Labor Councillors, to buy a camera from their ward budget. I know that they do, and I know that they have. They buy a phone from their ward budget, because it is a tool of doing business. But I’ll tell you what a drone is it’s a flying camera. It’s a flying camera, and it allows a Councillor, whether it’s Ryan MURPHY or myself or other Councillors—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—to make sure that we are communicating with our residents in a way that is meaningful. 

Councillors interjecting.

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

LORD MAYOR:
I commend Councillor MURPHY on taking the opportunities provided by this technology because, do you know what, when you go—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors! Allow the LORD MAYOR to answer the question that’s been asked of him, please. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
When you go a little bit up the road to George Street, correct me if I’m wrong, but the Labor State Government wants Queensland to be the drone capital of the world, do they not? Do they not?

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Do we not have the world Congress of Drones held here in Brisbane? Do we not?

Councillors interjecting. 

LORD MAYOR:
Is this a Labor initiative to increase drone use in our city and in our State?

Chair:
Councillors—

LORD MAYOR:
Am I wrong?

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

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
The luddites opposite want to ground the drones, yet up the road in George Street they want us all flying drones. They want businesses flying drones. They want the community flying drones, and we are very proud of this Council’s adoption of new technology. We’re also proud of the fact that we opened up 10 parks across the city so that residents can fly their drones. Do you know what? Councillor MURPHY knows what the rules are, and he will fly according to those rules, just as I have flown according to those rules myself. I can tell you, as a former light aircraft pilot myself, I know how important safety is and how important those rules are.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Just like you can buy a camera from your ward budget, and all of you have, it is totally appropriate—it is totally appropriate.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
I would say it would be even more appropriate than some of the expenditure that I’ve seen Labor Councillors spending their ward budget on—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—because it’s about communicating—

Chair:
Okay, all right—

LORD MAYOR:
—with the community in a meaningful manner.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, I need you to stop for a moment. There has been a remarkably large amount of interjections to this particular response to a question.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Can Councillors please be silent? 

Councillor JOHNSTON, you couldn’t even help but interject on me, now. 


Can you please—Councillors, please show respect to the speaker in this place and if there are further obvious audible interjections, I will warn any Councillor who does so. 

LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. As I was pointing out, that is absolutely appropriate. Not only does Councillor MURPHY use the drone to communicate with people about Council initiatives and projects and show them what’s going on—and I know he recently used it to very clearly illustrate a local upgrade that Council was working on so that people could see what was happening and why we were doing it. This is the age where these sort of communication tools are used widely. 


The State Government is encouraging it, yet the luddites opposite are stuck in the dark ages.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, I direct you to cease interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Is luddites a swear word?

Chair:
Now, you know full well the community standards about swearing, and I appreciate—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
I appreciate that you’re having fun with this, but there are standards in this place where things aren’t acceptable to say, and you know what they are. 

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Please cease interjecting on all speakers into the meeting. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
As I was about to say, Councillor MURPHY also makes that drone available for community groups to have access to if they have a particular purpose that they need it for with their local community. Once again, I want to commend Councillor MURPHY for adopting this kind of technology. It is totally appropriate. I would say it is absolutely and totally appropriate.


We’re proud to be leading the way in this respect in accordance with the Labor State Government’s drone strategy. So we will continue to make sure that we use the technology that’s available to communicate with residents, according to the rules that exist. I’ve got to say, Labor’s really dealing with the big issues here, aren’t they? They’ve really got the vision for the City of Brisbane and the future when they’re talking about not using drones. That’s, you know, that’s their contribution so far. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. 
31/2019-20

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 Councillor MURPHY be required to refund $3,338 of ratepayer funds used to purchase a drone for his personal use.
Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, you have three minutes which you will use to establish urgency, and not the substance, but the urgency. 


Thank you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. This is extremely urgent because, well, I knew that the LORD MAYOR was out of touch, but I didn’t realise how badly out of touch with community expectations he was, Mr Chair. He said this is not a big issue. This isn’t an issue that anyone should worry about, but it is, because it goes to the very core of the LNP in this place, Mr Chair. This is the misuse and the rorting of ratepayer funds for their personal use, Mr Chair.


This sort of expenditure out of a ward budget needs to meet community expectations, and needs to be a real discernible public benefit when it comes to this type of expenditure, Mr Chair. It is very urgent that we deal with this today because, as we’ve heard from the LORD MAYOR, Councillor MURPHY is already out there promoting himself as a candidate at this next election using a drone purchased using ratepayer funds. Now, there is a track record by this LNP Administration, Mr Chair, that is mounting up—

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Your claim is noted. 

Councillor CASSIDY:
This track record is mounting up now, Mr Chair. We had last year the LNP were dragged kicking and screaming to reveal that they had used ratepayer funds to purchase Qantas Club memberships for their personal use.
Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Last week, Mr Chair—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, if a matter from a year ago was urgent, it probably would have been dealt with last year. Can you please bring your speech back to why this is urgent at the moment? Thank you.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Because it’s a rort. It’s a rort, Mr Chair, and it needs to stop. Whether it’s Qantas Club memberships, whether it’s LNP Chairs getting around in chauffeur driven cars while Brisbane becomes the second most congested city in this country, it is a rort. It needs to stop, and I think you’ll find, Councillor MURPHY, if you go out there and tell people who are struggling to put food on the table, who have faced 15% rate increases under your Administration, that you think it’s very appropriate that ratepayers fund your toys.

Councillor COOK:
Three and a half thousand.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Three and a half thousand dollars to fund a drone for your self-promotion, I think they would be pretty disgusted, Mr Chair. They would be pretty disgusted that this Administration has got so far out of touch they think it is appropriate for ratepayer funds to be used to purchase things like that. 


Now, to the LORD MAYOR’s point just now, he said we’ve all bought cameras out of our ward office budget, well, I haven’t bought a camera out of my ward office budget. I bought a camera, but do you know what, LORD MAYOR, I used my own money for that. I used my own money for that. What is wrong with you people? Why do you think—

Chair:
Okay, Councillor CASSIDY—

Councillor CASSIDY:
—ward office budgets are your own personal money?

Chair:
—Councillor CASSIDY. Councillor CASSIDY, when I’m speaking you will stop speaking, please. 


Please direct all comments through the Chair and refer to Councillors in the third person by their title, please. 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. This is urgent because this needs to stop. This needs to stop. People are getting sick of this. People are being slugged with 15% rate increases over the term of this LNP Administration, and that is why. You are rorting and wasting their money.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your misrepresentation, please.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes. Councillor CASSIDY said that I claimed Councillor MURPHY was using a drone for his own personal use. I did not say anything of the kind. In fact, I said he was using it for Council purposes to promote Council work that was happening. That is a very different thing. Work versus personal, work versus personal, two entirely different things.

The Chair submitted the motion for the suspension of the Standing Rules to the Chamber and it was declared lost on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Peter CUMMING immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared lost.
The voting was as follows:

AYES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 21 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Jonathan SRI.

Chair:
Councillors, before we return to Question Time, I just want to acknowledge Councillor Brent in the gallery, former Mayor of Scenic Rim. 

Welcome, Councillor Brent.


Further questions? 

Councillor McLACHLAN.
Question 3
Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, this Administration is committed to getting residents home quicker and safer no matter what form of transport they choose. Recently the State Government announced funding for trial bus services to deal with full buses that are leaving passengers behind. Can you update the Chamber on what this Administration is seeking to do about a permanent solution to the problem of full buses on some of the city’s most popular routes, and are you aware of any alternative plans to deal with full buses in the city’s network?
Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor McLACHLAN, for the question because these are the big issues that we need to be talking about in this place—how to get people home sooner and safer, how to get them home to their families, how to get them into work and out from work on buses that are supposed to be regular but we do know another month has just passed and hundreds of Brisbane buses have again had to skip their stops. It was actually brought up just this morning in committee as well.


But this is what happens when the funding of new services is held to ransom by a Labor State Government. Up until a month ago, there had been no investment in a new or extended bus service since 2012. I can assure you the reason there was only investment a month ago was because they came kicking and screaming after a very comprehensive consultation that this Brisbane City Council did with the residents of the Centenary suburbs, not led by Labor, not led by the local State member but by the Council—led by the Council. They came kicking and screaming very late into the picture.


In the past seven years, an extra 300,000 people have moved to Brisbane, yet there has been no new investment on the bus network to match this growth. No guessing for what happens when this is your game plan. The city comes to a grinding halt. The State Minister for Transport thinks this is totally acceptable. But this is not what Team Schrinner wants for Brisbane. 


But the truth be told, this is what you will get if you put Labor in charge of transport in this city. Whether it be ALP Council or ALP State, you simply cannot rely on them to get the job done. That’s why instead of implementing Band-Aid solutions, we are committed to building the Brisbane Metro. There is nothing that the ALP love more than making grand announcements without actually committing to them. Like what we’ve recently just seen, is a two-year trial, a two‑year trial of extra services for the 66 and 402, instead of just going straight out to adding in the new buses, including the extension of the operating hours for 169, a two-year trial. 


All of these three routes in the past 12 months have had 4,212 missed stops because they are so busy. That is 81 missed stops a week. The solution we get from the Minister of Transport and Main Roads—a two-year trial. He just wants to check whether there may be demand for whether we make them permanent or not. They will never commit properly to anything. We have had 15 years we’ve been talking about the Cross River Rail. We have finally got something signed, not before somebody may have made a bit of money out of it.


But, Council wants to get on and build the high frequency high capacity Brisbane Metro. The Minister has splashed a bit of cash on a two-year trial, we are willing to spend nearly $1 billion to triple the number of services on route 66. Council understands that using petty cash to deliver new bus services can be a bit ineffective—at least he’s trying. But it’s interesting, even Councillor SRI aligns with us on this topic. He said the State isn’t putting more funding into the creation of new routes and services which means that if Council sees needs for more services, it has to cannibalise other routes. That is actually the case.


Now we aren’t at this stage yet for some of the new ones we’ve just put on, because our network planners are great at what they do. They try and get the efficiencies through other ways. But that is why Brisbane Metro is so vitally important for the functioning of this city. Data doesn’t lie. Hundreds of Brisbane buses are full every month, and Team Schrinner, this Administration, has a fully funded plan to fix it. 


Like I said, Metro would more than triple the number of services on route 66, the same route which has had over 3,000 missed stops in the last year. It’s all part of our plan, as I said earlier, to get our residents home quicker and safer, ease congestion in the city and keep Brisbane moving. Currently those students and residents that want to travel from the RBWH (Royal Brisbane and Women’s Hospital) to University of Queensland do not have a turn-up and go service, and they still won’t with even these trialled services that are in action at the moment. But a high frequency, high capacity Metro will make sure they do.


So as long as the Minister’s petty cash is used to fund new services, expect the problem to get worse. Building the Metro is the solution to make sure that the Brisbane of tomorrow is even better than the Brisbane of today. We are 100% committed to this, and we will make sure it gets done regardless of political interference from up the road.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor CUMMING.
Question 4
Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. Last week, Councillor MACKAY referred himself to the Crime and Corruption Commission (CCC) after Council documents showed his companies have received more than $70,000 for social media promotion of the LNP Administration’s latest budget. The Labor Opposition has also referred Councillor MACKAY and asked the CCC to investigate how the payments were made by the Council’s City Administration and Governance division. 


Your LNP State colleagues have been very vocal about what they see is a need for politicians to stand down when under investigation by the CCC, claiming it is a test of leadership. Will you accept the test of leadership repeatedly referred to by your State LNP Leader, Deb Frecklington, and stand Councillor MACKAY aside for the duration of this CCC investigation?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Just as I predicted last week, more mud being thrown by the Labor Party, more dirt—their dirt unit continues to operate, and this is the clear sign of a desperate, out of touch Opposition that has nothing to offer the City of Brisbane. The dirt experts over there will continue to try and throw mud. That is the only thing they’ve got. They’ve got no policies, they’ve got no plans, they’ve just got dirt. So once again we know that this is what they’ll do.


But not only is it dirt, it is personal dirt, targeting individuals and making claims against individuals, very personal claims, and making personal suggestions—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. The LORD MAYOR under the Meetings Local Law is required to answer the question and not debate the question. He hasn’t started coming close to answering the question, which was very simple. So I’d ask if you could direct the LORD MAYOR to answering the question, thanks Chair.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor CASSIDY. The time used up by the LORD MAYOR to answer the question is less than one-fifth, less than 20% of what he has, so I’m sure that in time he will answer this question fully. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Well, look, they referred to the State Government and what’s happening up the road. The hypocrisy is absolutely alarming, because they’re all backing up Jackie Trad, aren’t they? They’re all behind Jackie Trad. If Jackie Trad was a Councillor, she would be disqualified by now from being a Councillor. She would have committed a crime, if she was a Councillor. But there’s different standards up the road, we know that. We know there’s one rule for them and one rule for Councillors. 


But I won’t be lectured by the party of Rick Williams, of Paul Pisasale, of Andrew Antoniolli, of Gordon Nuttall and of Mary Rose, the party of those people on ethical standards. I will not be lectured by these people. They are the experts in moral issues. They are the experts. They have written the book.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
They have written the book on these sort of issues.

Chair:
Sorry, LORD MAYOR. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, I’ve already named you once and directed you to cease interjecting. If I have to stop again and direct you to cease interjecting, I will warn you. 

LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. But what I will simply say is this—let the CCC do their job. Councillor MACKAY of his own volition has raised this matter with them. Let them do their job. This is the thing; I actually put the challenge out to them. If they had anything, refer it. Do you know what? Who stood up? It was Councillor MACKAY that stood up and referred himself, and then afterwards, Labor is like, ooh, ooh, oh, we’ve really botched this one up. Let’s ooh—the rearguard action, let’s refer it ourselves because Councillor MACKAY did the right thing so we’d better do the right thing too. 


They didn’t want to refer it. They just wanted to throw mud. That’s all they wanted. But Councillor MACKAY did the right thing. So let this CCC do their job. The CCC will do their job, and that is all I have to say on the matter. 

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor DAVIS.
Question 5
Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the City Planning Committee, Councillor BOURKE. Former State Government land at 818 Rode Road, Stafford Heights, has been identified as a highly significant ecological corridor under Council and State Government mapping. Can you update the Chamber on the Council’s efforts to preserve this land and advise of any threats to this bushland?
Chair:
Councillor BOURKE. 
Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair, and I thank Councillor DAVIS for the question. For those in the Chamber who aren’t aware, the site at 818 Rode Road, Stafford Heights, has quite a history in this place. For those who haven’t taken the chance to have a look at this particular site or even listened to when former Councillor Wyndham has spoken at length in this place about this site, it is almost entirely covered by native remnant vegetation, and is a well-known and well cherished site by the local residents and in very close proximity to Council’s Downfall Creek Bushland Centre.


It was a site, as Councillor DAVIS said, that was owned by the State Government. They supported originally back in 2004 a 49 lot subdivision on the site, and that application was later withdrawn. But not done with that, Mr Chair, the then Labor State Government gave permission to Blue Care to lodge a six‑stage development over the site for aged care and retirement living. So there was a 2,000 square metre health care facility, a 655 square metre childcare centre and a community recreation centre. 


Of course, the community was appalled by this application, and some 900 submissions were lodged and five petitions, so a significant amount of community concern, Mr Chair. The DA (development application) was brought here. The then Deputy Mayor of this place—and I don’t often quote former Councillor Hinchliffe—on 28 February back in 2006 said that even they agreed, even the Labor Party in this place agreed with the independent planning officers, and I want to quote him. 


He said: ‘This is why the officers have very strongly recommended to the Urban Planning and Economic Development Committee that this application should not go forward. It is entirely consistent with the advice that they have offered since 2002. The advice, to my understanding, has never wavered, advice given to both the State Government and Blue Care.’

So, Mr Chair, one beggars belief as to why the Beattie Government would then call in this application for a Ministerial decision, Mr Chair. Of course, when that vote was taken in this place, there are Councillors here today who might have been in this place back in 2006. But the then Minister, Minister Fraser, called in the application in November 2006, Mr Chair, and Council at the time offered to purchase this site from the State Government. 


But, Mr Chair, in the haste to grab cash that the Bligh Government was, they flogged it off to Blue Care for $7.4 million, and pocketed the money. Now, if you fast forward some 10 years to 2016, the then Planning Minister in this State, the Honourable Jackie Trad, provided an extension to the development application. So under previous planning laws, there was a 10-year permit for this application. In 2016, the then Prem—the then Deputy Premier—I almost called her the Premier, Mr Chair—the then Deputy Premier issued a four-year extension on 24 August through to 27 November 2020.


But it now probably does surprise the Chamber that again the State has come to Council to ask for a further extension to this application, Mr Chair, a further extension of one year which will take this application to having a life of nearly 15 years, Mr Chair—15 years. It has survived three State planning schemes. It was there when the Integrated Planning Act 1997 was in place. It was then there, Mr Chair, when the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 was in place, and it is indeed alive today under the Planning Act 2016 by the State Government. 


The original application that was approved by the State Government against the wishes of this Council and the local residents, Mr Chair, includes many conditions which would not be acceptable today. It has been a long application that the residents out there have fought tooth and nail, Mr Chair. Many of the residents would expect—and if we are talking about community expectation—would expect now, with the changes to State planning schemes, the changes to our own Council planning schemes, that the best and fairest thing for this application to happen is for it to be rejected by the State Government as outlined in Council’s latest information back to them on the extension.


Further, the community would expect that a new application should be lodged that takes into account all of the changes to not only Council planning schemes but State planning schemes, including vegetation management, because one of the conditions says that there should be 9,000 square metres of planting offsets in a Council park, that the State doesn’t even have permission to permit. If this application was lodged today, Mr Chair, the applicant would be required to spend nearly $9 million on offsets—

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE—

Councillor BOURKE:
—$9 million on offsets, Mr Chair.

Chair:
—your time has expired.
Councillor BOURKE:
—to replace the vegetation—

Chair:
Further questions—

Councillor DAVIS:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor DAVIS.

32/2019-20

At that juncture, Councillor Tracy DAVIS moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
In relation to 818 Rode Road, Stafford Heights.
Chair:
Councillor DAVIS, you have three minutes as to why this matter is urgent.

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. We’ve just heard from Councillor BOURKE that the people who purchased this site from the State Government are seeking another year in which to be able to deliver on this project, which will result in large-scale clearing of native vegetation. 


On 18 July the developer approached Council advising us that they were seeking State Government approval for an extension to the currency period on the application. It is urgent because the 15-day period for Council to respond to that request expires this week, and the State Government will have to consider the request imminently. I think it’s important that we send a very strong message to the State Government that 14 years is long enough, and they should not allow an extension to this development.

The Chair submitted the motion for the suspension of the Standing Rules to the Chamber and it was declared carried on the voices.
33/2019-20
At that juncture, Councillor Tracy DAVIS moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND—
That this Council calls upon the Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning to exercise their power under the Planning Act 2016 and refuse the request for a minor change on the State Government approved development application at 818 Rode Road, Stafford Heights. 

Chair:
Councillor DAVIS, is a copy available in writing?
Councillor DAVIS:
Yes.

Chair:
Thank you. That motion is now being distributed. 

Councillor DAVIS, please.

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. As Councillor BOURKE outlined in his answer to my question, this particular parcel of land at 818 Rode Road does have quite a history. It’s a story of a local community coming together and fighting to save bushland in their local suburb. 


Many in this Chamber would know how passionate the former Councillor for McDowall Ward, Norm Wyndham, was about protecting and preserving this site. He spoke a number of times in this Chamber about it on behalf of his very concerned community. Norm fought alongside not only residents but local environmental groups to petition the Beattie Government to preserve this significant parcel of land.


He secured $3.75 million to buy it through the Bushland Acquisition Fund, but that wasn’t enough for the State Government. They wanted more, even though the land was independently valued at a significantly lower amount due to the significant development constraints from the vegetation that was present on the site. 


It’s a matter of public record that the State Labor Government chose to take a quick profit over protecting this local environment that they owned. Frankly, they thumbed their nose at residents who had been working very, very hard to protect this precious bushland in their area. 


Council officers, supported by an independent assessment, estimated only 25% to 30% of the site was actually capable of development back in 2005. Residents I think were very right to question why land of such significant environmental value should be developed at all, particularly as this land was already owned by the people of Queensland. The argument was made stronger because of the environmental sensitivity of the land and the local will to have incorporated into the Mountains to Mangroves corridor.


As Councillor BOURKE said, the land was first slated as a 49 lot subdivision, and that was withdrawn in 2004. But permission was then given to Blue Care to lodge a six-stage development over the site. This proposal included aged care and retirement living, a healthcare facility, a childcare centre and a community recreation centre. The magnitude, the absolute magnitude of this development just stunned the community. Such was the outrage that there were five separate petitions and, as Councillor BOURKE said, around 900 submissions lodged.


But what was galling was that the Beattie Government knew for years that this development would not be supported by Council, so what did they do? They called it in. The Minister responsible at the time was in fact Desley Boyle, the Minister for Environment and Local Government and Women. To say that she was not a particularly popular person in our community would be a bit of an understatement. 


In a letter to the Minister, one local resident wrote: ‘Thank you for your letter of 8th May 2006 informing me that you have used your Ministerial calling powers in regard to this matter. I’ve had many feelings since receiving it, unfortunately none of them positive. To work through this, I have considered your letter, and particularly the attached material frequently since I received it. I’m aware that living in the area, it could be considered that I have a ‘not in my backyard’ view. Because of this, I have shown information, your material and the Brisbane City Council Minutes, to friends and family in an effort to gain some perspective. They reached similar conclusions to me.’

He goes on to say that: ‘I take issue with your press release of 8th May 2006. The Brisbane City Council did not refuse the development simply because it was contrary to the Brisbane City Plan 2000. The Minutes of their meeting of 28 February 2006 are 18 pages in length. They contain 11 separate issues on which the application was considered. They rejected the proposal on 13 points.’ Also, and for me more significantly, he said: ‘the unanimous and bipartisan vote was against it. I would ask how frequently that occurs in State Parliament, and what does it tell you about the matter which it does?’

Chair, in the Remick Street Bushland Preservation Group’s formal objection to the development, they called on the Minister to reject the proposal. They noted that the South East Queensland Regional Plan—Labor’s South East Queensland Regional Plan—clearly identified the need to retain such spaces and natural resources. The plan makes various references and policy including that continued loss of natural areas and degradation of natural environmental processes would adversely affect the region’s biodiversity, economic potential and public health, and ultimately will impact on the liveability of the region. As the group said, this land has had an essential role in enabling the expansion of the Downfall Creek Reserve and Mountains to Mangroves corridor. I think it also enhances our iconic Chermside Hills Reserve.


Chair, as I was reading through this big blue file, one of many big blue files, what was terribly disappointing was reading about the despicable campaign by Minister Schwarten, who was the Public Works Minister at the time, to paint our community as one that did not want public housing in the area. The only person in this big blue book that was talking about public housing was Minister Schwarten. But, of course, anyone who had observed the political modus operandi of Robert Schwarten would not be surprised by this, but it was insulting to our community. In fact, The Remick Street Bushland Group, in their update number four, encouraged residents not to be distracted. They wrote—’This issue is not about public housing, it’s about saving a valuable public asset for the future.’

In 2006, full Council unanimously voted to reject the development application at 818 Rode Road. It was the right decision then, and it would be the right decision today. But the State Government decided to make a quick buck, and the community and Council have campaigned to save this parcel of land ever since. It has been nearly 15 long years. Now the developer is seeking a further extension to build the development which the State Government approved. The State Government has given them nearly 15 years to undertake this development, now they want more time.


Contemporary vegetation mapping shows the majority of the site is remnant vegetation, including some areas of threatened ecosystems. We know that there are wallabies and gliders in the bushland, and it is likely that koalas occur on the site also. The site was clearly identified as being ecologically significant 15 years ago, and there is nothing to indicate that anything has changed since then. In fact, it has arguably become more significant. 


Chair, I understand that the State Government has the final say on the change to the currency period and the other items they are seeking approval of. But I believe it’s essential that Council continues its longstanding position on not supporting this application and therefore object to the minor change request. I urge all Councillors—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will the Councillor take a question?

Chair:
I believe she was concluding, but I’ll ask—Councillor DAVIS, will you take a question?

Councillor DAVIS:
No.

Chair:
No, Councillor SRI. 

Councillor DAVIS.

Councillor DAVIS:
I urge all Councillors to support this motion today to send a strong message that we do not support giving the development more time to construct this project which will have a devastating, devastating impact on the local environment. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak on the apparently urgent motion. I’ll just make a couple of brief remarks about this because what struck me about this is the hypocrisy of this Administration in moving this urgency motion. One, we’ve had to sit in here year after year while this Administration berates—berates others for being anti‑nursing homes and anti-seniors and anti-looking after the elderly. I mean, Councillor ADAMS has got more form on this than anybody. Now, I don’t know the specifics of this DA, but in here now we’ve got them on the other foot, so they’ve had a change of heart and now they’re like, well, we’re not going to allow any changes to this site, or we don’t support changes to this site.


So, just let me say I’m very surprised that you’re now anti-looking after the elderly residents of our city. I presume Councillor ADAMS is going to hop up and say, no, no, this is wrong, I’ve just worked out this is wrong. We support nursing homes, we support seniors. Because I know that she has absolutely over many years stood up and claimed Labor don’t support seniors because they vote against inappropriate development—and me, in some occasions where I’ve not supported DAs, when there’s inappropriate development happening, and it’s opposed by the Opposition in this Council. They’re anti the elderly, they’re anti‑seniors, they’re anti-looking after the elderly. Well, the hypocrisy of what you are doing today just rings like a giant bell to me. So that’s point number one. 


Point number two: the hypocrisy bells has only been superseded by the hypocrisy spotlight you are shining on yourselves by asking the State Government to do something that this Council does behind closed doors day after day after day, and that is allowing and approving minor change applications. Every single day your pro-development Administration allows minor changes which make massive, absolutely massive differences to the community that I represent. It removes parking. 


We will object in the dozens to a development application, and then we find out later when residents come to me and say, oh, Nicole, they’ve built this, and we find out later that Council’s allowed them to remove one, two, three car parks, remove trees, all done by minor change applications, opposed by our community and done by your Administration, day after day. Guess who the Planning Chairperson was for a long time doing that—Councillor ADAMS. Councillor Simmonds, he just caused havoc and off he went.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, Deputy Planning Chairperson. Councillor COOPER, they’ve all got form. But my concern here is that this Administration hasn’t seen a minor change application that it doesn’t like apart from the one the State Government are considering. 


Now, in my view, that is hypocrisy. This is a standard that this LNP Administration wants to hold the State Government to account but will not—will not consider when we ask for these sorts of things or we have concerns under our own planning scheme. I’m sick of these minor changes being retrospectively approved. I see them all the time. We have developments that come through in my ward that are built wrong—built wrong, and then Council just goes back and this is done as a minor change. It happens all the time.


So, you know, the fact that you’re telling the State Government not to do something that you do yourself I think is absolutely—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON. Councillor JOHNSTON, can I just ask you to address comments through the Chair and talk about the Administration or either Councillors by their title or in third person, please. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
The fact that the State Government is doing something that the LNP-led Administration does all the time is blatant hypocrisy.


Shame on you for making a new Councillor who’s got no idea about all of this go out and do your dirty work for you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise in support of this motion and to support Councillor DAVIS who has lived in this area for some time and is a true northsider and a hard-working Councillor for McDowall. Thank you, Councillor DAVIS. 


It’s interesting to note that the Councillor for Tennyson is now against koalas, kangaroos, gliders, trees and habitat, when she speaks so positively about it in other ways in this place. Hypocrisy—I think so. This Council is not—I stand here—this Council is not against aged care and nursing homes. We believe that our ageing population need to age with dignity. We understand that people who are ageing want to be around where they lived most of their lives. They want to be near their family and friends. It is much easier to adjust into an aged care facility if you’re closer to something that is familiar and around your family.


So we support aged care development. What we don’t support is that this beautiful parcel of land on 818 Rode Road in Stafford Heights, its 5.99 hectares of old established bushland in the area. This bushland is so significant, it has got kangaroos, gliders, koalas in the corridor, the Mountains to Mangroves corridor that travels through. Shame on those opposite if they do not support this, because their own ALP Councillor who I admired, Councillor Terry Hampson, started this with Councillor Jim Wilding. They worked together to preserve this corridor for our future and our animals’ future.


It was disappointing that the State Government issued approval for this development at 818 Rode Road, Stafford Heights, which allows a staggering four hectares—I repeat that, four hectares of established bushland to be pulled down. More staggering is that the State Government—I know the condition that they have to plant more trees, nowhere near what we would condition if we were doing that development—but they want wildlife corridor trees in their condition report planted—and I’ve said this before—in a dog off-leash area which is established. I don’t know any koala that has a best friend as a dog, I’m sorry. 


I wrote—I was so concerned about this, I wrote to the Honourable Minister Cameron Dick on 24 April to reconsider his decision and to save this ecological valued land. I’ve had not one response or even acknowledgment of the letter that I sent, and I’m willing to table that letter.


I call on Minister Dick to reconsider the extension of this development again. This development has been sitting there for 15 years. This ALP Government keep extending this development application. I urge the State Government to consider how this will impact the native species population living off this land, to think about what kind of message this sends. As leaders for this city, we should be defending the habitat, not enabling them.


Council, on contrast, Council has committed $120 million over this term to purchase at-risk bushland. We have purchased over 712 hectares of at-risk bushland to preserve not only for the people of Brisbane’s future but also the future of our animals. By the end of this year we would have successfully secured over 780 hectares of bushland at risk. I urge all Councillors to support this motion today, and send a clear message to Minister Dick and to the Labor State Government that they need to step in now and help protect this land from future development, especially four hectares of mature bushland and home to so many of our native creatures in this city. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. We’ll be supporting this motion. But what we are confused about here is the sheer hypocrisy of the Liberals, the sheer hypocrisy. Because there is bushland all over this city that needs to be purchased. There is bushland all over this city that needs to be protected. It sounds like there is valuable bushland in Stafford that needs to be protected. I don’t know what they were doing during the period when Campbell Newman was in, that wasn’t protected then, and I’m not sure about the hypocrisy of the very person who raised this motion in her government that she was involved in, being involved in solving this problem. I’m not sure of that. I don’t understand that. 

 Councillor JOHNSTON:
Did she vote for it?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I don’t understand that. But I do understand this. This is a letter that’s been sent to the LORD MAYOR, it was sent on 2 August. He has a copy. It’s gone directly to his email, and it actually says: ‘Please, you haven’t come and met with me. I want to negotiate with you about bushland in this city.’ This letter says that. You hypocrite, you absolute hypocrite.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, can you please make all comments through the Chair and refer to Councillors by their title and in third person, please.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, I understand that.

Chair:
Please continue.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
This letter was written on 2 August, and it says: ‘It is disappointing that you have rejected my request for assistance to negotiate an outcome in the interests of Council, State and the community. I ask you to reconsider and negotiate with the State. Please nominate contact officers within Council’—

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Will Councillor GRIFFITHS take a question?

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No, I won’t. 

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS will not take a question. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
It’s not even about the same site.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
‘Please nominate contact officers within Council to exchange technical information about lands prior to 8 August.’ So the Councillor, the LORD MAYOR, has obviously received this letter. This letter pertains to five sites in Brisbane as far as I can tell, five—yes, five sites. If you’re negotiating, LORD MAYOR, if you’re negotiating with any sort of decency or any sort of integrity—

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Relevance. This is about a completely different issue all together.

Chair:
Thank you, LORD MAYOR. 

I remind Councillor GRIFFITHS to stick to the substance of the motion in front of us, please.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
The substance of the motion is about saving this bushland, and to save this bushland—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
It’s about saving this bushland, and if it’s about saving this bushland, then this Mayor and these people who call themselves Councillors, who are a load of hypocrites, should stand up and negotiate with the Minister who actually wants to negotiate about other sites in the city, other bushland that should be protected in our city. 


Yes, we heard about the kangaroos and the wallabies and the gliders—what about the koalas in Toohey Forest? Suddenly they’re not important. All our bushland is important. We should be working with the State to protect it. You are just interested in grandstanding and doing nothing. You are just interested in playing politics. I’m happy to table this letter so that all Councillors can check it out and see the hypocrisy of this Mayor. It’s embarrassing to have a Mayor like this representing our city, an unelected Mayor like this representing our city.


Residents should know that this Mayor isn’t interested in solving the problem, he’s interested in having fights with the State all over the place. This State Government is trying to solve this problem, and he’s given you a few days to do it. You should be a man and stand up and go and meet with him, because apparently you can be a man and go—you can be a man and go and meet with the Premier about the Olympics, but you can’t meet with this Minister—

Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yes, point of order, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. In this place previously when Councillors have aligned comments that are gender specific, they have been complained about by those on the other side. I would ask that you make a ruling on this in regards to Councillor GRIFFITHS’s statements, please.

Chair:
Yes, thank you, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Hang on, Councillor CASSIDY, please.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON! I really shouldn’t have to name you again. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS, please consider your comments. Keep them proportional, and I direct all Councillors to show courtesy to one another and keep their comments proportional. I’ve had a moment to review the letter that has been tabled. Councillor GRIFFITHS, can I ask you to bring your remarks back to the matter at hand, please, the motion that is in front of us.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, I’m happy to—

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
—happy to, and this land at Stafford, as we have said, we believe should be investigated as to keeping it. It was interesting that—it was interesting, I was astounded because of the position of the LNP that they actually made an offer, a financial offer for this land.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Using bushland funds, my God. But they can’t do it with other State land that they might want to buy. That has to be given to them.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Will Councillor GRIFFITHS take a question?

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, will you take a question? 
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Absolutely.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, Councillor GRIFFITHS will take a question.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, Councillor GRIFFITHS. Councillor GRIFFITHS, could you just clarify for me, are you saying that the Brisbane City Council LNP Administration offered money to the State Government to purchase 818 Rode Road, Stafford Heights—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Absolutely.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Are you aware of any other instances where they refused to do this?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I know of plenty of instances where they’ve refused to do it, but I know that they offered money for this site.

Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
The hypocrisy is astounding. And they’re all sitting there quietly, heads down. The hypocrisy is astounding, because this is ratepayer funds. Yes, it’s not a personal piggy bank of the LNP. Bushland funding is not to be rorted by the LNP to look after their own electorates.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair. 

Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Absolutely offensive and out of line to accuse us of rorting the Bushland Acquisition Levy.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
And I won’t withdraw it.

Chair:
As I said earlier, I direct all Councillors to keep their comments courteous and proportionate and accurate please. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I would like to add to that comment that I’ve actually sent it off to the Auditor‑General and they’ve agreed that it needs to be looked at, the expenditure and the way it’s being done in this Council. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
And it will be done, apparently, when there’s a review of this Council. So, the Auditor-General believes that, hmm, it should be looked at. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
So, yes, we have grave concerns about the way bushland money is being spent, the way it’s being allocated, and seriously, get on and negotiate about this land. You have a wonderful opportunity. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. I just rise to enter the debate just to bring a little bit of reason to this debate and a bit of truth about the matter and the substance of the debate that we’re having in the motion that’s before us, Mr Chair. 


The bulk of Councillor GRIFFITHS’ debate, the only tie-back to this site and what he was talking about is the fact that it’s more land that the State Government that has trees on it and vegetation and wildlife on it, the more land that the State Government wants to flog off. That’s the link back to this site, because this is a site that they sold, and what Councillor GRIFFITHS was talking about is more land that the State Government should be protecting that’s already publicly owned that they are trying to flog off. That is the only link. That is the only way I think Councillor GRIFFITHS tried to justify back to this site, Mr Chair, his whole debate—

Councillor HAMMOND:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Will Councillor BOURKE take a question?

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE, will you take a question?

Councillor BOURKE:
Always happy to take a question from Councillor HAMMOND.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND, please continue.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Do you think Councillor GRIFFITHS might be alluding to that the State Government are incapable of protecting bushland and koala habitat?

Councillor BOURKE:
I’ll leave the Chamber and those listening to draw their own conclusions, Mr Chair.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
I’ll leave the Chamber and those listening to draw their own conclusions there, Mr Chair, but it is a bit perplexing, this notion that public land needs to be bought by another public entity for it to be protected because it’s not safe if it’s in the hands of the original public entity.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON—sorry, Councillor BOURKE. 
	Warning – Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON
The Chair then formally warned Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON that unless she desisted from interjecting the proper conduct of the meeting she would be suspended from the service of the Council for a period of up to eight days. Furthermore, Councillor JOHNSTON was warned that, if she were suspended from the service of the Council, she would be excluded from the Council Chamber, Antechamber, Public Gallery and other meeting places for the period of suspension. 


Chair: 
Councillor BOURKE.
Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I think the point that is worth reinforcing with this is this is a development application that was approved in 2006. I outlined the number of planning schemes, State planning scheme changes that have happened since then. I’ve outlined the two changes to City Plan 2000 versus City Plan 2014. The types of uses on this site are for vulnerable people. None of the requirements outlined by the State through the Ministerial call-in, where they then profited as a State Government by the sale, take into account a range of issues, particularly bushfire. 


There has been significant quantum changes in the planning laws where this approval was given 13-odd years ago to where we are today, Mr Chair. The only clear expectation in the community should be that a new development application is lodged, and those new planning laws and the planning changes that have happened are taken into account, that Council can assess the bushfire risk, that we can assess the waterway corridor elements of this site, and the uses, and whether they are appropriate on this site. 


That is the fair expectation of the community. That is the fair expectation, I think, of Councillors in this place, and of Councillor DAVIS raising this on behalf of her community, not because she was put up to it, like some Councillor alluded to, but because she’s a strong advocate for her community, Mr Chair, and she wants to stand up and continue the good work of the former Councillor for that area who stood up and continually raised this issue, Mr Chair, because this is a serious issue. 


I am concerned as all Councillors should be in this place, Mr Chair, that this site, with some five hectares of remnant bushland, is not going to be dealt with through an application through our planning scheme if it gets an extension to the current application. The community expects a new application. The residents have long had their voices heard on this—900 submissions, five petitions, Mr Chair. It is time for the State Government to listen.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the motion before us. I won’t labour the point, because I think other Councillors have made it quite clear. Obviously the clearing of native bushland for this kind of project is not a good thing and should be opposed. But it’s deeply concerning to see such hypocrisy from this Council Administration. 


It really frustrates me when Councillors in this place don’t reflect critically on what their own Administration and their own party is doing. It’s easy to criticise other levels of government, but this city Council Administration is behaving just as poorly and on a regular basis approves projects that aren’t in the public interest, that have very significant negative environmental impacts, and I’m just—I think it’s just very, very hypocritical. 


I’ve got a long list of projects running through my mind right now that this Council should never have approved. I won’t bore you with the list at this time. But it does seem very inconsistent and contrary—it’s almost as though this Council is detached from reality. I don’t use that term lightly, but what you’re accusing the State Government of here is exactly what the LNP dominated city Council does all the time. 


Residents in my ward are extremely frustrated about development projects that shouldn’t have been approved, that don’t even comply with the relevant neighbourhood plan but which this Council continues to rubber stamp and tick and flick. So to point the finger at other levels of government but not reflect on your own terrible behaviour I think is really reprehensible and should be condemned in the strongest terms.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor DAVIS.

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair, and thank you to all that participated in the debate. It was a little concerning that Councillor JOHNSTON seemed more interested in having a crack at the DEPUTY MAYOR and car parking in her ward than 818 Rode Road which was the substantive part of my motion. I’m not quite sure where Councillor GRIFFITHS was going, but perhaps as I’m in this Chamber longer, I might get to understand his mutterings. 


I’d like to thank both Councillor BOURKE and Councillor HAMMOND for their support of my community and their concerns around what happens to this bushland at 818 Rode Road. Whilst they’re not petitioning at the moment and doing all of the things that they were doing back in 2006 to stop the sale of this land—and that’s at the core of this motion. It’s about the sale of land owned by the people of Queensland that would not be handed over to another level of government that has ratepayers, but wanting to sell the money off as a quick asset sale. That’s what it’s about. 


I appreciate Councillor SRI that you make the comments that you do, but with the greatest respect, if you knew the history of this site, and saw where it was located and the connection to two corridors and the environmental significance of it, I think you may have a bit of a different view to what you were making an analogy about. So thank you to those that have been very supportive of former Councillor Norm Wyndham’s community when he was here and continue to do that with my community.


I was at an event with Councillor KING—Councillor HAMMOND, I apologise, on the weekend, and at that particular event a local resident who had been one of the champions behind the push to retain the bushland at 818 came up to me, and let me tell you, his position has not changed. The community still wants this bushland preserved. It was a travesty that the then State Government fiddled around and played around and played politics and would not come to the party when a fair offer was put on the table back then to purchase this. That money could have been used to build infrastructure for our older residents, but that’s not what they wanted to do. They wanted to get a quick buck and then try to make our community feel poorly about not wanting either public housing or having—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will the Councillor take a question?

Chair:
Councillor DAVIS, will you take a question?

Councillor DAVIS:
No. 

Chair:
No, she declines. 

Councillor DAVIS, please.

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you. So the community is not opposed to having a retirement village or supporting people in aged care, or any of the other items that Councillor GRIFFITHS seemed to think that we weren’t interested in—sorry, Councillor JOHNSTON thought we would not be interested in, but we are. It was just not the right place for that to happen. I stand by it. My community would stand by it, and I ask the Chamber to support the motion.

The Chair submitted the motion to the Chamber and it was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Krista ADAMS and Matthew BOURKE immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 27 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.
Chair:
Councillors, we will now resume Question Time. There are 17 minutes and 50 seconds remaining. The question is to the ALP. 

Councillor CUMMING.
Question 6
Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. On 16 May, the Council told media it had reached a settlement with Zipline Australia that included the $300,000 it had already contributed to the failed Mt Coot-tha project but was less than the total $1 million it planned to spend. 


Council documents reveal that, between 27 May this year and 29 May, Zipline Australia received $1.8 million from Brisbane ratepayers. This included two $600,000 payments marked ‘agreed settlement amount’ which is well in excess of the $1 million cap referred to, and a further $600,000 for retention. Can you please explain this discrepancy and tell Brisbane residents exactly how much of their money this LNP Council has squandered on this ill-conceived project? 

Chair: 
LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor CUMMING, for the question. Look, these matters have been dealt with previously. The information has been provided and on a number of occasions I’ve made public statements about this project. The reality is this was an approximately $18 million project from memory, so this was a big project, and I know that there are a lot of costs associated with the preparation of the development application; there were costs associated with the contract, and Council met its contractual obligations.


But what we did do, though, is we drew a line in the sand and we made sure that this project came to an end. It came to an end because we believe the community wanted it to come to an end, and we are absolutely committed to making sure we do whatever we can to protect our bushland, to protect our precious green spaces, and importantly, to protect Mt Coot-tha. So, while I have said before that there is a place in Brisbane for a zipline, no doubt, that place is not Mt Coot-tha. So we made that decision, and I believe it is a decision that the community supported. 


But, in the end, there were costs associated with preparing development applications and there were costs associated with the contract with Zipline Australia. We met those obligations as we should do as a responsible Council. But what we did do is we ensured that no further money went into this project, and we ensured that our precious Mt Coot-tha is protected, which is the important outcome here.


Now, I do remember Labor Councillors carrying on at the time saying there needs to be a thorough assessment of this application. We need more information, and there was oodles of information prepared as part of that development application, and that information was all provided through the normal DA process for people to see—extensive reports, extensive work that was done on it, as you would expect for a major project—as you would expect.


So, you know, it is quite fascinating that Labor is now complaining about money which they effectively called for when they were calling for work to be done in assessing the project. I was perplexed to see that Minister Cameron Dick was complaining that the State Government had to spend some money assessing the zipline project. I mean, that’s their job. That is their job. So that would be like us saying, oh, we have to spend money assessing all these private development applications that come in. It’s terrible.

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order, Chair. The LORD MAYOR was asked to specify exactly how much of their money this LNP Council has squandered on this project, and he hasn’t looked like doing that, so I’d ask that he direct himself to answering the question.

Chair:
The LORD MAYOR has quite a bit of time left in his response, and I’m sure he’ll provide an answer in time. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. So, yes, Minister Dick was complaining that the State Government had to invest their officers’ time in assessing the development application. Like I said, that is their job. This is why these officers are employed, to assess development applications. Yet they were complaining about it. What’s the alternative—not assessing the development application? What’s the alternative here when it came to Council’s contribution—not preparing a development application? This work had to be done, and it had to be done so that that information could be provided to the public.


Do you know what? We had a thorough assessment of that information based on the information, based on our feedback from the community, based on our passion for Brisbane’s environment and green space. We made the right decision. We made the right decision, and we made sure that there was a line drawn in the sand so that the project came to an end. 


Now, I have provided previous information. Obviously I don’t have it right in front of me here, but I have provided answers to these questions in the past. Look, I’ll go back and have a look at the information that was provided. Obviously I don’t have the notes right in front of me, but this information was provided. I answered the questions that were asked at the time, just as I always do, and I am absolutely positive that we made the right decision when it comes to the zipline—I’m absolutely positive. And I think the people of Brisbane are also positive about that as well.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor MACKAY.
Question 7
Councillor MACKAY:
Thanks, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, a review was recently completed of bus timetables in the Centenary suburbs. Can you please give us an update on some of the outcomes of this review, and the background on how the review came about? Are you aware of any attempts to re-write history?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR. 
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you for the question, Councillor MACKAY, because this was something that I alluded to in an earlier question I received today. I will reiterate what I said in an earlier answer to a question today, that Team Schrinner is 100% focused on getting residents home quicker and safer. We want to ease congestion, particularly on days like today, provide more travel options and ensure that the Brisbane of tomorrow is better than the Brisbane of today.


This is the bread and butter of this Administration, and it’s what residents expect us to do now. It’s get on with it and make sure we are delivering for them. Naturally, being known as the authority which delivers bus services in Brisbane, we actually do get a lot of feedback about our buses. We also get a lot of feedback about our rail and a lot of feedback about our ferries, but we aren’t actually the authority that delivers the public transport when it comes to buses in this city.


Where we are doing well, people give us the thumbs up; where we’re not doing well, they definitely tell us where to improve, and I can assure you they tell us when we are not looking after the bus service and providing what they need. The confusion between Council and TransLink has continued for the whole time that I’ve been in this Council, and I’m sure it will continue for years to come. 


So, for example, last year, Council received a petition with over 300 signatures recommending that Council undertake a bus review for the Centenary suburbs. This was spearheaded by the Councillor for Jamboree, Councillor BOURKE, and he was very successful in advocating for his residents. So even though this is clearly the Queensland Government’s responsibility, we are a major investor in public transport, and we are committed to an accessible and connected city. 


We do subsidise public transport to the tune of $134 million a year, it’s very clear there in the budget, but we work with TransLink on delivering better connected systems, and we’ve recently just signed the new bus contract. It was in Committee last week, and it will be here this afternoon, to continue to have those reliable services and make sure they are front and centre of that agreement.

 
So, when we got this petition, advocacy from Councillor BOURKE, we went to TransLink and we invited them to be a part of the conversation around the Centenary services, because in the end ultimately it would be them who approved or rejected any recommendations that came with the review. Unfortunately on two separate occasions TransLink said no, we don’t want anything to do with it. So, surprise, surprise, much like the Brisbane Metro, we took on what is typically the State Government’s responsibility and reviewed the bus services in the centenary. So, as Robert Dow once put it, rail back on track, they seem to have lost the plot when it comes to the basics. They are simple things they just don’t seem to be able to do.


So in August, September and October last year, Council headed out to the Jamboree Ward to understand what the residents needed. We approached them in three different ways: community research, online engagement and face-to-face engagement. We received over 1,000 pieces of feedback, so we had a clear understanding what the residents in that area wanted from us.


As a result, we put forward a number of recommendations, including trialling some personalised public transport services. So, starting in a couple of weeks, on 19 August, there will be some new services under way in the Centenary and western suburbs. As I said, they came kicking and screaming to the table very late, and I think it is absolutely ridiculous that the local member, Jessica Pugh, now puts up a Facebook post to say she’s claiming that—

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
She’s claiming that she got the buses for her local area. So what we do have is we’re seeing a new early morning service for the 453 leaving at 5.10, a 5.05 service for the 454—lots of numbers in there—two new services from Moggill to the CBD leaving at 6.05 and 6.15, and on top of that we will be introducing two new personalised public transport services, two of them which link to major areas like Mount Ommaney Shopping Centre and one which goes to Wacol Station.


So, as I said, the quote we heard in the Mount Ommaney South-West News last week from Jessica Pugh was: ‘Residents told me they wanted more buses, more stops in the CBD and faster travel times.’ Hmm, well, yes, they may have told her, but she didn’t listen, and TransLink didn’t listen either. She even said that she’s very glad the Palaszczuk Government has been able to implement a more improved timetable, after they were pulled kicking and screaming by Brisbane City Council.


You can rely on Team Schrinner to get the job done, even if that reliance is also about us pulling the Palaszczuk Government kicking and screaming when they want nothing to do with it. We will continue to deliver for the residents each step of the way, and we will make sure that we deliver the best possible public transport system Brisbane can afford.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor SRI.
Question 8
Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. My question is to the Mayor. LORD MAYOR, this is National Homeless Week—I’m not sure if you’re aware. But we’ve seen that, despite the increase in rate of construction of new housing in Brisbane, the homelessness rate in Brisbane is still climbing. So my question to you and your Administration is: what are you doing to stop homelessness rising in Brisbane?
Chair:
LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:
Well, I know that Councillor SRI has asked numerous questions about homelessness, and I know he’s made various comments about homelessness. When it comes down to it, the reality is he would probably like to see two things happen: number one, for housing prices to fall—he’s made that clear before—and number two, for a very large increase in public housing to occur.


Now, in relation to those two things, it’s easy to say these things. It’s easy to call for these things to happen, but we know from Councillor SRI’s record in his local area that he’s very active in opposing new development in his area, and I would believe that he would also be active in opposing development put forward by the State Government to build public housing, because his record shows—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
That is an outrageous and defamatory statement, and I ask that the Mayor withdraw—

Chair:
No, no, no, you know that’s not how points of order work.

Councillor SRI:
I’m asking the Mayor to withdraw that offensive comment, which is also a lie, a blatant lie.

Chair:
No, Councillor SRI, please. As you’ve often asked in this place—courtesy is at a premium in this place. It’s something that we value a great deal. 

I will ask the LORD MAYOR: will you withdraw that?

LORD MAYOR:
Okay. No, I accept what Councillor SRI has now said, because he’s clarified something which has been a source of confusion for me for a while, because he’s against anything that’s private development, but now he’s not going to oppose any kind of State Government public housing development, which he’s made clear now.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
My question was very clearly about what is the LORD MAYOR doing to address homelessness. I’m glad he’s paying attention to my policy commitments, but I’d like to understand what this Administration is actually doing to address this problem.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay. Look, I will get to that point, but it is really important to understand where Councillor SRI is coming from. Because what we know is that when the State Government builds anything, nobody gets a say. In fact, even if there’s a State Government Priority Development Area where the private sector builds anything, nobody gets a say. So there are big enclaves around Brisbane of EDQ (Economic Development Queensland) areas, or Priority Development Areas or Ministerial designated areas where the State Government builds whatever they want, or they allow private developers to build whatever they want, and nobody gets a say. There are no infrastructure charges—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI, and I trust this will be—

Councillor SRI:
On relevance. I haven’t heard the Mayor get to the nub of the question yet. 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, to the question, please.

LORD MAYOR:
This is very relevant, because Councillor SRI wants a massive increase in public housing to be provided. He’s on the record saying that that needs to happen. I’m simply speculating on how this might happen, which is the State Government building a lot of new housing.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Councillor SRI, I appreciate—I mean, there’s not a great deal of time between your points of order, and we have to allow the Mayor to answer the question. So—

Councillor SRI:
The question is: what is the Mayor doing. That’s the question. It’s not what am I doing. It’s what is the Mayor doing about this issue.

Chair:
There’s still quite a bit of time left in the answer, and I trust the Mayor will get to that point in the time allowed. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Well, I assume it’s a rhetorical question, because Councillor SRI is very aware of all the things that we are doing, and we have been quite clear about them. We run a whole heap of programs when it comes to the issue of homelessness. We run a whole heap of programs, and we are proud of those programs, and we continue to invest in those programs. Just the other day, both of us were at Homeless Connect on the northside, up at the racecourse, and both of us saw with our own eyes the many programs that Council is supporting. 


But Councillor SRI also knows all of the day-to-day things that we do when it comes to the issue of homelessness. But we know that Councillor SRI has a standard claim: whatever we are doing is not enough. He says that about everything. Any issue, whatever we’re doing is not enough, because it’s the advantage of someone who will never be in administration unless he gets into a minority administration with the Labor Party and controls the strings—which, you know, heaven help Brisbane if that ever were to occur. Because their policies are fantasy land things that would never be achieved in reality and are not possible.


They promise everything to everyone because they never will be in a position to deliver any of it. It’s easy being a Green. It is easy being Green—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—because you’ll always be in Opposition, you can promise whatever you want. Just like the Greens like to promise free public transport to everyone, because they’ll never be in government—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
The Mayor still hasn’t answered the question about what he’s doing to end homelessness in this city.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, I can tell you what we won’t be doing. We won’t be building public housing, because that is a State Government responsibility. But we will continue to invest in the programs that we do to support people in homelessness situations. We will continue to do that, because we care about it, and we have long before Councillor SRI turned up into this place. 


But the other issue that he raised, and the other suggestion is that the price of housing has to come down significantly. Only someone who doesn’t actually own a house would say that. Only someone who doesn’t own a house would say that, because what he’s saying is that the people who have put their own hard money and worked all their life to buy a house should see the value of their property plummet. That is what he is saying, and that is what his policy is. 


Now, I don’t know if the people of Brisbane really understand what that means and what his policy would mean to them, because all of us, we invest to buy a house, and we work hard to put money into that asset, and for most Australians their house—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
—is their biggest asset, and Councillor SRI wants to see the value of that plummet.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair—

Chair:
Is this a point of order?

Councillor RICHARDS:
No, I’ve got a question.

Chair:
Oh, sorry, no, no, Question Time has concluded. Thank you, Councillor RICHARDS.


Question Time has concluded. I now draw the Council’s attention to the Establishment and Coordination Committee—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, excuse me, point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor GRIFFITHS.
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At that juncture, Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS moved, seconded by Councillor Charles STRUNK, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That this Council calls upon the Lord Mayor to respond to the Minister to State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning’s letter of 2 August 2019 and begin negotiations by 16 August 2019 for bushland at Nathan adjacent to Toohey Forest Park and other properties owned in Buranda, Carseldine, Oxley and Yeronga.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, you have three minutes to urgency.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, and I did raise this before when I was speaking previously about the Stafford bushland. The LORD MAYOR has received a letter from the Minister of Planning with regards—Cameron Dick—with regards the negotiations of land at Toohey Forest which is particularly important to me, but also land at Buranda, Carseldine, Oxley—which also borders my ward—and Yeronga.


This is an opportunity for Council to come along and purchase this land. It’s an opportunity for us to reach an agreement so that we can protect this land for the residents of Brisbane. The Minister says very clearly that the State are interested in achieving a positive outcome for residents, and he calls on the LORD MAYOR to work with him to achieve a positive outcome for residents. 


This can be a win-win-win situation. We heard the LORD MAYOR earlier today saying he’s into a win-win-win situation with the Federal and State Government and Council for the Olympic Games. Well, how about producing a win-win-win situation in terms of this important land that is within our city that the Minister has said, please do it by this date. I think this is reasonable. I believe most residents in this city would believe it’s reasonable for politicians from across parties and across levels of government to negotiate to produce a good result for the residents of Brisbane. 


This land that we’re talking about, particularly the land in Nathan that adjoins Toohey Forest, is 10.2 hectares of bushland, pristine bushland that actually has a significant koala population on it now. So our opportunity is that we can protect this bushland and add it to the forest we have out there, Toohey Forest Park, so that we preserve the bushland for all generations.


The land is only seven kilometres from the city. It has a very significant healthy growing koala population that we should be looking at. This LORD MAYOR wants to be known as the koala LORD MAYOR. Well, how about pushing on with your agenda and having it known that Brisbane should be a koala city. How about actually enlivening that and bringing that to fruition by actually negotiating with the Minister who also wants to achieve that goal?


We have strong local groups out there, and I’ve run a petition in my office where we had over 1,500 people sign, calling on the LORD MAYOR to negotiate. So this is no frivolous issue. This is no issue that the LORD MAYOR should play politics with. It’s an issue where we should be getting an outcome.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, your time has expired.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Thank you. 

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 Charles STRUNK and Steve GRIFFITHS immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared lost.
The voting was as follows:

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

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Just wanting to confirm that vote count just then, I didn’t hear that.

Chair:
Clerks, would you please read that, and do you want to just check the volume on your microphone as well?

Clerk:
The noes have it, the voting being seven in favour and 20 against.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
All right, thank you, okay.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

35/2019-20

At that juncture, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That Brisbane City Council enters into good faith negotiations with the State Government to reach reasonable terms for the acquisition of several parcels of parkland and bushland land offered to Council by the State Government by letter dated 15 July 2019 instead of just saying no. 
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
—some paper being distributed around—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
I’m speaking—that this is the motion that is being distributed that you’re moving at this point. I have a point of order—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order here.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Councillor ADAMS.

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, excuse me. 

Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Sorry. Sorry, Mr Chair, I just ask your ruling on whether this motion is too similar to the one that just has been voted down for it to be debated as urgency or any other type of motion.

Chair:
Thank you. I will consider it.


I do think that these motions are substantially the same or very similar to the point of Councillor ADAMS. I believe her point is well made that the substance of these resolutions is about the land identified in the first motion, the land identified by Minister Dick; and the second one, the land held by the State Government, is substantially the land identified in the letter by Minister Dick which was discussed in the first one. 

So I will say that they are substantially the same resolution, and we’ll continue with ordinary business.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Sorry, point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
I move: that the Report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order!

LORD MAYOR:
—held on Monday 29 July 2019 be adopted.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order!

Chair:
Thank you. It’s been moved by the LORD MAYOR, but I have a point of order while you were speaking.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order!

Chair:
Please stop doing that. People have acknowledged you.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order!

Chair:
Please stop saying point of order. You have been acknowledged. 

What is your point of order?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Could you please tell me under which rule you have denied my urgency motion?

Chair:
Can you please repeat that?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Under which rule have you denied my urgency motion?

Chair:
There is a part of the local law that refers to motions cannot be brought that are substantially the same within a three-month period. However, the wording is notice of motion, not urgency motion. So I am going to ask, because of the specifics that this is a motion but not a notice of motion—which would occur in the paper—but rather an urgency motion. We will ask the City Legal advisor his opinion on this matter. 

May I please have a resolution so we may adjourn to receive advice on this matter?
ADJOURNMENT:

	36/2019-20

At that time, 3.44pm, it was resolved on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the meeting adjourn to seek legal advice, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors have been locked.

Council stood adjourned at 3.45pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Thank you, Councillors, for taking the time here to allow us to review the matter. Specifically in the Meetings Local Law there is no Standing Rule which regulates multiple urgency matters on the same topic. Under section 12(1), I will allow this matter to be heard in the spirit of the generous interpretation of the rules to allow people to engage in meaningful debate in this place. However, the indulgence being allowed will not be endless on the topic of repeated urgency motions on the same thing. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Jiminy cricket, that’s a good ruling, Mr Chair. Would you like me to start at the beginning, or should I just move to the debate?

Chair:
No, just three minutes to urgency, please, Councillor.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. So, after all that, the idea of urgency motions is to overturn the rules of procedure so that we can debate the issues that are urgent for this city. It is my view that the political game playing that is going on between the LORD MAYOR from the LNP and Minister Dick from the ALP regarding five significant parcels of land around the city is inappropriate. 


We’ve heard today from the LNP, from Councillor HAMMOND and Councillor DAVIS, about how important it is to limit development, to make sure that land is protected, particularly from Councillor HAMMOND for preservation of bushland, and it’s critically important that happens on multiple sites around this city including at Yeronga and Oxley in my ward.


Yeronga is not as significant. Unfortunately there’s a very poor development the State will do there, but Oxley is extremely significant. There is a large parcel of open sport and recreation land and very significant remnant bushland that must be preserved. Now, I want the State Government and the Council that I’m a member of to enter into good faith negotiations to reach reasonable terms for the acquisition of these parcels of parkland and bushland. 


Now, that in my view has many options. That might be a sum of money. That might be a small amount, it might be a larger amount, but we have heard time and time again from this LNP Administration about how important that land is at Carseldine, and now we want to see them do the right thing and protect this land. Other options may include negotiating that the State retains ownership but it is handed over in trust to Council to manage. 


This is a common solution in Brisbane City Council. For example, South Bank, Roma Street, and in my ward, Graceville Memorial Park and Yeronga Memorial Park. There are numerous ways we can engage in good faith negotiations with the State Government. Failure to even discuss, to nominate officers to discuss the terms, is unacceptable. That is political game playing, and that is not appropriate. The residents of Brisbane expect the levels of government to work together on good outcomes, not play politics. The fact that there’s a Council election coming up, and then a State election, shouldn’t be a reason that important land in my ward and in other wards—Councillor GRIFFITHS’ and even Councillor HAMMOND’s, or I think it’s over in her area—isn’t protected.


Good faith negotiations is what I am asking for. I think that that’s something that the LNP—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—have stood up here today and said—

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

AYES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

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

Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	37/2019-20

At that time, 4.01pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors locked.
Council stood adjourned at 4.03pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back. 

I’ll now draw Councillors’ attention to the item, the Establishment and Coordination Committee report.

LORD MAYOR.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS:

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 29 July 2019, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes. Thank you, Mr Chair. First of all, I’d like to address a couple of issues that have occurred in this meeting or have been raised in this meeting. In particular, the attempts by both the Labor Opposition and the so-called independent Councillor, to prop up the State budget—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
A point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
You’ve been very clear, Mr Chairman, that you’re not supposed to be rude about Councillors’ titles. I am an independent and have been since 2011, and the LORD MAYOR knows that quite well.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Look, my apologies to Councillor JOHNSTON. I know you work very, very closely with Councillor GRIFFITHS and you put the words into his mouth and so there’s an appearance that sometimes confuses me, but, yes, that’s okay.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That’s both imputing motive and offensive. It’s—

LORD MAYOR:
But true.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
But true.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
If I could make a point of order on that ground too, I would, but it is imputing motive to imply that I am suggesting what another Councillor says, and I’d ask that it’s withdrawn.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

LORD MAYOR, will you withdraw that comment?

LORD MAYOR:
Yes. So, Mr Chair, the activities by the Opposition and Councillor JOHNSTON, which are aimed at one thing only, that is, propping up the failing State Labor budget—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
Propping up the budget—

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

LORD MAYOR:
—of the State Government—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
It has been noted.

LORD MAYOR:
—are just extraordinary, because we know who they’re going in to bat for. They’re going in to bat for the Labor State Government, not for the ratepayers of Brisbane. What they are saying we should do is buy land that is already owned by the people of Brisbane and the people of Queensland. What they fail to acknowledge is that Minister Dick’s recent letter—and how many times have we seen cases where the Labor Party immediately gets letter from a Minister?

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Sometimes even before we do. So this is a letter that was sent Friday last week and Councillor GRIFFITHS is waving it around. I’d like him to explain when he got that letter. What time exactly did he get that letter and where did he get it from? Because—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—Councillor CUMMING—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
The LORD MAYOR is referring directly to Councillor GRIFFITHS, not—which he’s not allowed to do under the Standing Orders. He needs to direct his comments through you.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor GRIFFITHS, I’ll be interested to know when he got that letter, where he got it from, because we know that basically the State Government is embedded in the Labor team down here. They even employ Ministers’ sons in their office—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—so they are working together very closely for purely political reasons. We know that everything they do is political and it’s not based in the interests of the people of Brisbane, but in the Labor party’s interest. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
They’re constantly running defence for their mates up on George Street. When I wrote to Minister Dick, what I said is that Council will consider purchasing this land that we’ve referred to earlier on one condition: that he confirms it is the State Government’s intention to sell the land for development. I made this point very clear. Because there’s no point protecting land that is in Government ownership that is intended to stay in Government ownership.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So why are we going to have discussion about Council buying land from the State Government that they don’t have any intention on selling? That would be really not a good use of ratepayers’ money. To suggest that the only way this land could be protected from themselves is for the State Government to sell it to Council is just a ludicrous argument.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So we ask the simple question or I ask the simple question of the Minister. Do you intend to sell the land for development? In the letter, which was sent through to Councillor GRIFFITHS and myself, he did not answer that question. It was a simple question. Instead, it’s a weasel-worded response saying, why won’t you negotiate?

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, answer the question and then we can negotiate. If you say that you are going to sell the land for development, then there is a real risk of the land being bulldozed, being sold to private developers and for that bushland to be lost. But if you have no intention of selling that land, then it can stay as it is. Simple. It’s in Government ownership, it’s in public ownership. So this is why we’re not going to tolerate the games and the urgency motions put forward, because the Minister needs to answer that question now and be upfront about what their plans are for the land. 


We have a really proud record of protecting bushland and buying it all across the city where we’re trying to protect it from imminent risk of development. That record is the most extensive record that any administration has ever had when it comes to buying bushland. The amount that we have invested into this exceeds any administration by a factor of many. But you know what? We’d actually like to see that money directed to blocks of land that are at imminent risk of development as opposed to publicly owned land, which should stay publicly‑owned land. 


So once the Minister answers that simple question—are you proposing to sell the land for development—then we can talk. I’ve said that from—I’m more than happy to negotiate if the answer is yes. But he won’t bring himself to admit that by the looks of it, because he won’t admit the State Government is in the middle of a massive fire sale of every asset they can possibly find.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
We heard about the Rode Road land. They’ve been doing this for a long time, flogging off parcels of land across the city and they don’t care whether it has bushland on it. They—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—are keen to flog it off. Now, you know what? If they’re doing that, fine, just admit it. Admit it and we will talk to them. We will negotiate, because we want to see this land protected. But don’t send back this weasel-worded response, flick it to your mates in Council first or at the same time for political reasons, and then play these silly games. We want to see the land protected. It should be protected right now in public ownership. We want to determine whether it is still protected or whether they are going to sell it or not before we commit ratepayer funds. 

I also just wanted to respond to Councillor CUMMING’s question about the zipline earlier, because I didn’t have the information to hand. I have since gone back and checked. I can say that I made a statement in this place on 14 May and I also issued a media statement on 16 May about the costs associated with that project, and those statements are correct and the situation has not changed. So the claims that Councillor CUMMING made that there indeed had been higher costs are not correct. They are not correct. 

Now, I have since gone back and worked out what happened here. Now, Councillor CUMMING is either being deliberately mischievous or he doesn’t understand the process. But, no, his claim was not correct and the statement that I’ve previously made here was correct. 

I also wanted to respond further to Councillor SRI’s comments about—or question about homelessness, asking what Council’s doing. Once again, I want to highlight the things that we are doing and I want to confirm the things that we won’t be doing. 

So we will continue to provide Homeless Connect, bringing together businesses, community groups, residents and also members of our homeless community to provide that medical support, legal advice, haircuts, food, toiletries, housing referrals, support. We will also continue to provide support for our Public Space Liaison Officers, the people that are on the streets day and night talking with people who are homeless, making sure that they know that they can get access to support and helping to put them in touch with that support. They’re out there every day doing that. 


They’re out there and they are often accompanied by members of community organisations who are providing that support. We will continue to do that on the streets. We will continue to operate the Red Cross Night Café—

Councillor SRI:
A point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—which has been an ongoing—

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

LORD MAYOR:
—thing here in City Hall.

Councillor SRI:
Will the Mayor take a question about whether the number of Public Space Liaison Officers has kept up with the rising number of homeless people?

Chair:
Sorry. LORD MAYOR, will you take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
Well, I can answer that—I’m happy to answer that question, because I heard what the question was and—

Chair:
So I’ll take it that the question—although that’s not quite right, we’ll allow it to proceed as it is.

Councillor SRI:
Yes.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, I can say that we have provided additional resources just recently for those Public Space Liaison Officers to make sure that they can do their job to the best of their ability and to Council’s ability. We want to continue supporting those people who are out of the streets, providing and linking up homeless people with services and help. We will continue to support the community housing partnership programs, which provides crisis and transitional accommodation to people experiencing homelessness in Brisbane. 


We will continue to support the Brisbane Housing Company as well, which is a joint project between Queensland Government and Council and has over 1,600 units in Brisbane, with more in development all the time. But what we won’t be doing is engineering a big reduction in housing prices. We won’t be doing that. We won’t be doing that and what we won’t be doing is building large stocks of public housing. That is not Council’s responsibility. That is the State Government’s responsibility. 

Councillor SRI, as I’ve said before, there’s a big question mark here over your approach to private development in the community and public housing or public development. These are real questions which need to be answered. But, Mr Chair, we will continue to support the programs that are mentioned and we will continue to look for opportunities to do more as well. But we’re not about to impact on the property market in the way that Councillor SRI would like to see and we are not about to get into the business of building public housing.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

38/2019-20
At that point, the LORD MAYOR was granted an extension of time on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, seconded by Councillor Kate RICHARDS.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I’d also like to touch on an issue that came up recently that I’ve had a chance to have another look at also discuss with my colleagues and that is the issue of the fees associated with memorial parks at our cemeteries. This came up recently—I think it was in The Courier-Mail—and it is something that we’ve had a look at and had a discussion on. Councillors would be aware that there was a fee that had increased. 


The reason for that fee increasing was associated with the protection of our workers dealing with sandstone and stone masonry, because of the real and ongoing threat of silicosis. So there’s additional precautions that need to be taken. So there were increases applied to various categories that involve stonemasonry work or work with sandstone. In this case, we have reviewed the fee and I’ve asked the CEO to waive the fee that was raised in the media.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So that was something that we agreed on as a team as the right thing to do and it is—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—something that I think is a good outcome and something that I would really hate to think that anyone would try and play party politics with. On that line, I would say there is a way to get these things changed, if you’re genuine. That way, which is pretty much like when a Minister writes to me and also CCs the Opposition, because they’re playing political games. When you go to The Courier-Mail before you’ve actually raised it with the LORD MAYOR, what are your motives? 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
What are your motives? I could point to lots of examples of where a Labor Councillor has come to me saying: ‘Here’s an issue, are you aware of it? Are you going to do something about it?’ We’ve investigated the issue and we’ve made a decision. Then they’ve had a crack based on the response. Fair enough. That’s politics. That’s the business we’re in, but when you go to the media, but you haven’t actually raised it with the LORD MAYOR or the Administration, your motives have to be questioned. So I’d simply say there are ways to do these things. This is obviously a sensitive issue and emotive one.


They have raised a legitimate point, but they didn’t do it in the right way. So I’d simply say there are ways to get these things done. The way that you approached it probably wasn’t the best way, if you didn’t want to have your motives questioned. We have—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I’ve just been reflecting on something that the LORD MAYOR has said in his—

Chair:
Sorry. What’s the point of order?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Well, the point of order is I will seek a ruling from you about comments that the LORD MAYOR made earlier disparaging Brisbane City Council employees, namely an employee that works in a ward office, inferring that there was something wrong about employing someone because of who they are related to. I just wondered whether you would ask the LORD MAYOR to apologise for making disparaging comments about Brisbane City Council employees.

Chair:
Thanks, Councillor CASSIDY. That was some time ago. As all Councillors are aware, the Local Law does say that you can’t reflect negatively on a Council employee.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
No. I didn’t.

Chair
So I would say that being a staff member of a Labor Councillor and being a member of the Labor Party is not necessarily universally accepted as negative. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay. Thank you. Well, look, it’s interesting that Councillor CASSIDY—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order. A point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—has taken such offence to this.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
If that is your ruling, Mr Chair, I think you should go back and listen to the recording, because that’s not what the LORD MAYOR said. He made disparaging remarks about a Brisbane City Council employee and he’s an absolute coward if he won’t—

Chair:
Hang on. Whoa, whoa. 

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
No, you don’t get to—please maintain a level of decorum when you’re asking a person to behave a certain way. Please don’t call them names while you’re doing it.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes. Well, he’s the LORD MAYOR of this city, Mr Chair.

Chair:
So I understand the point you’ve made. I understand the point you’ve made. 


LORD MAYOR, a Councillor has invited a withdrawal of a comment that you’ve made earlier. Will you withdraw?

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. As I was saying before, it’s interesting that Councillor CASSIDY has taken offence, because I didn’t name anyone. I didn’t name any employee.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
He’s jumped up—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—do you know something I don’t, Councillor CASSIDY? Because you seem—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—to know a lot about this.

Chair:
No. No. No.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
I—

Chair:
No. No. No. We will maintain a standard in this place. No name calling. 

LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. I remember many times in this Chamber when the Labor Party has named—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—particular members of staff—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—particular members of staff—

Chair:
Sorry, LORD MAYOR. 


Point of order—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—in—

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

LORD MAYOR:
—Councillors’ offices or in the LORD MAYOR’s office—

Chair:
Sorry, LORD MAYOR. Yes, there was a point of order. 

Point of order to Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
I’d just seek your ruling. You invited the LORD MAYOR, Mr Chair, to withdraw that. I just want to know whether he’s refusing to. Every time I’ve been invited to withdraw a comment that a Councillor might have thought was offensive about a Brisbane City Council employee, I have withdrawn. I just wonder whether you will request that of the LORD MAYOR again.

Chair:
I appreciate the point you’re making and I will take the opportunity. 

LORD MAYOR, on that matter, an invitation has been issued to withdraw. Would you withdraw?

LORD MAYOR:
Look, I believe in the abundance of caution I will withdraw that comment, but I will simply point out that I remember multiple occasions where Labor Councillors have named members of staff—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—by name—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—by name and attacked them personally. So their so-called concern for Council employees didn’t extend in those cases to those individuals.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
We are talking about here political staffers. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
We are talking about political staffers here, so we know—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Brisbane City Council does not employee political staffers. We’re referring—

LORD MAYOR:
That’s good to know. That’s great to know.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay. All right.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
We are referring to Council employees and I just think that if the LORD MAYOR wants to continue down this route, it is just not appropriate to attack the children of politicians either.

Chair:
No. Come on. Okay. Thanks, everybody.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I just think we should stop.

Chair:
All right. This is not a point—Councillor JOHNSTON, this is not an opportunity to have a small debate about this topic. Please make—please, Councillors, when making a point of order, make the point you’re making—

LORD MAYOR:
I have withdrawn that comment.

Chair:
—make it brief and move quickly. 

LORD MAYOR.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
I have withdrawn that comment. I am going by—I’m pointing out the hypocrisy here, because we’ve now heard that apparently there’s no politics there. So could everyone put up their hand to say that no one in this room employs a staff member that’s a member of a political party?

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, you know what? You wouldn’t be invited into any political party, Councillor JOHNSTON. That’s the reality. No. You can’t get with anyone, so—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So the reality is there is a big element of hypocrisy here and I’m simply pointing out—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—the reality, which is there is a very—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—very close relationship between these people here and George Street, which is political in nature. I—go out on this street and ask anyone, is that a political relationship? They will say, of course it is. Of course it is. So all the evidence points to that. I’m simply—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—making a statement of reality or of fact. Anyway, moving on. As we continue to do, we continue to light up Council assets in support of great initiatives and causes and community events and celebrations in our community. I’m pleased to report that from today Victoria Bridge, the Story Bridge, Reddacliff Place and Brisbane City Hall will be lit up in red, purple and yellow in support of Multicultural Month. It was great to be part of the Multicultural Development Association’s citizenship ceremony on Sunday at The Gabba, welcoming in more than 40 new citizens through that fantastic local citizenship ceremony. 


On Wednesday and Thursday, Victoria Bridge, Story Park and Reddacliff Place will be lit in red to support Youngcare’s Brick by Brick campaign, which is spearheading positive and powerful change in the disability sector. Friday this week marks Red Nose Day and the Victoria and Story Bridges will be lit up in red to support that event and this year marks the 31st anniversary of the event and we know that many people in the community get behind that one. 


Finally, on Friday this week, Reddacliff Place and City Hall will be lit up in green to acknowledge the start of the Ekka, which is obviously a highlight of Brisbane’s calendar and a big part of what the community gets involved with in our city. Moving to the formal items. Item A is the major amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014 for universal housing. 


This is something that was announced as part of the budget; something that we are moving forward as part of not only the incentive to make sure there is more universal housing provided, but also to change the City Plan to lift the minimum standards, so that we can introduce more universal housing or more accessible housing across the community to meet the growing need that is out there. We know that the proportion of Brisbane residents aged over 60 grew from 16% in 2006 to 18% in 2016 and it’s expected to be more than 20% in 2029, so that’s a growing proportion of the community aged over 60. 


The fastest growing group of residents is actually the residents aged over 85. In addition, more than one in five of our residents are affected by some form of physical disability and over the coming decades, particularly as our population ages, it will become more common for people to experience some form of impairment or having a loved one experience some form of impairment. We’re taking action on this issue by introducing this—not only—these standards and also supporting the incentive I mentioned before to make sure that there is more housing that’s accessible for people across the community.


That is all about making sure we support not only people with a disability, but also people that are ageing in place to allow them to stay in their homes for longer. It is always sad to see—and I know that everyone across the city experiences this—an elderly resident gets to the point where they can no longer live in their own home, because they are either—they’re faced with things like stairs, they are faced with doorways that are too narrow. They are faced with showers that aren’t really accessible and the many, I guess, little inhibitions or little barriers in their daily life that make life difficult. 


So those sort of factors can force people out of their homes and this is not an ideal situation for anyone. Having people stay in their own homes for longer is a positive thing that we should all support and this is exactly what this City Plan amendment will help deliver. Items B and C are both procurement matters. Item B is landscape construction and associated services, including for minor landscaping construction, projects of less than $2 million, major landscaping projects of more than $2 million, fencing and fence repairs, minor design for landscape construction projects of less than $20,000 as well.


Also, in accordance with our Buy Local initiative, we’ve assigned a weighting of 20% for local benefit in this tender.
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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 to the Chamber. I am almost done and so I appreciate the extension. Item C is skid steer loading services for asphalt profiling. So this is effectively associated with our road resurfacing and reprofiling program, which is obviously carrying on right across the city. This is a replacement contract for a previous contract that will expire at the end of this financial year. The new contract seeks to provide a panel of providers or suppliers which allow Council to book providers on an as-need basis to support the delivery of projects within our road network resurfacing and paved road maintenance programs.


Now, finally, Item D is a submission for overseas travel for the DEPUTY MAYOR to attend the 2019 Smart China Expo in Chongqing from 24 to 29 August. This is travel to our sister city of Chongqing and it is a very important relationship and one that the City of Brisbane has continued to value. But it is also one that has been valued by Chongqing as well and we had Chongqing particularly visit Brisbane just recently for the Asia Pacific City Summit. At that summit, an invitation was made for us to send a senior representative across to Chongqing to participate in this expo.

They have also offered to cover the majority of the costs associated with that travel. So they are covering the cost of flights. They are covering the costs of accommodation. The costs listed in the submission are not necessarily going to be expended. They are—it’s inconsistent or consistent with Council policy. They are associated with some expenses related to travel which may or may not be taken up. 


Now, I understand in this case that the DEPUTY MAYOR will not be taking up the majority of these expenses, as she has—doesn’t need to go to travel doctors and doesn’t need to do various other things that you made need to do when travelling. I think in this case, the only cost that will be incurred will be about $275 associated with the cost of a visa. So it—I don’t think it will be $1,200. I think it will be $275, because the majority of these costs, flights and accommodation are covered by Chongqing. 


It is important that we support our sister city relationships and that should certainly be something that is bipartisan or non-political, because these sister city relationships have progressed across many different administrations and they are something that we should all support and invest in. It is no point having a sister city relationship unless you actually have those relationships of people between the cities, senior people between the cities, making those exchanges. So I commend the submissions to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Chair. Chair, in relation to item A, we’re generally supportive. I’m interested to see how it works out in terms of whether the new layout of houses will be required for—perhaps all new houses or new units or whatever or I assume that’s what will be the proposal. Then, of course, the concern would be that how much that’s going to cost, I guess, but, generally, look, it’s a good idea. I know government policy is to encourage people to stay in their own homes as long as they can. 


My own mother’s in that stage of life and there’s plenty of government assistance for having houses cleaned, taking people shopping or doing the shopping for them, handyperson jobs, et cetera, so it’s a—this fits in with that and I think it’s a great thing. In relation to item B and C, we’re supportive of those two procurement items. In relation to item D, the only question we’ve got is—we don’t oppose that the trip away. 


The only question we’ve got is that I assume Councillor ADAMS is not going by herself, so whether there’s other Council staff going with her and whether their costs—what their costs would be or whether the sister city is paying for most of their costs as well, I just—I’d be interested to know that. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. Chair, I rise to speak on items B and C. Item B is the Stores Board submission for significant contracting plan for landscape construction and associated services. This new arrangement will allow Council to continue to deliver important work to develop, enhance and maintain Brisbane’s open and green spaces, which contribute so importantly to the character of our city. An important consideration in undertaking this work is ensuring that Council delivers spaces which are inclusive, accessible, environmentally sustainable, visually appealing and sensitive to the built and urban environment. 


Council does have some internal capacity and capability to provide services to achieve these works. However, for the majority of works, Council obtains these services through two existing corporate procurement arrangements. Council’s procurement arrangement for landscape construction services includes hard landscaping works such as shelters, tennis rebound walls, cricket pitches, picnic node construction, retaining wall and soft landscaping works, such as garden bed construction, planting and simple drainage. 


This procurement arrangement currently consists of 13 suppliers and is due to expire on 30 April 2020. Council’s procurement arrangement for fencing services is for installation of new fencing and the repair of existing fencing. This procurement arrangement currently consists of four suppliers and is due to expire on 30 July 2020. As the LORD MAYOR explained, this new contract seeks to merge two existing corporate procurement arrangements to form a single procurement arrangement with four new categories. 


Minor landscape construction projects of less than $2 million, major landscape construction projects of more than $2 million, fencing and fence repairs, minor design for landscape construction projects of less than $20,000. The new arrangement will aim to contain a mix of smaller and larger suppliers, where larger suppliers will be able to deliver turnkey projects and small suppliers offering a diverse range of limited services such as planting and garden beds, minor construction works or operate in specific geographic regions. 


Turning to item C, which is the Stores Board submission, a significant contracting plan for skid steer services for asphalt profiling. The majority of skid steer profiling in the commercial asphalt industry is outsourced to highly skid steer operators with the specialty asphalt profiling attachments. Council has conducted analysis over the years that has demonstrated it to be more economical to hire than versus our own and operate internally. 


The road profiling attachments to the skid steers are specialty equipment that are prone to damage and high maintenance costs, if not cared for by the skid steer operator. The contract is for the provision of skid steer loaders, with specialty road profiling attachment and other accessories for use within our profiling and paving crews conducting road maintenance and resurfacing. 


This is a replacement contract for previous period contracts that will expire at the end of the 2019-20 financial year. Chair, I’d just like to thank the officers who have been involved in this procurement process for doing the excellent job that they always do and recommend it to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON. 
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. I rise to speak on items A and D and—

Seriatim - Clause D
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause D, OVERSEAS TRAVEL – 2019 SMART CHINA EXPO IN CHONGQING, PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Just firstly on item A, I certainly support the preparation of an amendment and I’m interested to see where the LNP goes with this. I do not want to see it become another example of corporate welfare, if infrastructure charges are subsidised for major commercial retirement operators or related companies. 


There are very large, profitable retirement village providers who work in this space and this Administration has already given them a lot of subsidies in previous years and I am just hoping that this is going to relate solely to design standards and there will not be further commercial corporate subsidies that are attached to this amendment, because I’m not sure that some of these big, commercial operators are doing the right thing by their residents and I would have great concerns if we go down that route for a second time. 


So I reserve my judgment on that item and I certainly support looking at design standards and what we’ve put in our City Plan and any related amendments to look at lifting the standards of design, but not for for-profit commercial retirement or housing providers. With respect to item D, crikey, Councillor ADAMS is off overseas yet again. Now, if I was Councillor ALLAN, I’d be very cranky that Councillor ADAMS has got another overseas trip. 


I used to think it was attached to being the Finance Chairperson, but, no, apparently it’s just Councillor ADAMS that gets to go overseas pretty much all the time. It’s quite interesting. She’s numerous trips and here she is off again. I note the LORD MAYOR’s very earnest, but not believable promise that it won’t cost the ratepayers anything. But we know Councillor ADAMS likes her taxis. Second-highest—

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
It has been noted. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
We know Councillor ADAMS likes her taxis. Second-highest spender in this administration on taxis, so hopefully she’s going to get dropped to the airport by a friend or her husband or a child. I don’t know if they’re old enough to drive yet, but otherwise there will be parking expenses or there’ll be a taxi fee. Then I presume she’s going to waive the incidental daily amount of money she’s entitled to while she’s away and she won’t make a claim for anything upon her return and there won’t be any costs attached to that. 


I presume that she doesn’t need to go to the travel doctor, because she’s already been so many times before. So I’d be a little bit concerned, if I was Councillor ALLAN, that he’s missing out, because the hot seat’s always been the Finance Chair, but now it turns out all the international travel is just attached to one Councillor, and that’s Councillor ADAMS. 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
The really interesting thing is if there were any expenses, I’d be querying whether it’s going to come out of her Chair’s allowance, where she gets an extra—what is it—$30,000 a year? Or whether Council’s just going to pay for it, because it’s overseas travel, so she can maximise her expenditure of the Chair’s allowance. But I certainly would be a little bit concerned about Councillor ADAMS going on another overseas trip. I think she’s probably going to miss Council too. She’s going to be away from Council, so that’s really interesting. 


China’s more important than being here and the matters of the city. Next time she stands up and say that we’re not interested in the matters of the city over this side, I’ll remember her jet setting ways while she’s over in China having a good time on Tuesday 20-something of August. Smart China Expo. Excellent. Fantastic use of your time. I would be—I mean, it’s not up to me to remind her she’s sitting in one of the most marginal wards in Brisbane. 


I guess she’s made that decision that that’s less important than her overseas junket and I just will say on the record, as I have with Councillor ADAMs’ other travel, I don’t support it. I won’t be voting for it. If I’m the only one, that’s fine, but I absolutely do not support the way this Administration doles out trips specifically to Councillor ADAMS. That also concerns me, because I read an article recently. The only person who spends more on taxis in this place—

Councillor HOWARD:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yes. Point of order.

Councillor HOWARD:
I don’t believe that that’s in this report.

Chair:
Yes. Look, Councillor JOHNSTON, you’ve spent a lot of time talking about your feelings about one other individual in this room and it appears that you’re going to start talking about another person who’s not named or mentioned in this report. Can I please ask you to keep comments—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes.

Chair:
—relevant and on topic—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well—

Chair:
—to the matters in the report that’s in front of you.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Thank you. I’ll just draw your attention to this issue—that the report says that the reason that it is Councillor ADAMS that’s going is because she’s the person with responsibility for international affairs. But I know there’s another Councillor in this place that thinks they’re responsible for international affairs and—

Councillor HOWARD:
Point of order, Mr Chair. That is not—

Chair:
Yes. Point of order.

Councillor HOWARD:
—an accurate statement.

Chair:
Yes. 

Councillor interjecting. 
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, you’ve taken a lot of liberties in this. I’ve allowed a lot of liberties. If your intention is just to criticise another person, I can ask you to refrain from that instinct and just keep to the matters in front of you, please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, I definitely am just seeking clarity. Perhaps Councillor ADAMS will hop and explain after I’m finished, but the documents here before us today do say that she is the Councillor with responsibility for international affairs and I just know that there is another Councillor in this place who feels that that’s her responsibility—

Councillor TOOMEY:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yes. Point of order to you, Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Again, this is coming back to the relevance of the report, Chair.

Chair:
I’ve asked Councillor JOHNSTON to be relevant and proportionate on three separate occasions. 

So I’ll ask again, please be relevant to the report in front of you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. I’m referring to paragraph 74 of the report on page 15, if anybody wants to follow along with me, and it’s only going to take me minute and then I’ll sit down. But my point is the report is telling us today that it is Councillor ADAMS that has responsibility for international affairs. But my concern is there’s another Councillor in this place who feels that—

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Mr Chair, the Councillor is wilfully disobeying your ruling and I ask you to sit her down.

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN, I’ve asked her to—I’ve asked the Councillor to keep her comments within a specific range. At this point, they are within that range and I will allow this to continue. However, I will take the opportunity to once again say courtesy is important, respect for other individuals in this place is important and, please, can the Councillor keep her topics relevant to the report. Please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. Back to paragraph 74, page 15. It’s Councillor ADAMS, that is, in accordance with this report, responsible for international affairs on behalf of this administration, but I believe that there is another Councillor in this place who believes she is responsible for international affairs. I feel very concerned that she’s been left out and I’m not sure why you wouldn’t send a distinguished Councillor like that off.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Again, this comes back to relevance. I don’t believe whichever Councillor Councillor JOHNSTON is referring to is actually in the report.

Chair:
I understand what you’ve saying. I’ve brought the Councillor back on relevance on four or five occasions. I think that—as I’ve said, I’ve reminded her on numerous occasions to be courteous and relevant. I take this opportunity again to remind her of those things and, Councillor JOHNSTON, please remind—keep your comments courteous and relevant to the report in front of you. Please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I am. It’s only proposed that Councillor ADAMS is the person who is sent overseas. The idea of this place in a democratic chamber is we debate whether or not we think that’s a good idea. Now I’ve said very clearly on the record I don’t think it is a good idea. I’m outlining all my reasons for why I don’t think that’s a good idea. I’m pointing out that I am personally aware of another Councillor who goes about in the community claiming that she is responsible for international relations. I’m just thinking she’s probably feeling a little bit left out.


I guess there’s something going on here because I’ve been interrupted, what, five times now, in simply making the point I don’t think Councillor ADAMS should be going. I am a bit concerned that there’s another Councillor out there who claims even publicly that she’s got a lot of responsibilities in the multicultural communities and that’s why she spends the money that she spends. So I’m just trying to work out whether it’s Councillor ADAMS as this report says, that’s responsible for international affairs or whether it’s another Councillor.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. I just rise to enter the debate on item A which is the major amendment to the Brisbane City Plan 2014 to introduce universal housing as the guideline—as the silver standard of universal housing as the guideline for new developments in the city for multiple unit dwellings, rooming accommodation and a number of other uses, Mr Chair. This is a very important day for Brisbane City Council. We are making a statement as a Council about the standard of housing and the diversity of housing that we would like to see across our city.


We all know that there is a significant ageing proportion of our population, Mr Chair, but also we have a significant proportion of our population that has some form of disability as well. Mr Chair, I think it is a lived experience probably for each and every one of us in this place and indeed each and every family across this city where they have had to, through either an ageing parent, a grandparent, a family member who has suffered some form of injury or diagnosis of a disability through the course of their life, Mr Chair, make tough decisions about how they house and where they are able to house and live in this city.


Mr Chair, this amendment to City Plan will help provide more diversity and more choice for those people facing that challenge across our city. It will sit with, as the LORD MAYOR talked about and as was announced as part of the budget, an incentive program to actually encourage people to build more housing that meets the gold standard of the liveable housing guidelines, Mr Chair, set out by the peak national bodies. We have had speakers in this Chamber talk to us about the plight of individuals in our own city who have struggled to find accommodation that meets their needs.


As I said it is a lived experience. It is a challenge that my family faced when my grandmother, who had macular degeneration and osteoporosis, had to find a house that was suitable to move her out of her two storey home into a house that was suitable for her ageing state and her conditions that she had. It’s a lived experience, Mr Chair, that I had myself when my father was diagnosed with prostate cancer and then bone cancer and how you actually retrofit an existing dwelling and where you actually are able to accommodate people who are suffering as well without taking them completely out of their communities, Mr Chair.


So this is a very real challenge. It is something that is important that this Council does. We are a leader in this space, Mr Chair, in amending our own City Plan to say that the new guidelines, the new standard that we want to see dwellings being built across this city, is to that silver standard. It won’t be mandatory though. So part of the work that we’ll be doing as part of this amendment will be engaging with the State Government to amend the Queensland Building Code as well.


Because we’re serious about tackling this issue, if we’re serious about providing housing diversity and meeting the needs of our ageing population and some of the most vulnerable in our communities, Mr Chair, then it is not just this Council that needs to act, but it is indeed the State Government and every local government across this state, Mr Chair, so that people in their hour of need, in the time when they need to find accommodation that meets their changing circumstances can do that, Mr Chair, and can’t just do it in aged care facilities because there is no point.


As we know from the experience of Youngcare that putting young people who have a disability because there’s no other accommodation available to them anywhere else in the city, into nursing homes or into aged care facilities with older people who have significant ailments, doesn’t work for those young people. That’s why Youngcare has been so successful, Mr Chair. That’s why I am so proud to be standing here and supporting this amendment to City Plan because I know that it is going to respond to a great need in our city, Mr Chair. It’s also leading the way when it comes to tackling this great issue, not just here in Brisbane, but across the state.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor HUANG.

Councillor HUANG:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item D of the E&C Report on Brisbane’s attendance in 2019 Smart China Expo in Chongqing, China. Mr Chair, I would like to start by commending and congratulating DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor ADAMS, for taking on the arduous duty of attending the 2019 Smart China Expo on behalf of Brisbane City Council to one of our sister cities, Chongqing. The attendance of this expo is important to Brisbane. 

It is of twofold importance in attending this expo. Mr Chair, Chongqing is one of Brisbane’s sister cities since the agreement was signed in 2005. The Vice Chairwoman of Chongqing, Madame Tan Jialing, led a delegation to attend the 2019 Asia Pacific Cities Summit (2019APCS) and Mayors’ Forum which was recently held in Brisbane from 7 July to 10 July this year. The LORD MAYOR has also held a courtesy call with Madam Tan Jialing and her delegation as part of this event. As one of our valued sister cities and an active participant of the Asia Pacific Cities Summit it is important that we continue to foster our friendship with Chongqing.


Mr Chair, Chongqing is one of the four special cities holding the same status as Beijing and Shanghai with a population of 30 million people, and is directly responsible to China’s central government. The leadership of the city is a member of China’s powerful standing committee of Politburo. It is important for us to keep a strong connection and friendship to strengthen every aspect of our sister city relationship. The Smart China Expo is jointly organised by China’s Ministry of Science and Technology, Ministry of Industry and Information Technology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Chinese Academy of Engineering, China Association for Science and Technology and the Chongqing Municipal People’s Government.


The first Smart China Expo was held in August 2018 in Chongqing. Chongqing has been chosen as the permanent home of this event. The 2019 Smart China Expo will follow the theme of last year’s event: Smart Technology: Empowering Economy, Enriching Life, and will include topics such as big data, smart city management, digital economy as well as a mayors’ forum. Mr Chair, many of these themes are complementing the topics discussed in the recent Asia Pacific Cities Summit. It is important for us to share our experiences on the world stage and continue to search and work on how to make our city of tomorrow better than our city of today.


I understand the host, Chongqing’s Municipal People’s Government, is generously covering for the airfare, accommodation and on-ground travel expenses. I believe it is very fitting for Councillor ADAMS to attend in her senior role as the DEPUTY MAYOR and the chair for the relevant portfolios which will show the host our respect and the seriousness we take on our sister city relationship. Mr Chair, I would like to conclude by, once again, commending Councillor ADAMS for representing Brisbane City Council in this important international event that will further strengthen our sister city relationship and Brisbane’s international status.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak briefly on item D, the DEPUTY MAYOR’s trip to the Smart China Expo. Just to expand on what Councillor HUANG has said in this Chamber, we all know the economic benefits that accrue to this city from our sister city relationships over the years, and certainly since we’ve started these missions. Since 2011 we’ve had more than $1 billion of economic benefit from the missions and trips we’ve taken overseas. The APCS which was recently conducted was yet another outstanding example of the collaboration we have with our sister cities. So the value in undertaking these trips is undoubted.


The global economy and getting bang for your buck is very, very competitive. We need to engage with these sister cities. We need to travel if we’re going to maintain our relationships and benefit the economy of Brisbane. Now the trip to Chongqing will expose us to not only delegates and our friends from our sister cities but also a wide group of businesses there who wish to have economic activity with Australia and, in particular, Brisbane. So the doors are open there for us to really increase the amount of international trade that we have with this city.


Now in answer to Councillor CUMMING’s point, yes, Councillor ADAMS will be accompanied by the International Relations and Multicultural Affairs Manager. Her arrangements are similar to Councillor ADAMS in that airfares, accommodation and on-ground travel will be covered by our sister city, Chongqing. Now, to the points that Councillor JOHNSTON made. If ever there was a case for why you would not want her sitting on the Administration benches I think it was evident today. Get this, she says: ‘I’m worried about the costs of this trip’.


We are going to get a trip that is not only going to result in very, very significant economic benefit for this city, but we’re going to get it at a fraction of the cost that it would otherwise cost. As I mentioned, Chongqing are paying for the airfares, the accommodation, on-ground travel. Our contribution, our cost is likely to be several hundred dollars. Now, clearly Councillor JOHNSTON—
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN—Councillor JOHNSTON, I have named you on five occasions and have formally warned you against interjecting. Please consider this the final warning. 

I have read the form of words that would allow me to exclude you from the meeting. I will not be doing that at this time, but please consider that this is your sixth named warning tonight. 

Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
So if Councillor JOHNSTON was sitting on the Administration benches not only would we not be taking up an offer that was worth many thousands of dollars for just a few hundred dollars, we wouldn’t be going. The economic benefit would be lost. What a nonsense. It’s very, very difficult to actually fathom the way she thinks on these things. This is a great opportunity for us. I think that we would be absolutely—we would neglect the economic benefits that will accrue to this city if we didn’t take this trip. I commend the trip to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, LORD MAYOR. 

LORD MAYOR? 

All right, we will now move to voting on items A through C—on items A through C. 
Clauses A, B and C put

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

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause D of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Johnston SRI immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 24 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES, The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.

NOES: 2 -
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
MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – UNIVERSAL HOUSING


152/160/1218/419

40/2019-20

1.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.
2.
Council is committed to delivering on the actions contained in Brisbane’s Future Blueprint. Amendments are required (the proposed amendment) to be made to Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to achieve the following principle and action from Brisbane’s Future Blueprint. 

-
Principle: Give people more choice when it comes to housing

-
Action 01: Facilitate a wide range of housing types and sizes to cater for all Brisbane residents.
3.
The proportion of Brisbane residents aged over 60 grew from 16% in 2006 to 18% in 2016, and is expected to be more than 20% by 2029. The fastest growing group of residents are those over the age of 85. In addition, one in five people are affected by some type of physical disability. Over the coming decades, as the population ages, it will become more common for people to experience some form of personal impairment, or that of a loved one.
4.
Council is considering options to increase the number of dwellings in Brisbane that are designed to be easier to access, navigate and live in to meet the changing needs of occupants across their lifetimes. To further explore this, it is proposed to investigate an amendment to the planning scheme to support the delivery of universal housing, which includes the necessary design elements to achieve Livable Housing Australia’s Silver level performance rating. This rating is based on the Livable Housing Design Guidelines published by Livable Housing Australia.
5.
The process for amending the planning scheme is set out in the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) and under section 20 of the Planning Act 2016. In accordance with the Guideline, the proposed amendment will be a major amendment.
6.
Should Council decide to proceed with the proposed amendment, it will be prepared in accordance with the Guideline.  
7.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.
8.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution
DRAFT RESOLUTION TO MAKE A MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 TO ENCOURAGE THE DELIVERY OF UNIVERSAL HOUSING
As Council:

(i)
decides, pursuant to section 16.1 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) made under section 17 of the Planning Act 2016, to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 to encourage the delivery of universal housing (the proposed amendment),

then Council:

(i)
directs, that the proposed amendment be prepared pursuant to section 16.4 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline.

ADOPTED

B
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR LANDSCAPE CONSTRUCTION AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES
165/830/179/667

41/2019-20

9.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.
10.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 16 July 2019.
11.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.
12.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence].

Purpose
13.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) in the form of a panel arrangement for Landscape Construction and Associated Services for an initial term of three years with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years, for a maximum term of five years.

Background/business case

14.
Brisbane’s open and green spaces are major contributors to the city’s liveability. Developing, enhancing and maintaining these spaces aims to deliver inclusive and accessible environments that are environmentally sustainable, visually appealing and sensitive to the built and urban environment. To achieve these outcomes, Council obtains a range of services from suppliers and contractors, including services through two existing CPAs:

-
CPA 510217 – Panel arrangement for the provision of Landscape Construction Services

-
CPA 510261 – Panel arrangement for the provision of Fencing Services.
15.
The services provided to Council through the CPA for Landscape Construction Services include the following.

-
Hard landscaping services such as shelters, tennis rebound walls, cricket pitches, picnic node construction and retaining walls.

-
Soft landscaping services such as garden bed construction, planting and simple drainage.
16.
The services provided to Council through the CPA for Fencing Services include the supply and installation of fencing and the repair of existing fencing.
17.
Council also undertakes park improvement projects which can include hard and soft landscaping, fencing and playgrounds.
18.
Size, scope, specifications and site constraints vary from project to project. For these reasons, panels of this nature generally do not include pricing. Value for money is driven by seeking competitive quotations from panel participants for each project individually.

Policy and other considerations
19.
Is there an existing CPA/contract for these goods/services/works?

Yes, there are two CPAs as outlined below. 

CPA 510217 – Panel Arrangement for Landscape Construction Services, which commenced on 1 May 2015 and expires on 30 April 2020, with the following suppliers:

-
Augusta Landscape Constructions Pty Ltd


-
Boyds Bay Landscaping Pty Ltd

-
Brisbane Landscape Pty Ltd

-
Dig It Landscapes Pty Ltd

-
Edwards and Pittman Landscape Concepts Pty Ltd

-
Les Varga trading as L & K Landscapes

-
Lagoona Landscape Supplies Pty Ltd

-
Logan Landscapes Pty Ltd

-
Maybuilt Pty Ltd 

-
Naturform Pty Ltd

-
P & L Landscaping Pty Ltd

-
The Landscape Construction Company Pty Ltd

-
Tuff Yards Pty Ltd.

CPA 510261 – Panel Arrangement for Fencing Services, which commenced on 31 July 2015 and expires on 30 July 2020, with the following suppliers:

-
Origin Fencing Pty Ltd

-
Fencewright Qld Pty Ltd

-
B.A Peters & S.R Peters & Others (Partnership) trading as B&D Fencing Pty Ltd

-
Colemans Group (Aust) Pty Ltd.
20.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

Yes, Council does have some internal capacity and capability. These arrangements will supplement internal capacity and provide additional specialist capability.
21.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No
22.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Yes. The specification places emphasis on Zero Harm and QA, particularly regarding site work practices and supply and handling of landscape supplies. Most service providers are expected to be based in South East Queensland, and local benefits, including the number of jobs supported by the services, will be considered as part of the evaluation criteria.
23.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

No

Market analysis

24.
The landscape construction services industry, which could be considered a sub-category of the broader construction industry, includes more than 10,000 suppliers, both large and small. There is no one dominant supplier, or even a group of dominant suppliers.
25.
The larger suppliers typically have the capability to deliver complete turn-key projects, including investigation and design, earthworks, construction of structures, drainage and minor road construction, supply and maintenance of trees and plants, and supply and installation of equipment and fittings such as fencing, playground equipment and signage. The smaller suppliers tend to provide a more limited range of services, specialising in services such as soft landscaping (e.g. planting and garden beds) or minor construction (e.g. low retaining walls, paths, etc.), or operate in specific geographic regions.
26.
Annual revenue for the industry is in the $3 to $5 billion range with annual percentage growth typically in the single digit range. The biggest markets for the industry are Queensland, New South Wales and Victoria.

Procurement strategy and activity plan

27.

	Procurement objective:
	To procure Landscape Construction and Associated Services in a way that complies with the Sound Contracting Principles set out in section 103(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 and provides the most advantageous outcome for Council.

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

	Title of contract:
	Landscape Construction and Associated Services

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a CPA, in the form of a panel arrangement, which will include separate categories for:

-
Landscape construction – minor (less than $2 million)

-
Landscape construction – major ($2 million plus)

-
Fencing and fence repairs

-
Minor design for landscape construction (less than $20,000).  

The broad strategy is to merge the two current CPAs to form a single panel arrangement with new categories for minor design‑only jobs and major landscape construction projects. Works may include hard and soft landscape construction, and can be construct-only or design and construct. Larger work packages may be whole-of-park improvement projects, including components such as planting and playground equipment.  

	Process to be used:
	Request for Proposals (RFP) 

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

	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	Offers are to be sought publicly via Council’s supplier portal. 


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


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

	Part offers:
	Part offers will be considered. Tenderers may provide a proposal for one or more categories. 

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will not be considered

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	Council’s standard Construction Works Panel Arrangement contract. The arrangement includes a provision that allows Council to add further participants to the panel if needed. Any additions to the panel will be approved by submission to the Chief Procurement Officer, Strategic Procurement Office (SPO), Organisational Services (OS). The arrangement also includes Council contract standards that are utilised for jobs/work under the panel.

While the Landscape Construction – major category is expected to accommodate significant projects, the arrangement does provide the flexibility for Council to publicly tender.

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

	Insurance requirements:
	-
Workers’ compensation as per legislated requirements.

-
Public liability of $20 million per occurrence and in the aggregate.

-
Product liability of $20 million per occurrence and in the aggregate.

-
Motor vehicle insurance including supplementary bodily injury of $20 million.

	Price basis:
	The CPA will not include a schedule of rates. Pricing will be sought via competitive quotations from the panel for each project. However, indicative hourly rates (inclusive of overheads) for key resources will be considered during the commercial element of the evaluation.  

	Price adjustment:
	Not applicable

	Liquidated damages:
	If and when required, liquidated damages will be reflected in the respective contracts made under the CPA.

	Security for the contract:
	Not applicable 

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	Defects liability provisions are addressed in the contract standard to be used under the panel arrangement. 

	Other strategy elements: 
	In order to maximise the response to the RFP and streamline the evaluation, a publicly advertised tender briefing session is to be held prior to release of the tender.
In addition, to minimise tendering costs tenderers will only be requested to provide any contract non-compliances for the contract standards applicable to the category they are tendering for.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Obtaining a schedule of rates pricing was considered for elements of the CPA, however, as projects are almost exclusively quoted each time, it was considered little benefit would be derived from pre-agreed nominal rates. The cost of managing, renegotiation and administration of any rates is considered to outweigh any benefits obtained. In addition, when seeking lump sum pricing for projects, rates for any potential variations can be sought.   



Anticipated Schedule
28.
Pre-market approval:

6 August 2019

Date of release to market:

9 August 2019

Tender closing:


30 August 2019

Evaluation completion:

14 October 2019

Contract prepared:

16 October 2019

Post-market approval:

3 December 2019

Contract commencement:

1 May 2020

Budget
29.
Estimated total expenditure under this CPA/contract (including any options):

Expenditure under the two current CPAs is approximately $9.88 million per annum, which equates to $49.4 million over the potential five-year term of the arrangement. Two additional categories are proposed for the new arrangement which may significantly increase expenditure under the arrangement.
30.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA/contract? 

Establishing the CPA will not commit Council to any purchases. Funding is only required when an appropriately delegated Council officer approves entering into a contract made under the CPA. Funding is available in Council’s current and forward financial year approved budgets.
31.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):

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

32.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:
	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Financial risks

	Price increases outside of market rates
	Medium
	-
Each project to be competitively tendered from the panel.  
	Council and contractor 

	Operational risks

	Quality of product or service
	Medium
	-
Requirements for the services, design, installation and maintenance must be clearly defined in the project brief or specifications and meet relevant standards.
	Council and contractor

	Delivery and performance
	Medium
	-
Evaluation of quotations and the management of project deliverables by the relevant project managers.

-
Use of contractor performance reports and key performance indicator reviews. 
	Council

	Management of the contract and sub‑contractors
	Medium
	-
Roles and responsibilities clearly detailed in the contract management plan and clearly articulated at the commencement of the arrangement.
	Council and contractor

	Contamination or other environmental risks
	Medium
	-
Successful tenderers will be required to maintain a certified environmental management system in accordance with legislative requirements.
	Council and contractor

	Risk of business discontinuity/failure (supplier may become financially insolvent or shed segment resources)
	Low
	-
Evaluation of financial viability, staff and business continuity.

-
Ensure adequate number of panel members under the arrangement.
	Council

	Contractual risk

	Insurance
	Low
	-
Panel members to maintain the level of insurance specified in the contract.
	Council


33.
Is this contract listed as a ‘critical contract’ requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council? 

No
Tender evaluation
34.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
has an active ABN

-
has the minimum required insurance or committed to obtaining the insurances if successful

-
has a satisfactory response relating to legislative compliance (e.g. fair work, safety, environmental)

-
Compliance to Council’s standard contract terms and conditions.


(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:
Submissions will be scored against the following weighted criteria. 
	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Track record and experience
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Safety, quality and environmental systems
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefits
	20

	Commercial, financial stability and value-adds
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:

Not applicable
35.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

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

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

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

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

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

(b)
Most advantageous outcome for Council:

Shortlisted submissions will be further considered and ranked on their final non-price score. A panel will be formed based on the final ranking and the maximum number of suppliers considered by the Evaluation Team needed to meet Council requirements.

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

37.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN TO ESTABLISH A CORPORATE PROCUREMENT ARRANGEMENT IN THE FORM OF A PANEL ARRANGEMENT, FOR LANDSCAPE CONSTRUCTION AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES, FOR AN INITIAL TERM OF THREE YEARS WITH OPTIONS TO EXTEND FOR ADDITIONAL PERIODS OF UP TO TWO YEARS, FOR A MAXIMUM TERM OF FIVE YEARS.
ADOPTED

C
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR SKID STEER SERVICES FOR ASPHALT PROFILING

165/830/179/664
42/2019-20

38.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.
39.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 16 July 2019.
40.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.
41.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence].

Purpose
42.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) for Skid Steer Services for Asphalt Profiling, for an initial term of approximately three years and six months with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years, for a maximum term of approximately five years and six months.

Background/business case
43.
Skid steers with road profiling attachments are used by Asphalt and Aggregates, Field Services (FS), Brisbane Infrastructure (BI), to remove and/or profile asphalt, typically as part of a larger road pavement maintenance or resurfacing project, or where the asphalt is close to other road infrastructure such as culverts and drains. The work is done in conjunction with Council’s internal crews or other contractors working on the project.
44.
The nature of the work requires a high level of operator proficiency and experience to ensure the asphalt is removed efficiently and effectively with no damage to surrounding infrastructure. The proposed tender will include evaluation and assessment of its operators quality of work.
45.
A panel of four suppliers currently exists for the provision of Skid Steer Loader Services for Asphalt Profiling. Asphalt and Aggregates, FS, BI, manages this panel of suppliers to allocate work as and when required.
46.
Council has a CPA (Panel Arrangement) for the intermittent wet hire of major plant (510771). This CPA includes skid steers, however, the specific requirements for skid steers with asphalt profiling capability and operator proficiency were not included in the evaluation of that panel.
47.
Council also has a CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement) for Road Profiling Services (510119), which expires on 26 September 2019. A separate procurement process has been undertaken for these services with a new CPA (511034) expected to commence on 27 September 2019 for an initial term of four years with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years, for a maximum term of six years.
48.
The expiry date of the new CPA for Skid Steer Services for Asphalt Profiling will be aligned to the expiry date of the CPA for Road Profiling Services so that when it is next tendered, the two CPAs may be merged with separate categories under the one arrangement.

Policy and other considerations

49.
Is there an existing CPA/contract for these goods/services/works?

Yes, the current panel arrangement for Skid Steer Services for Asphalt Profiling (CPA 510206) commenced on 12 April 2015, and is due to expire on 11 April 2020 after all extension options have been exercised.

The current panel of four suppliers provide 13 skid steers which has been sufficient for Council’s requirements. When awarded in 2015, there were five suppliers recommended, however, Buckeridge Excavations Pty Ltd was removed from the panel in 2016 when it ceased operations. It is anticipated that the volume of work under the new CPA will be similar to historical requirements.
50.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

Council has limited internal capability (two skid steers with asphalt profiling capability), which will continue to be supported by contracted operators/suppliers of skid steers for asphalt profiling.
51.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No
52.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Yes. The specification places emphasis on Zero Harm and QA, particularly regarding site work practices. Most service providers are expected to be based in South East Queensland, and local benefits, including the number of jobs supported by the services, will be considered as part of the evaluation criteria.
53.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

No

Market analysis
54.
Market analysis indicates that there are at least 150 skid steer operators servicing South East Queensland. Most are regionally based owner-operators providing landscape and construction work.
55.
Only operators with a high level of proficiency in road profiling, and who have skid steers with appropriate road profiling attachments, are suitable for this CPA. Operators with competencies in asphalt profiling are in demand by the road construction industry (IBIS report – E3101 Road and Bridge Construction updated March 2019).
56.
All current panel members and all other known operators will be notified of the tender release. This includes panel participants on the major plant hire CPA who indicated they had the necessary asphalt profiling equipment in their submissions for that CPA.

Procurement strategy and activity plan
57.

	Procurement objective:
	To procure Skid Steer Services for Asphalt Profiling in a way which complies with the Sound Contracting Principles set out in section 103(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 and provides the most advantageous outcome for Council.

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

	Title of contract:
	Skid Steer Services for Asphalt Profiling

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a CPA

	Process to be used:
	Request for Tenders (RFT)

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



	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	The RFT will be publicly advertised via Council’s supplier portal. 

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



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

	Part offers:
	Part offers will not be considered

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will not be considered

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	Council’s standard Wet Hire Services (Panel) contract.

	Period/term of contract: 
	An initial term of approximately three years and six months with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years, for a maximum term of approximately five years and six months. The additional six months is intended to align the term of this new CPA with the term of the CPA for Road Profiling Services.  

	Insurance requirements:
	-
Workers’ Compensation as per legislated requirements.

-
Public liability of $20 million per occurrence and in the aggregate.

-
Motor vehicle legal liability insurance including Supplementary Bodily Injury of $20 million.

	Price basis:
	Schedule of hourly rates

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

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

	Security for the contract:
	Not applicable

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	Not applicable

	Other strategy elements: 
	In order to maximise the response to the RFT and streamline the evaluation, a publicly advertised tender briefing session is to be held prior to release of the tender (scheduled for early August 2019).

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Consideration was given to including skid steer services for asphalt profiling in Council’s CPA for the Intermittent Hire of Plant and Equipment, which currently provides for hire of skid steer loaders. However, use of skid steer loaders for asphalt profiling is highly specialised, requiring additional equipment and skills. Future alignment with Road Profiling Services was therefore considered preferable.



Anticipated schedule
58.
Pre-market approval:

6 August 2019

Date of release to market:

8 August 2019

Tender closing:


30 August 2019

Evaluation completion:

14 October 2019

Contract prepared:

16 October 2019

Post-market approval:

3 December 2019


Contract commencement:

12 April 2020

Budget
59.
Estimated total expenditure under this CPA/contract (including any options):

The average annual spend over the five years of the current arrangement is $1.82 million. 

The estimated total expenditure over the potential maximum term of approximately five years and six months of the new arrangement is $10.1 million.
60.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA/contract? 

Establishing the CPA will not commit Council to any purchases. Funding is only required when an appropriately delegated Council officer approves entering into a contract made under the CPA. Funding is available in Council’s current and forward financial year approved budgets.
61.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any): 

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

Procurement risk
62.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:
	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Poor delivery and services performance
	Low
	-
Comprehensive specifications regarding the services to be supplied under the contract.

-
Use of key performance indicators as detailed in the RFT and contract documentation.

-
Panel arrangement – ability to change suppliers if required.
	Contractor

Contractor and Council

Contractor and Council

	Quality of service

	Low
	-
Tender evaluation covers tenderers qualifications and experience. 

-
Tenderers skill level will be tested by a Registered Training Organisation as part of the tender evaluation.
	Contractor and Council

Contractor

	Environmental impacts
	Low
	-
Include environmental controls in the specification and evaluation.
	Council


63.
Is this contract listed as a ‘critical contract’ requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council? 

No

Tender evaluation
64.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
has an active ABN

-
has the minimum required insurance or committed to obtaining the insurances if successful

-
has a satisfactory response to legislative compliance (e.g. fair work, safety and environmental).

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:
	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Capability including operator skill, both personnel and sub-contractor
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Service capacity and delivery 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefit
	20

	Industrial relations, quality assurance, workplace health and safety and environmental 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Commercial
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100



(c)
Price model:

Hourly rate, inclusive of travel time and site setup.
65.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

An initial shortlist will be based on capability including operator skill, both personnel and sub-contractor. Further shortlists, if required, will be based on value for money (VFM) score. At any time during the evaluation, a submission may be excluded from further evaluation or a shortlist where:

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

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

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

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

(b)
VFM method:

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

66.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

67.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN TO ESTABLISH A CORPORATE PROCUREMENT ARRANGEMENT FOR SKID STEER SERVICES FOR ASPHALT PROFILING FOR AN INITIAL TERM OF APPROXIMATELY THREE YEARS AND SIX MONTHS WITH OPTIONS TO EXTEND FOR ADDITIONAL PERIODS OF UP TO TWO YEARS, FOR A MAXIMUM TERM OF APPROXIMATELY FIVE YEARS AND SIX MONTHS.

ADOPTED

D
OVERSEAS TRAVEL – 2019 SMART CHINA EXPO IN CHONGQING, PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA


164/855/554/57
43/2019-20

68.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.
69.
It is proposed that Councillor Krista Adams, Deputy Mayor and Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, with responsibility for International Affairs, travel to Chongqing, People’s Republic of China, from 24-29 August 2019 to attend the 2019 Smart China Expo.
70.
The Smart China Expo (SCE) is jointly organised by the Ministry of Science and Technology (People’s Republic of China (PRC)), Ministry of Industry and Information Technology (PRC), Chinese Academy of Sciences, Chinese Academy of Engineering, China Association for Science and Technology and the Chongqing Municipal People’s Government. The first SCE was held in August 2018 in Chongqing and Chongqing has been chosen as the permanent host of the event.
71.
2019 SCE will follow the theme of last year’s event – “Smart Technology: Empowering Economy, Enriching Life” and will include topics of big data, smart city management, digital economy, Belt and Road, as well as a Mayors’ Forum.
72.
The Mayor of Chongqing, Tang Liangzhi, formally invited the Deputy Mayor of Brisbane to attend the 2019 SCE.
73.
Chongqing is one of Brisbane’s Sister Cities since the agreement was signed in 2005. The Vice Chairwoman of Chongqing, Madame Tan Jialing, led a delegation to attend the 2019 Asia Pacific Cities Summit and Mayors’ Forum, which was recently held in Brisbane from 7‑10 July 2019.  The Lord Mayor of Brisbane held a courtesy call with Madame Tan Jialing and her delegation as part of this event. Chongqing has also been a previous host city of the Asia Pacific Cities Summit and Mayors’ Forum in 2005.
74.
Councillor Krista Adams will be attending the 2019 SCE in her capacity as the Deputy Mayor and Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, with responsibility for International Affairs.
75.
Airfares, accommodation and on-ground travel costs from Saturday 24 August 2019 to Thursday 29 August 2019 are being borne by Chongqing Municipal People’s Government.  

76.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

77.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL APPROVE COUNCILLOR KRISTA ADAMS, DEPUTY MAYOR AND CHAIR OF THE PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT, ECONOMIC AND TOURISM DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE, WITH RESPONSIBILITY FOR INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS, TRAVEL TO CHONGQING, PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA, FROM 24-29 AUGUST 2019 TO ATTEND THE 2019 SMART CHINA EXPO, AT AN ESTIMATED COST TO COUNCIL OF $1,209.00.


ADOPTED
PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT, ECONOMIC AND TOURISM DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Tracy DAVIS that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 30 July 2019, be adopted.

Chair: 
Is there any debate?

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Last week’s presentation was on the new bus contract, something that had been requested out of my previous Committee, but I think everybody in the Committee appreciated to get an understanding from Mr Beck about how the contract has been set up. The old contract was in place since July 2009. There have been four extensions to that contract with it expiring on 24 June this year. So this is a new three year contract. However it is substantially similar to the old agreement. It has been amended to reflect accurate operating costs because, of course, we now have the City Loop and the CityGliders as well.


As part of the contract, Council and TransLink have agreed on six key performance measures: missed trips, on-time running, customer experience, customer safety and reporting and governance and resourcing. As well as that, we’re working with TransLink to implement telematics that TransLink will be funding. We will get better data so we can improve the efficiency of the network. This is both hardware and software which will be installed on all of our buses. It will have GPS as well as the ability to monitor performance of on-time running, amongst other things.
At that time, 5.21pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair. 

It will help to make sure that when it comes to the contract Council is meeting those KPIs (Key Performance Indicators) that TransLink have set down and, above all else, make sure that we move as efficiently through the network as quickly as possible to get residents home quicker and safer. I commend the report.

Chair:
Further debate? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes I rise to speak on item D, the petition requesting that Council work with the State Government to extend the 196 bus service to Yeronga. I note that about 1,000 of my residents signed this petition calling on Brisbane City Council to extend the 196 BUZ service to route through Yeronga which we’re happy to negotiate. I would certainly like some consultation to occur to determine where the route would be best located, both for the purposes of supporting residents but also for the efficiency of the bus network. It overwhelmingly is something that my community wants.


The 105 and the 107 services which are the—and there’s the 108 which has about literally five buses a day—are terrible services. They’re hourly. They don’t run on the weekend. It is extremely difficult for residents to catch a bus. Parts of Yeronga are up to two kilometres away from the rail station. So it is too far for children. It is too far for the elderly residents who live in Yeronga. It is extremely difficult a walk for people even who are fit and healthy. This is something that my residents have been very concerned about; we were back in 2011 when the bus review was undertaken by the State Government.


Certainly this Administration supported cuts to the 101 and the 102 in Corinda. I do not want to see that happen to any other communities that I represent. As this Council has indicated in all its Metro documentation, there is going to be a change to bus routes when the Metro comes online. So I’m wanting to see this Council commit to undertaking a review and to establish an extension with a consultative route for the 196 through Yeronga.


Now, it’s very disappointing to me that the Administration has chosen not to make a firm commitment to do that. The recommendation before us today essentially says that: ‘given TransLink is responsible for funding additional services and new service requests the petitioners’ request will be raised with TransLink for consideration. Once the Brisbane Metro is operational additional funding of buses will be able to be allocated to services across Brisbane.’ Now it’s really interesting, I mean, Councillor ADAMS has gone at length today to talk about how this Administration intervened on behalf of Centenary residents to get them a bus extension.


I don’t know how many people signed the petition out there, but I suspect the 1,000 that signed it in Yeronga was probably more than signed Councillor BOURKE’s petition. Is this Council going to undertake a review, as Councillor ADAMS has indicated was done for Centenary residents? No. That’s not happening. Is Council going to put on additional bus services, as Councillor ADAMS indicated happened for Centenary residents? No. That’s not happening. I wonder, is it TransLink that paid for those bus services for the Centenary residents, or was it Council that paid for those bus services for the Centenary residents? I suspect it was TransLink, but I don’t know for sure.


But what I am concerned is with the double standard by the Public and Active Transport Committee Chairman who has today stood up and praised an LNP Councillor in this place for their advocacy on bus extensions and additional bus services, but is not prepared to offer the same outcome to residents who live in my ward, in the independent ward of Tennyson. Now it says here that I support the recommendation. Now that’s not quite what I said. 

I’ll read what I said and it will become apparent as to why I’m moving the amendment that I have: ‘I support the recommendation but believe it should be extended to include a clearer commitment to extending the 196 BUZ service to Yeronga as part of the additional services to be delivered through the Brisbane Metro project.’ Now I’m not even saying do it tomorrow. I’m prepared to wait my turn. The LNP Councillors tend to queue-jump. They’ll push to the front of the queue. They get special treatment. They do a petition and suddenly they get new bus services, as Councillor ADAMS pointed out. Now I’d love that. But I’m a realist. I want to see a better bus service for Yeronga residents, particularly the elderly residents who live in The Village.


The 196 is an excellent service but it stops at Fairfield Gardens. Because it is in a two hour regulated parking area there is nowhere for residents to drive up and park. So they can’t get to this lovely 196 bus service. To ensure that we get the best outcome for residents, one like the Public and Active Chairman Councillor ADAMS was prepared to give Councillor BOURKE’s constituents in the Centenary suburbs, I move the following amendment.
MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO CLAUSE D:
	44/2019-20

It was moved by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS that Clause D, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL WORK WITH THE QUEENSLAND GOVERNMENT TO EXTEND THE 196 BUZ SERVICE TO YERONGA, of the report be amended as follows:

(i)
on page 7 in the fourth paragraph, after the word ‘Brisbane’ add ‘including the extension of the 196 service to Yeronga’. 


Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. So the recommendation says the following: ‘Once Brisbane Metro is operational additional funding of buses will be able to be allocated to services across Brisbane’. Now that is a weak, wishy-washy comment that gives no commitment to extending those bus services to the residents of Yeronga. Now 1,000 of them have said to me that they want a better bus service in Yeronga. I am absolutely committed to delivering on this for them. We’ve heard it many, many, many times from this Administration that as part of the Brisbane Metro they are going to have all these extra buses that are going to be out in the suburbs.


I have been somewhat sceptical of this. This is the LNP’s chance to demonstrate that they will be genuine, that they will say, yes we will deliver better bus services out to the suburbs and specifically include Yeronga and the 196 bus service. So let me be clear, it doesn’t commit this Council to spend money at this point. It doesn’t commit this Council to change bus routes immediately. It says that once the Brisbane Metro is operational additional funding and buses—that this Administration publicly says will be available—will be allocated across Brisbane, including the extension of the 196 service to Yeronga.


I want to make sure that the residents that I represent, the residents of Yeronga, good, overwhelmingly Liberal-voting residents, I might say to you—and I’ll be writing to every single one of them—gets the opportunity to get the same level of bus services that Councillor ADAMS has stood up today and claimed for the LNP in the Centenary suburbs. I’m not even saying it needs to be done this minute. I want it done as part of the review of the Metro because that is when this Council has indicated there will be more buses available and there will be funding for better buses in our suburbs.


I just want to make sure that Yeronga residents are part of that journey. The failure of this Administration to specifically make a recommendation to include Yeronga residents in this response today is inadequate. I think it’s rubbish that they have failed to include Yeronga specifically in this. This response could apply to anybody, anytime, anywhere. It doesn’t even mention Yeronga. So let me be clear, the recommendation would read: ‘once Brisbane Metro is operational, additional funding of buses will be able to be allocated to services across Brisbane’,—here’s the amendment—’including the extension of the 196 service to Yeronga’.


It doesn’t even exclude anybody else’s bus services. I’m happy to share the additional bus funding and services with other Councillors. I’m a very reasonable person. But what I don’t support is the do-nothing response of this Administration. The amendment that I am moving today ensures that Yeronga residents will specifically have a voice and be considered as part of the response by this LNP-led Administration. Now I know this is something Councillor ADAMS supports because we’ve heard her on the record today saying that when a local Councillor stands up and advocates for their residents that they can get results.


Well guess what Councillor ADAMS? That’s what I’m doing. It’s down to you. It’s an extra—I don’t know—10 words that simply say we will specifically include Yeronga residents when the Metro changes are done. Now I’m calling on Councillors to support this amendment before us today. I believe Yeronga residents deserve—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—absolutely deserve to be part of the discussion about better bus services in this city. I strongly supported them. I fought hard to stop the cuts to the 105 and the 107 that were actually suggested by Scott Emerson in the LNP back when Tracy Davis was in the Cabinet—sorry Councillor DAVIS—was in the Cabinet. They wanted to cut the 105 and the 107. That was Scott Emerson when he was transport minister. I fought those tooth and nail as did pretty much every other Brisbane resident in the place.


So I want to see a real recommendation that has the word Yeronga in it and that it means that residents in Yeronga who rely on the 196 have a better access to a BUZ route through Yeronga in future. I’m asking all Councillors to support the amendment.

Deputy Chair:
Further debate? 

Councillor JOHNSTON, right of reply.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, yes. I just want to say how disappointed I am that the Administration did not stand up and speak to the amendment that I put forward. The amendment simply says that we should include the extension of the 196 service to Yeronga to be considered as part of the Brisbane Metro. I think it just shows how far the LNP have fallen when it comes to non-LNP wards in this city. They’re not prepared to debate the issues. They’re not prepared to discuss the ideas. They’re certainly not prepared to put forward practical recommendations that will help Yeronga residents. 

Maybe I’m wrong. Maybe I’m going to be blown over and this will be the first time in the 10 years I’ve been an independent and they’re going to stand up and vote for a motion that I’ve moved. But it’s a reasonable motion. Just to sum up, the motion recommendation would be: ‘once Brisbane Metro is operational additional funding and buses will be able to be allocated to services across Brisbane’, and the addition, ‘including the extension of the 196 service to Yeronga’. I hope all Councillors vote for it.

Deputy Chair:
I’ll put the motion. 
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Steve GRIFFITHS immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared lost.
The voting was as follows:

AYES: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

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

At that time, 5.37pm, the Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, resumed the Chair.
Chair:
Further speakers? Further speakers on the Public and Active Transport report? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I just wanted to speak really briefly about the petition regarding the Kangaroo Point Riverwalk. I’m sure the DEPUTY MAYOR is well aware of my concerns that this project doesn’t fall off the radar. I want to emphasise that the best time to be undertaking and completing this project is to coincide with the Kangaroo Point footbridge. The Administration has made a very clear commitment that you’re going to spend that money on the Kangaroo Point footbridge. It would obviously make a lot of sense to complete this riverwalk at the same time.


There’s a significant multiplier effect there where if you do the footbridge but not the riverwalk there’s still a big barrier to all those cyclists and active travellers heading from the eastern suburbs. They’re not necessarily going to be able to get to the footbridge because that commute between Mowbray Park, East Brisbane, and Kangaroo Point is still so patchy and involves some pretty busy roads. So I guess through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor ADAMS I really want to emphasise that your officers will tell you that the missing link is around 300 plus metres. But when you actually ground truth that and look closely at the riverbank along there you’ll see that several sections of the riverwalk are actually already completed.


They’ve been completed as part of previous developments. It really is only a few shorter sections that are going to require building out over the river. I understand that the Administration hasn’t yet done a proper feasibility study or detailed costing of this project. But I just want to suggest that it would be a mistake to look at that area on an aerial map and say: ‘oh if it’s about 300 metres and New Farm cost this many million dollars therefore this is going to cost this many million dollars’, this is a cheaper and easier project to deliver both in terms of the amount of over-water walkway that needs to be delivered but also in terms of the construction environment.


So I would urge the Administration to actually start undertaking some preliminary costings so that we have a figure that we can then look to and debate. I guess related to the riverwalk I think that underpass under Thornton Street also needs to be created—dealt with at the same time as the footbridge. It’s an embarrassment to this city that that underpass still isn’t wheelchair accessible. It carries thousands of people a day—not exaggerating that—thousands and thousands of pedestrians every day. It’s going to be the main link to your new pedestrian footbridge.


So, again, it would be a bit of a shame if the main access and connector to the new footbridge isn’t wheelchair accessible. Those three things all need to happen in the same time period: the new footbridge, the underpass connecting to the footbridge and then the river walk connecting to the underpass. So I’m just really trying to push this Administration to think carefully about what it commits to in the lead-up to the coming election, recognise that your vote at the moment is haemorrhaging in Kangaroo Point, historically a very strong area for the Liberals.


Each election over the last three years, the Liberals’ vote has dropped further. The Greens vote has also risen obviously. But if you’re trying to win back that suburb and that community, putting funding into and committing to the Kangaroo Point Riverwalk really is one of those projects that should be at the top of your list compared to some of the other projects we’ve seen in that area such as the widening of Lytton Road. This is not a particularly expensive project. The benefits to the local community are significantly higher. But, more importantly, this is a project that will help reduce traffic congestion by providing commuters with an alternative connection between East Brisbane and Kangaroo Point.


If you’re trying to get cars off the road and if you’re trying to find a way to encourage cycling from those eastern suburbs this riverwalk really is that missing link. It’s really that last missing link. If we get this done we’ll have uninterrupted riverside pedestrian access all the way from Norman Creek right round to Orleigh Park in West End. It would be quite a selling point for tourists. It would be a real win for the city to have that continuous riverside access all the way around the inner south. I think there would be a danger in conceptualising this purely in terms of commuter connectivity.


The benefits really in terms of tourism shouldn’t be understated. I’ve written to the MAYOR repeatedly about this. I’ve raised it repeatedly in committees. But I’m just concerned that it’s going to drop off the agenda and that this Administration is going to cross their fingers and hope that the developers will deliver it over time which is simply not going to happen because some of those sites have already been redeveloped. They’re not going to be redeveloped again in the near future. If you wait for the private sector to deliver this as part of new DAs you’re going to be waiting decades and decades.


It would be much wiser to simply cough up the money, spend on this necessary infrastructure and recognise it as part of the Kangaroo Point Peninsula neighbourhood plan. You are up-zoning this area for thousands of additional residents. So if you’re cramming thousands of additional residents into Kangaroo Point you need to be providing the infrastructure to support that local community. That includes opening up and improving access not only to the river but to Mowbray Park.


The Kangaroo Point peninsula neighbourhood plan identifies and considers Mowbray Park as one of the main green spaces that will be used by residents of the Kangaroo Point peninsula. Mowbray Park in East Brisbane is kind of one of those only big green spaces for that community apart from Captain Burke Park right at the northern end of the peninsula. But for all those residents living around the Lambert Street precinct it’s quite hard to get down to Mowbray Park safely because you either have to walk along Shafston Avenue or wind your way through the hilly back streets.


So completing that river walk is not only going to improve access for commuters coming from further east but it’s going to improve access for local residents to local greenspaces and community facilities like the East Brisbane Bowls Club. So when we add up all the different benefits of this project I think it would be negligent of this Administration not to understand that it should be as high a priority as the bridge itself and that the two projects are mutually supportive and worth undertaking at the same time.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being no further speakers, Councillor ADAMS?

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Thank the Councillors for their contribution this afternoon. First of all to Councillor SRI we did discuss this obviously in Committee last Tuesday as well. We do recognise that there’s a lot of vital, tricky, difficult, expensive lengths that we need to do on bikeways but that’s why we have committed $100 million to our bikeways which doesn’t even include some of the really big ones we’ve been doing like the Woolloongabba Bikeway and the Kedron Brook Bikeway as well. Definitely we’ll be looking at that, as I’ve said to you, what the costings may be and how that fits across citywide priorities.


With regard to the Councillor for Tennyson, one of the suburbs that will be the absolute winner from a Metro, turn-up-and-go system will be Yeronga. It has three stations close by to where Yeronga is going to be. When we have the ability to truncate, absolutely there will be a network plan review. The amendment we didn’t support tonight was an amendment purely about one bus route. You change one bus route and you can change the entire network. As I said again today in Committee our network planners and TransLink are working very closely on the network plan for Metro.


I suggest Councillor JOHNSTON talk to her local state member who is the Minister for Transport and Main Roads and get him to put his signature on the Metro early works and let us get started. Then you can have your buses.

Chair:
I will now move the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams (Chair), Councillor Tracy Davis (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Jared Cassidy, David McLachlan, Angela Owen and Jonathan Sri.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – INTEGRATED MASS TRANSIT SERVICE CONTRACT 

45/2019-20

1.
Geoffrey Beck, Divisional Manager, Transport for Brisbane, attended the meeting to provide an overview on the Integrated Mass Transit Service Contract between Brisbane City Council and TransLink. He provided the information below.
2.
The 3G contract between the Council and TransLink commenced in July 2009. There were four extensions to the contract with final expiry on 24 June 2019. A performance framework had been included in the contract but had not been fully implemented. Revenue from the contract did not reflect the cost of operating the service plan. 

3. The Committee was informed of the contract fundamentals, being: 

· a three-year term with Council, with an option of a one year extension

· substantially similar to the 3G contract

· aligning the contract with services delivered including City Loop and CityGliders

· consistent financial arrangements

· staged implementation of a performance management framework.

4. The performance management framework required extensive collaboration and negotiation between TransLink and Council in order to finalise the terms of the contract and ongoing adherence with the six performance measures: 

· missed trips (urban routes) 

· on-time running (urban routes) 

· customer experience (urban routes) 

· customer safety (vehicle maintenance) 

· reporting

· governance and resourcing.

5. Missed trips (urban routes): 

· the target is 0.5% missed trips or less

· the non-compliance trigger is more than 0.5% over two consecutive months 

· measurement due to commence 2020-21 following rollout of telematics.
6. On-time running (urban routes):

· the target for on-time running is the average of the on-time running for the previous year minus congestion offset

· the non-compliance trigger is more than 1 standard deviation below target for a month

· measuring points are by agreement based on route type

· the on-time running window is -1 to +7 minutes

· measurement to commence 2020-21 following base year.

7. Customer experience (urban routes): 

· quarterly surveys on comfort, cleanliness, experience with staff, accessibility

· the target is the score at the same time of previous year

· the non-compliance trigger is not meeting target for two consecutive months.
8. Customer safety (vehicle maintenance):

· the target is no major defects in a month in random inspections

· the non-compliance trigger is more than zero major defects in a month.

9. Reporting:

· breakdowns, property damage, injuries, medical emergencies, assaults, network statistics

· the non-compliance trigger is more than two late reports within a quarter.
10. Governance and resourcing:

· the target is less than 25% non-attendance of meeting schedule

· the non-compliance trigger is not meeting target at end of financial year.

11. Next steps: 

· telematics implementation

· establishment of timing points

· implement changes to internal monitoring and performance improvement processes.
12.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Beck for his informative presentation.

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL EXPAND ITS FREE PUBLIC WI-FI NETWORK TO INCLUDE TRAIN STATIONS WITHIN THE BRISBANE METROPOLITAN AREA



CA19/447269
46/2019-20

14.
A petition from residents, requesting Council expand its free public Wi-Fi network to include train stations within the Brisbane metropolitan area, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 21 May 2019, by Councillor Krista Adams, and received.
15.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

16.
The petition contained 19 signatures.

17.
The petitioners note the lack of Wi-Fi services currently offered at Brisbane’s train stations and the necessity of wireless internet in everyday life. 

18.
In the Lord Mayor’s budget speech for 2016-17, a $1 million commitment was made to the rollout of Wi-Fi in eight suburban centres. Under this program, Wi-Fi has been delivered in Stones Corner, Nundah Village, Sandgate Village, Wynnum CBD, St Lucia, Moorooka, Sunnybank Hills and Spring Hill. This program has now been completed. In addition, Council delivered Wi-Fi to 20 ferry terminals in 2018. 

19.
Council has now delivered a Wi-Fi network across Brisbane, with more than 300 access points in parks, public spaces, libraries and ferry terminals.

20.
With regard to Wi-Fi access at train stations in Brisbane, the petitioners’ request should be directed to Queensland Rail as Council does not have jurisdiction over these locations.

Consultation
21.
Councillor Krista Adams, Deputy Mayor and Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

22.
Accordingly, the Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

23.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT RESPONSE SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.
Attachment A

Draft Response
Petition Reference: CA19/447269

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council expands its free public Wi-Fi network to provide free Wi-Fi at train stations in the Brisbane metropolitan area.

Your petition was considered by Council at its meeting held on 6 August 2019 and I can now respond as follows.

Free Wi-Fi is one way in which Council is creating a more connected and accessible city. Council has now delivered a Wi-Fi network across Brisbane, with more than 300 access points in parks, public spaces, libraries and ferry terminals.
In 2016, the then Lord Mayor Graham Quirk announced a $1 million commitment to the rollout of Wi-Fi in eight suburban centres. Under this program, Wi-Fi has been delivered in Stones Corner, Nundah Village, Sandgate Village, Wynnum CBD, St Lucia, Moorooka, Sunnybank Hills and Spring Hill. This program has now been completed. In addition, Council delivered Wi-Fi to 20 ferry terminals in 2018. 

With regard to Wi-Fi access at train stations in Brisbane, your request should be directed to Queensland Rail as Council does not have jurisdiction over these locations. Should you wish to contact Queensland Rail by mail, the address is Queensland Rail, GPO BOX 1429, Brisbane QLD 4001.

While Council cannot assist with your request, I can assure you that Council will continue to maintain its existing Wi-Fi network, and will consider further expansion as necessary.

The above information will be forwarded to the other petitioners via email.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Karlene Ferguson, A/Economic Development Manager, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3403 8196. 
Thank you for raising this matter
ADOPTED

C
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL COMPLETE THE MISSING SECTIONS OF THE RIVERSIDE BIKEWAY BETWEEN MOWBRAY PARK, EAST BRISBANE, AND CAIRNS STREET, KANGAROO POINT



CA18/1093143 and CA19/66948

47/2019-20

24.
Two petitions from residents, requesting Council complete the missing sections of the riverside bikeway between Mowbray Park, East Brisbane, and Cairns Street, Kangaroo Point. CA18/1093143 was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 December 2018, by Councillor Jonathan Sri, and received, and CA19/66948 was received during the Summer Recess 2018-19.
25.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

26.
One petition (CA18/1093143) contains 208 signatures. Of the petitioners, 199 live in various suburbs of the City of Brisbane and nine live outside the City of Brisbane. The second petition (CA19/66948) contains 119 signatures. Of those petitioners, 110 live in various suburbs of the City of Brisbane and nine live outside the City of Brisbane. 
27.
The location subject to this request is shown in Attachment B (submitted on file) which also shows the missing sections of Riverwalk.
28.
The petitioners recommend that Council construct approximately 320 metres of missing sections of Riverwalk between Wellington Road, East Brisbane and Cairns Street, Kangaroo Point. These sections are on land not owned by Council and are currently encumbered by waterside infrastructure including privately owned swimming pools and pontoons. The land components for the Riverwalk were originally in the Priority Infrastructure Plan (with IDs: KAN-A8-001, KAN‑A8-002 and KAN‑A8‑003) and are now identified in Council’s Long Term Infrastructure Plan since the change in State Government legislation to highlight Council’s commitment to the Kangaroo Point Riverwalk as a worthwhile project for the city. 

29.
A 700 metre section of Riverwalk between New Farm and the Brisbane CBD has been constructed at a cost of $70 million, and a 176 metre section of Riverwalk at the City Botanic Gardens has been constructed at a cost of $17 million. Council’s bikeway program, the Better Bikeways 4 Brisbane program, includes a $100 million investment in bikeway construction over the 2016 to 2020 financial years, but is currently fully allocated.
Consultation
30.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation

Customer Impact

31.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

32.
Accordingly, the Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Jonathan Sri dissenting.

33.
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: CA18/1093143 and CA19/66948
Thank you for your petitions requesting Council complete the missing sections of the riverside bikeway between Mowbray Park, East Brisbane and Cairns Street, Kangaroo Point. 

The distance between Mowbray Park, East Brisbane, and Cairns Street, Kangaroo Point, is approximately 630 metres. Of this, approximately 320 metres of Riverwalk is not constructed. There are missing links between 80 Thorn Street and 39 Castlebar Street, and in front of 44 O’Connell Street, Kangaroo Point. These sections of missing links are on land not owned by Council and are currently encumbered by waterside infrastructure including privately owned swimming pools and pontoons. The land components for the Riverwalk were originally in the Priority Infrastructure Plan (with IDs: KAN-A8-001, KAN-A8-002 and KAN‑A8‑003) and are now identified in Council’s Long Term Infrastructure Plan since the change in State Government legislation to highlight Council’s commitment to the Kangaroo Point Riverwalk as a worthwhile project for the city.
Please let the other petitioners know of this information.
Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Luke Robertson, Senior Transport Planner, Public and Active Transport Planning, Policy, Strategy and Planning, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 0317.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

D
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL WORK WITH THE QUEENSLAND GOVERNMENT TO EXTEND THE 196 BUZ SERVICE TO YERONGA



CA19/388942 and CA19/408002

48/2019-20

34.
Two petitions from residents, requesting Council work with the Queensland Government to extend the 196 BUZ service to Yeronga, were presented to the meeting of Council held on 7 May 2019, by Councillor Nicole Johnston, and received.
35.
The Divisional Manager, Transport for Brisbane, provided the following information.

36.
The petitions contain a total of 826 signatures, with most signatories residing in Yeronga, Annerley and Fairfield.
37.
As part of the Queensland Government’s bus review in 2013, a number of changes to bus routes across the city were proposed. Initial proposals considered the removal of and/or changes to bus routes 105, 107 and 108 servicing Yeronga, including their truncation at PA Hospital, and changes to the 196 BUZ service to extend the route into Yeronga. Once proposals were made by the Queensland Government regarding the city’s bus network, there was widespread community opposition. This resulted in the Queensland Government abandoning their review and directing Council to undertake a citywide bus network review.

38.
As part of the review Council did not propose to remove any routes through Yeronga as intended by the Queensland Government, which meant that the 196 BUZ service route remained on its current alignment through Fairfield.

39.
Council operates its bus services under a contract with TransLink, a division of the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads. TransLink is responsible for the delivery of public transport services and infrastructure for South East Queensland. 

40.
Council works in conjunction with TransLink to ensure the residents and visitors of Brisbane have access to a reliable and accessible public transport network, with TransLink having the overall responsibility for approving and funding any new bus services or changes to services. In determining any bus network expansion, Council works with TransLink to ensure that services will be well utilised and meet customer demand.

41.
Given that TransLink is responsible for funding additional services and new service requests,

the petitioners’ request will be raised with TransLink for consideration.

42.
Once Brisbane Metro is operational, additional funding and buses will be able to be allocated to services across Brisbane.
Consultation
43.
Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.
44.
Accordingly, the Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

45.
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: CA18/1093143 and CA19/66948
Thank you for your petition requesting Council work with the Queensland Government to extend the 196 BUZ service to Yeronga residents to provide better, more frequent and reliable services to school students, commuters and residents of the large retirement village in the suburb.

As part of the Queensland Government’s bus review in 2013, a number of changes to bus routes across the city were proposed. Initial proposals considered the removal of and/or changes to bus routes 105, 107 and 108 servicing Yeronga, including their truncation at PA Hospital, and changes to the 196 BUZ service to extend the route into Yeronga. Once proposals were made by the Queensland Government regarding the city’s bus network, there was widespread community opposition. This resulted in the Queensland Government abandoning their review and directing Council to undertake a citywide bus network review.

As part of the review, Council did not propose to remove any routes through Yeronga as intended by the Queensland Government, which meant that the 196 BUZ service route remained on its current alignment through Fairfield.

Council operates its bus services under a contract with TransLink, a division of the
Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads. TransLink is responsible for the delivery of public transport services and infrastructure for South East Queensland. 

Council works in conjunction with TransLink to ensure the residents and visitors of Brisbane have access to a reliable and accessible public transport network, with TransLink having the overall responsibility for approving and funding any new bus services or changes to services. In determining any bus network expansion, Council works with TransLink to ensure that services will be well utilised and meet customer demand.

Given that TransLink is responsible for funding additional services and new service requests, the 
petitioners’ request will be raised with TransLink for consideration.

Once Brisbane Metro is operational, additional funding and buses will be able to be allocated to services across Brisbane.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

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

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Councillor Amanda COOPER, Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 30 July 2019, be adopted.

Chair: 
Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Yes, Mr Chair. We had a presentation on partnering for safer schools yesterday—sorry last week. We also had a presentation on Ekka SAM (Speed Awareness Monitor) which looks fabulous. I hope all Councillors are reminding everybody to drive carefully and pay attention to Ekka SAM. We had two petitions. Happy to respond to any comments with respect to those. Thank you, Mr Chair.
Chair: 
Further speakers?


There being none I will put the resolution.

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

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Amanda Cooper (Chair), Councillor Steven Huang (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Steve Griffiths, Nicole Johnston, James Mackay and Steven Toomey.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – PARTNERING FOR SAFER SCHOOLS

49/2019-20

1.
Deborah Sketchley, Transport Network Operations Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Partnering for Safer Schools program. She provided the information below.

2.
The Partnering for Safer Schools program delivers safety improvements around schools including enhanced school safety, safe school travel infrastructure and School Traffic Management Plan (TMP) improvements.

3.
The 2018-19 enhanced school safety zone signage program delivered improved safety for Brisbane State High School, South Brisbane; Cavendish Road State High School, Holland Park; Brisbane Bayside State College, Wynnum; Greenslopes State School, Greenslopes; All Hallows’ School, Brisbane City; St Catherine’s Catholic Primary School, Wishart; and Belmont State School, Carindale. 

4. 
The 2019-20 enhanced school safety zone signage program will deliver improved safety for Clayfield College, Clayfield; Our Lady of Lourdes Primary School, Sunnybank; St Ambrose’s Primary School, Newmarket; Brisbane Central State School, Spring Hill; Wooloowin State School, Lutwyche; St Joseph’s College, Spring Hill; and the Australian International Islamic College, Durack.

5. 
A TMP is a tool for schools to use to assess, document and communicate the way in which students can travel to and from school. TMPs help schools identify and address traffic management issues to ease traffic congestion, streamline pick-up and drop-off periods and create safer streets. As at 18 July 2019, 173 schools in Brisbane had completed a TMP and Council officers will continue to provide assistance and support to schools with existing TMPs and those yet to complete a TMP.

6.
In 2018-19 Council delivered safe school travel infrastructure to Belmont State School, Carindale; Glenala State High School, Inala; Northgate State School, Nundah; Oxley State School, Oxley; Runcorn State School, Sunnybank; Holland Park State School, Holland Park; Our Lady of the Sacred Heart Catholic Primary School, Darra; Wavell Heights State School, Wavell Heights; Wynnum State School, Wynnum; and the design was complete for Mitchelton State School, Mitchelton.

7. 
The Committee was shown aerial images of the intersection of Arabilia and Arnold Streets, Holland Park, before and after the safe school travel infrastructure upgrade, which involved the installation of a pedestrian refuge crossing and a splitter island, with kerb extension, to enhance safety for students travelling to and from Holland Park State School.

8.
The 2019-20 safe school travel infrastructure program will deliver improved safety for Acacia Ridge State School, Acacia Ridge; Bracken Ridge State High School, Bracken Ridge; Kuraby State School, Kuraby; Loreto College, Coorparoo; Red Hill Special School, Red Hill; St Joseph’s College, Nudgee; St Rita’s College, Clayfield; Warrigal Road State School, Eight Mile Plains; and Wilston State School, Grange.

9. 
In 2018-19, TMP improvements were delivered for Aspley State School, Aspley; Forest Lake State School, Forest Lake; Moorooka State School, Moorooka; Our Lady of Dolours School, Mitchelton; and Wavell State High School, Wavell Heights. The 2019-20 program will deliver improvements for Balmoral State High School, Balmoral; McDowall State School, McDowall; Robertson State School, Robertson; and Sandgate State School, Sandgate.
10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Sketchley for her informative presentation.
11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – EKKA SAM

50/2019-20

12.
Deborah Sketchley, Transport Network Operations Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Ekka Speed Awareness Monitor (SAM). She provided the information below.

13.
Following the successful rollout of Santa SAMs and Easter SAMs during last financial year, Council is finalising the design for an Ekka SAM. The Ekka SAM is proposed to be rolled out on 2 August 2019 and revert back to the normal ‘smiley face’ on 19 August 2019.

14.
The Ekka SAM image design is being finalised and will incorporate the standard SAM ‘smiley face’ adorned with an ‘Ekka-ubra’ hat.
15.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Sketchley for her informative presentation.
16.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REOPEN THE WESTERN END OF BEACONSFIELD STREET, HIGHGATE HILL, TO CREATE A DIRECT CONNECTION FOR VEHICLES BETWEEN BEACONSFIELD AND DERBY STREET, AND THAT THE SOUTHERN END OF DERBY STREET, BETWEEN 15 AND 19 DERBY STREET, BE CLOSED TO THROUGH TRAFFIC TO CREATE A PEDESTRIAN FRIENDLY GREEN SPACE

CA19/287700
51/2019-20

17.
A petition requesting Council reopen the western end of Beaconsfield Street, Highgate Hill, to create a direct connection for vehicles between Beaconsfield and Derby Street, and that the southern end of Derby Street, between 15 and 19 Derby Street, be closed to through traffic to create a pedestrian friendly green space, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 March 2019, by Councillor Jonathan Sri, and received.
18.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

19.
The petition containing 39 signatures. Of the petitioners, 38 reside in the local streets accessed via Beaconsfield Street and Derby Street with the remainder living elsewhere in Highgate Hill.

20.
The petitioners state that Derby and Rosebery Streets, Highgate Hill, are narrow, winding and sloping which makes them unsuitable to carry high volumes of through traffic. The petitioners are requesting that the western end of Beaconsfield Street be opened to facilitate easier access to avoid Rosebery Street. The petitioners are also requesting that Derby Street be closed and changed into a pedestrian friendly green space.
21.
Beaconsfield, Derby and Rosebery Streets are classified as neighbourhood roads under Council’s road hierarchy, providing access to local residential properties. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.
22.
The petitioners’ feedback about the suitability of these roads for through traffic has been noted. Council’s investigation has included a review of the local traffic network. This review has identified that there is no through access via Beaconsfield, Derby or Rosebery Street. Accordingly, it is considered that any vehicles travelling on these roads are either local residents or their visitors and there would be no reason for high volumes of non-local traffic to be using these roads as shortcuts. Rosebery and Derby Streets are divided in places and this narrows the road width to restrict two-way traffic flows in several places and provides a natural calming effect on vehicle speeds.

23.
However, these features are considered acceptable on local residential streets and are not expected to cause any safety concerns as opposing vehicles can stop and give way in the low speed environment.

24.
The green space at the end of Beaconsfield Street has a steep gradient and the construction of a road through to Derby Street would be costly, requiring a detailed investigation and the potential relocation of underground utilities. Such works would require funding in Council’s budget which is prioritised to ensure Council’s resources are directed to the streets and areas where traffic management works offer the greatest benefit in terms of safety and amenity to the wider community. 

25.
Furthermore, it is noted that Beaconsfield Street has never previously been opened to vehicles and doing so would present a considerable safety risk to dwellings on the western side of Derby Street as the steep gradient would naturally increase the speed of vehicular traffic heading west. While there may be some minor inconvenience for residents accessing their properties via Rosebery and Derby Streets, these roads presently fulfil their function of providing residential access and the priority for funding to open Beaconsfield Street through to Derby Street is low. For these reasons, there are no plans to open Beaconsfield Street through to Derby Street at this time.

26.
As the petitioners are also requesting additional green space, Council has listed the closed section of Beaconsfield Street for parks planning consideration. 

Consultation

27.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.

Customer impact
28.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.
29.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Nicole Johnston abstaining.
30.
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: CA19/287700

Thank you for your petition requesting Council reopen the western end of Beaconsfield Street, Highgate Hill, to create a direct connection for vehicles between Beaconsfield and Derby Street, and that the southern end of Derby Street, between 15 and 19 Derby Street, be closed to through-traffic to create a pedestrian friendly green space.
Your feedback about the suitability of these roads for through traffic has been noted. Council’s investigation has included a review of the local traffic network. This review has identified that there is no through access via Beaconsfield, Derby or Rosebery Street. Accordingly, it is considered that any vehicles travelling on these roads are either local residents or their visitors and there would be no reason for high volumes of non-local traffic to be using these roads as shortcuts. Rosebery and Derby Streets are divided in places and this narrows the road width to restrict two-way traffic flows in several places and provides a natural calming effect on vehicle speeds.

However, these features are considered acceptable on local residential streets and are not expected to cause any safety concerns as opposing vehicles can stop and give way in the low speed environment. 

The green space at the end of Beaconsfield Street has a steep gradient and the construction of a road through to Derby Street would be costly, requiring a detailed investigation and the potential relocation of underground utilities. Such works would require funding in Council’s budget which is prioritised to ensure Council’s resources are directed to the streets and areas where traffic management works offer the greatest benefit in terms of safety and amenity to the wider community. 

Furthermore, it is noted that Beaconsfield Street has never been previously been opened to vehicles and doing so would present a considerable safety risk to dwellings on the western side of Derby Street as the steep gradient would naturally increase the speed of vehicular traffic heading west. While there may be some minor inconvenience for residents accessing their properties via Rosebery and Derby Streets, these roads presently fulfil their function of providing residential access and the priority for funding to open Beaconsfield Street through to Derby Street is low. For these reasons, there are no plans to open Beaconsfield Street through to Derby Street at this time.

As you are also requesting additional green space, Council has listed the closed section of Beaconsfield Street for parks planning consideration. 

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

D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REVIEW AND IMPROVE THE SAFETY OF THE PEDESTRIAN CROSSING ON MARSHALL LANE, KENMORE, NEAR THE INTERSECTION OF GLENCARRON AND WALLAWA STREETS

CA19/511965
52/2019-20

31.
A petition requesting Council review and improve the safety of the pedestrian crossing on Marshall Lane, Kenmore, near the intersection of Glencarron and Wallawa Streets, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 June 2019, by Councillor Kate Richards, and received.
32.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.
33.
The petition contains 16 signatures.

34.
The petitioners are concerned about motorists on Marshall Lane, Kenmore, not giving way to pedestrians on the zebra crossing. The zebra crossing is clearly marked but they are requesting a review to see if any additional measures can be implemented to highlight the crossing to passing motorists. 

35.
Marshall Lane has a 50 km/h speed limit and is considered to be a district access road under Council’s road hierarchy. District access roads facilitate the movement of people and goods within and through suburbs, including bus and heavy vehicle usage. There is one Council bus route along Marshall Lane. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

36.
The zebra crossing is located at a low point in the road where traffic from both directions is heading downhill, however, the road is straight and there are no obstructions to sight lines on approach. Advanced warning signage is in place on both approaches and the zebra crossing is marked in accordance with Queensland road standards. 

37.
Prior to this petition, Council officers and Councillor Kate Richards, the Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, met with representatives from Kenmore South State School in February 2019 to develop a school traffic management plan (TMP) to address local traffic matters. The Marshall Lane pedestrian crossing was highlighted in the meeting and subsequently reviewed by Council. Council’s review identified that all the required signage and line markings were in place and as there were no visibility issues, no changes were proposed at the time.

38.
In response to this petition, and in light of the issues raised, another investigation has been undertaken. As part of the investigation, Council has reviewed the Queensland Government’s crash database for the last 10 years and there are no recorded accidents on this section of Marshall Lane. 

39.
While the zebra crossing meets all the required standards, Council has identified additional opportunities to enhance this facility’s control devices to increase pedestrian safety. Accordingly, Council will install highlighted target boards to the existing pedestrian crossing warning signage and ‘PED X’ pavement markings on both approaches to the crossing facility. These two improvements will help alert drivers of the upcoming zebra crossing and encourage better driver behaviour and compliance to give way to waiting pedestrians. 

40.
While motorists must give way to pedestrians on or approaching a zebra crossing in accordance with the Queensland Road Rules, pedestrians should always exercise due care and attention and should only attempt to cross once they recognise that an approaching motorist is stopping.

41.
Failure to give way at a zebra crossing and speeding are driver behaviour issues which can be mitigated by enforcement through the Queensland Police Service (QPS). As such, any incidents of vehicles speeding or failing to give way should be reported to the QPS via Policelink on 131 444 for targeted enforcement.

Consultation

42.
Councillor Kate Richards, Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
43.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.
44.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

45.
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: CA19/511965

Thank you for your petition requesting Council review and improve the safety of the pedestrian crossing on Marshall Lane, Kenmore, near the intersection of Glencarron and Wallawa Street.

The zebra crossing is located at a low point in the road where traffic from both directions is heading downhill, however, the road is straight and there are no obstructions to sight lines on approach. Advanced warning signage is in place on both approaches and the zebra crossing is marked in accordance with Queensland road standards. 

Prior to this petition, Council officers and Councillor Kate Richards, the Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, met with representatives from Kenmore South State School in February 2019 to develop a school traffic management plan (TMP) to address local traffic matters. The Marshall Lane pedestrian crossing was highlighted in the meeting and subsequently reviewed by Council. Council’s review identified that all the required signage and line markings were in place and as there were no visibility issues, no changes were proposed at the time.

In response to this petition, and in light of the issues raised, another investigation has been undertaken. As part of the investigation, Council has reviewed the Queensland Government’s crash database for the last 10 years and there are no recorded accidents on this section of Marshall Lane. 

While the zebra crossing meets all the required standards, Council has identified additional opportunities to enhance this facility’s control devices to increase pedestrian safety. Accordingly, Council will install highlighted target boards to the existing pedestrian crossing warning signage and ‘PED X’ pavement markings on both approaches to the crossing facility. These two improvements will help alert drivers of the upcoming zebra crossing and encourage better driver behaviour and compliance to give way to waiting pedestrians. 

While motorists must give way to pedestrians on or approaching a zebra crossing in accordance with the Queensland Road Rules, pedestrians should always exercise due care and attention and should only attempt to cross once they recognise that an approaching motorist is stopping.

Failure to give way at a zebra crossing and speeding are driver behaviour issues which can be mitigated by enforcement through the Queensland Police Service (QPS). As such, any incidents of vehicles speeding or failing to give way should be reported to the QPS via Policelink on 131 444 for targeted enforcement.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Ben Clayton, Transport Network Officer, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 1318.

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 30 July 2019, be adopted.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. Just before I get to the items that are on the committee report before us—obviously I ought to thank all Councillors for supporting the universal housing amendment that—the progress in the vote that we just had on that. I think it’s a very important thing. It is an outcome of Brisbane’s Future Blueprint, Mr Chair. As part of that there are a number of actions whether it is the Council steps to introduce green roofs across the city, Mr Chair, this Council steps to increase deep planting.


Mr Chair, there’s a range of things that are being delivered as part of the blueprint and as part of this Administration’s commitment to getting better planning outcomes across the city. One of those things, Mr Chair, is the launch yesterday and the release of a design-led city, a design strategy for the City of Brisbane. Mr Chair, that document is publicly available. It’s on Council’s website. It is out for public consultation—started yesterday 5 August 2019 and runs through to early September, Mr Chair.


There was a committee presentation this morning on it but I just encourage all Councillors to have a look at that document. I’ll be writing to you in the not too distant future and making you aware of it, Mr Chair. Also I just encourage you to make sure that your residents are aware of that as well. Mr Chair, there are a number of items on the agenda before us today. Item A is a refusal of a development application at 1180 Sandgate Road, Nundah. This was a presentation to committee last week for, as I said, development application that covers on the sites 1180 to 1208 Sandgate Road, Nundah.


It was for 71 multiple unit dwellings, a food and drink outlet, office, shop, bar, hotel and was lodged on 9 January 2018 and properly made on 6 February 2018, Mr Chair. It was an impact assessable development application lodged over a Major centre zone and is located within the Nundah Village 1(b) sub-precinct of the Toombul—Nundah neighbourhood plan. The application proposes the partial demolition of a local heritage place, construction of a seven storey mixed use tower. The development proposes a site cover around 87%, 89% on-site car parks and only two per cent—only two per cent of the site for deep planting, Mr Chair.


Public notification was carried out between 19 October 2018 and 9 November 2018 and 116 submissions were received during the notification period. One hundred and fifty-eight submissions have been received all up. We also, Mr Chair, received a petition with some 2,258 signatures against the proposal, Mr Chair. Councillor Adam ALLAN, the local Councillor does not support the proposal. The Committee had quite a lengthy discussion—presentation around the particular development, Mr Chair. The officers went into detail around the reasons for the refusal.


I’m happy to leave item A for debate in the Chamber as I am also happy to leave the petitions relating to Trudgian Street down at Sunnybank, Mr Chair and also the Donkin Street, West End, petition for debate in the Council Chamber as well.

Chair:
Further debate? 

Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item A, a development application at 1180 to 1208 Sandgate Road, Nundah. The site in question is in the heart of the popular Nundah Village and is tenanted by and surrounded by a number of well‑known and popular bars, cafes, restaurants and traders. Many of these establishments support the unique hospitality and retail fabric of the Nundah Village and have helped make Nundah Village a popular destination and certainly enhanced what is a thriving night time economy, in particular.


The impact assessable development application was not supported by Council’s planning officers on a number of grounds including height, bulk, scale, traffic impact, setbacks, the impact on a local heritage place, parking and safety to name some. The community, as Councillor BOURKE has indicated, was not supportive of the application with a petition established by the community which attracted 2,258 signatures. Additional submissions to Council—158 of those. Negative newspaper coverage and certainly social media was very, very negative in the context of the development.


I was not supportive of the proposal on similar grounds to those expressed by Council’s planning officers. They were outlined in my own personal submission. Having said that, I’m conscious of and conveyed to the community, that a legislated and well-tested process existed for the assessment of an application such as this one and that the process needed to be observed and respected. That continues to be the case now. Last week the City Planning Committee unanimously supported the Council’s planning officers’ recommendation to refuse the application. I hope the full Chamber of Council does so this evening. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on items B and C which are the same thing, petition 1 and petition 2. They’re both petitions against a development application for 1 Trudgian Street, Sunnybank. The first petition was done by a local resident who actually lives next to the property and had 22 signatures. The second petition was brought forward by the Our Lady of Lourdes P&F which had 193 signatures. Now before the DA was actually officially lodged as always there were rumours swirling around the community once this fairly large block of land was sold, about what was going to happen on the site.


I had a number of phone calls from local residents about what was going on in that space. At that point no DA had been lodged so there wasn’t anything we could do at that point in time. But people wrote their submissions anyway. So then the DA was actually officially lodged on 6 August 2018. At that point is when—because it was impact assessable and with all impact assessable DAs I write to all my local residents letting them know about this DA being lodged. I sent a letter out to all my residents on 22 November telling them that the public notification was now open and was being carried out between 28 November and 18 December.


Now the reasons I specify these dates specifically into Hansard is for one very upsetting reason. It’s because I was accused of being arrogant and out of touch with my community because I dared to take three days out of my leave from work to fly to New Zealand to see my sick father. So I think to be accused of being arrogant and out of touch and then those words to be repeated by another Councillor in this place, was extremely upsetting. I was back in Brisbane on 21 December. So I didn’t even get to spend Christmas with my father. My staff were there at the office. So the office was open and was more than capable of taking the submissions.


The person however chose not to do the right thing and decided to go the other way and go onto social media and make those accusations. I want to also make the point on my letter that it went out to the residents on 22 November that—telling them specifically when the submissions were. I wrote, if you have previously sent an objection you must resubmit it now, during this timeframe, to make it a valid objection. Because people do not understand unless they get it in the specific time frame it doesn’t count. I needed to make sure that everybody’s voices counted and were heard.


The DA was assessed against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the Act. After taking all matters into consideration, including concerns raised by the petitions and other submissions, of course one of which was my own, the Council’s delegate refused the application on 11 July 2019. I’m pleased to say I was able to write to the residents and tell them about that decision. In fact I actually hand letterboxed dropped that decision to those residents in that street.


On that note I’m also writing to my residents regarding the amendments to the City Plan that their LORD MAYOR has got underway at the moment telling them that submissions close on Monday 26 August, which will restrict townhouse development from single home area which would be this exact scenario. So, again, I’m writing to my residents in those local areas making sure they do put in a submission to let the minister know that that’s their feeling. I encourage everybody else to do so. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I just want to thank Councillor MARX and Councillor ALLAN for their contribution in the debate. It was remiss of me before, I should acknowledge and just thank the Council officers who were involved in putting together the universal housing work that we debated, Mr Chair. I particularly want to thank the Manager for Development Services, the Chief City Planner, the whole team in the strategic planning section of Brisbane City Council, Mr Chair as well as the board members of the Inclusive Brisbane Board, in particular John Mayo who has been a keen advocate for this particular initiative, Mr Chair.


I also want to thank the Branch Manager in Connected Communities as well as the Team Leader in Connected Communities and all of the staff who have been working tirelessly to bring this amendment to this place. The incentive scheme, Mr Chair, and the work that they do to make our city a more inclusive and accessible city for all of our residents and visitors alike.

Chair:
I will now put the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the City Planning Committee was declared carried on the voices.

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

A
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION UNDER THE PLANNING ACT 2016 – DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FOR MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE FOR A MULTIPLE DWELLING (71 UNITS), FOOD AND DRINK OUTLET, OFFICE, SHOP, BAR AND HOTEL ON THE SITE OF A LOCAL HERITAGE PLACE, ADJOINING A LOCAL HERITAGE PLACE AND INVOLVING A COMMERCIAL CHARACTER BUILDING, AND DEVELOPMENT PERMIT TO CARRY OUT BUILDING WORKS FOR THE PARTIAL DEMOLITION OF A LOCAL HERITAGE PLACE AND OF A COMMERCIAL CHARACTER BUILDING ON LAND AT 1180, 1190, 1192 AND 1208 SANDGATE ROAD, NUNDAH

53/2019-20

1.
The Team Manager, Planning Services North, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, reports that Urbis Pty Ltd, on behalf of FTTOA Pty Ltd, submitted a development application on 9 January 2018. The application was properly made on 6 February 2018.
	Development aspects:
	Material change of use – Development permit 

Building work – Development permit

	General description of proposal:


	Development permit – Building work for the partial demolition of a Local Heritage Place and of a Commercial character building and

Development permit – Material change of use for a Multiple dwelling (71 units), Food and drink outlet, Office, Shop, Bar and Hotel on the site of a Local Heritage Place, adjoining a Local Heritage Place and involving a Commercial character building

	Land in the ownership of:
	Given Terrace Trust and Giraudo Instalment Trust

	Address of the site:
	1180, 1190, 1192 and 1208 Sandgate Road, Nundah

	Described as:
	Lots 1 and 2 on RP70679, Lot 2 on RP34080 and Lot 2 on SP147411 

	Containing an area of:
	1,315 m2


2.
This impact assessable application is over land currently included in the Major centre zone of the Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). The site is also located within the Nundah village 1b sub-precinct of the Toombul—Nundah neighbourhood plan.

3.
The proposal involves the partial demolition of a Local Heritage Place (and Commercial character building) and the construction of a seven-storey mixed-use development, incorporating commercial uses at ground level and residential units above.
4.
The site is located on the corner of Sandgate Road and Chapel Street. Vehicle access is gained via an existing 5 m wide easement from Chapel Street. The site is located within 250 m walking distance of the Nundah train station.


5.
Details of the proposal are summarised below.

-
Building height of seven storeys having 4,346.29 m2 of total Gross Floor Area (GFA) with commercial uses at ground level and first level basement, and residential uses above.

-
A commercial GFA of 809.7 m² at ground level with an additional area of 352.04 m² of commercial uses within the proposed first level basement.


-
The development proposes a site cover of approximately 87 %.


-
The development provides for 89 on-site car parking spaces.
-
All vehicle movements are proposed via the existing access easement off Chapel Street.

-
Pedestrian entry is provided from both street frontages, with pedestrian access to the residential lobby from Chapel Street.

-
Provision for approximately 26 m2 or 2% of the site area for deep planting.
6. 
In accordance with the Planning Act 2016, the proposed development was subject to impact assessment and public notification was required. Public notification was carried out between 19 October 2018 and 9 November 2018 in accordance with the Planning Act 2016. A total of 158 submissions were received, with 116 submissions received during the public notification period, and a petition containing 2,258 signatures was submitted to Council in 2018.

7.
The Councillor for Northgate, Councillor Adam Allan, does not support the proposal.

8.
The proposed development has been assessed in accordance with section 60 of the Planning Act 2016 and is recommended to be refused on the following grounds.
(i)
The proposed significant demolition, alterations and new works to, and immediately adjacent to, a Local heritage place do not take account of all aspects of its significance. The scale of the proposal overwhelms the Local heritage place, compromising its significance as a surviving example of early-interwar commercial premises in the Nundah commercial precinct.

Currently, the Local heritage place represents a significant element within a streetscape of individual building façades of similar scale from differing architectural periods that constitute the Nundah commercial precinct. The architectural variety of the streetscape contributes to the ability for the Local heritage place to be interpreted as an early-interwar building within this precinct. The replacement of the multiple buildings adjacent to the Local heritage place with a single built form comprising the podium at street level and tower above, creates visual bulk that physically overwhelms the Local heritage place, and compromises its ability to be readily interpreted as an early-interwar commercial building, through the loss of the architectural variety afforded by adjacent buildings that makes such comparisons possible.
The application has not adequately considered the issues relevant to the conservation of the Local heritage place. The proposed demolition and alteration of the Local heritage place will impact upon the ability for the Local heritage place to continue to be interpreted as an early-interwar commercial building within the Nundah commercial precinct. The proposal does not provide for restoration works that would typically contribute to the mitigation of detrimental impacts to the Local heritage place. The lack of articulation of the proposed built form further compounds the impacts of the proposal on the significance of the Local heritage place.
The development application conflicts with the following provisions of City Plan.
(a)
Strategic framework, Theme 2 – Brisbane’s outstanding lifestyle, Element 2.1 – Brisbane’s identity, Specific outcomes SO5, SO19, SO20 and SO21
(b)
Strategic framework, Theme 5 – Brisbane’s CityShape, Strategic Outcome (1)(g)
(c)
Heritage overlay code, Purpose 1(a), Overall outcomes 2(a), 2(b) and Performance outcomes PO1, PO2, PO3 and PO4

(d)
Commercial character building (activities) overlay code, Purpose 1(a)
(e)
Commercial character building (demolition) overlay code, Purpose 1(a), 2(a) and Performance outcome PO2
(f)
Multiple dwelling code, Overall outcome 2(t).

(ii)
The proposed built form and building height is inconsistent with the community’s expectations and the intended scale of development within the Nundah village. The applicant has not demonstrated that the scale of the proposal is in direct response to a local or economic need, or appropriately reflects and integrates with the established traditional village character west of Sandgate Road.

The proposal fails to provide an appropriate building height transition from higher density development surrounding the Nundah Train Station to the lower-scale built forms to the west of Sandgate Road. The proposed bulk, scale, form and intensity does not  appropriately take into account the context of the subject site in regards to the legibility of the Nundah Village and the existing and potential future development on adjoining sites.


The scale of the development is disproportionate with the site dimensions and utility of the site. This is evident as the proposed tower form, derived by height, horizontal length and site cover, does not adequately minimise the visual bulk of the proposal and is inconsistent with the intended built form within the immediate locality. In addition, the tower form fails to provide sufficient residential boundary setbacks and building separations to protect residential amenity in terms of access to natural light, breezes and privacy. 

The development application conflicts with the following provisions of City Plan.

(a)
Strategic framework, Theme 5 – Brisbane’s CityShape, Strategic Outcome (1)(g), Element 5.8 – Brisbane’s Growth Nodes on Selected Transport Corridors, Specific outcome SO1

(b)
Commercial character building (activities) overlay code, Purpose 1(a) and Overall outcome 2(a) and 2(b)
(c)
Toombul—Nundah neighbourhood plan code, Overall outcomes 3(a), 3(g), 4(c) and Performance outcomes PO1 and PO2
(d)
Major centre zone code, Overall outcomes 3(a) and 5(a)
(e)
Centre or mixed use code, Overall outcomes 2(a), 2(b), 2(g) and Performance outcomes PO20, PO21, PO22, PO25, PO26 and PO28
(f)
Multiple dwelling code, Overall outcomes 2(a), 2(e), 2(i), 2(q) and Performance outcomes PO6, PO8, PO11, PO13 and PO14.
(iii)
The proposed development has not adequately demonstrated how the proposal protects the safety, efficiency and function of the road hierarchy, and that the traffic impacts on the locality are minimised.
The proposal is located on a pedestrian prioritised intersection with vehicle access proposed via Chapel Street, which is a one‐way street (westbound). It is noted that Boyd Street to the north of Chapel Street provides the one‐way connection for the opposite direction (eastbound), which is a signalised intersection (Boyd Street and Sandgate Road).
The applicant has not provided a sufficient transport impact assessment to demonstrate that the proposal will not compromise the safety, efficiency and function of the road hierarchy, or has addressed all the impacts to the road network.

The development application conflicts with the following provisions of City Plan.
(a)
Strategic framework, Theme 4 – Brisbane’s highly effective transport and infrastructure, Element 4.1 – Brisbane’s transport infrastructure networks, Specific outcomes SO1, SO2 and SO4
(b)
Road hierarchy overlay code, Purpose 1(a), Overall outcome 2(a) and Performance outcome PO2

(c)
Major centre zone code, Overall outcome 5(g)
(d)
Transport, access, parking and servicing code, Overall outcomes 2(c), 2(d), 2(i) and Performance outcome PO1.
(iv)
The proposed development fails to provide safe, convenient and accessible on-site vehicle access and parking. The vehicle access, manoeuvring and parking will adversely impact on the quality and amenity of the adjoining streetscape, and the proposed design does not provide for legible, distinct, or sufficient on-site parking for the different intended users.
The submitted swept path plans demonstrate the proposed development is unable to be safely or conveniently serviced by the required service vehicle. The swept paths illustrate conflicts with the existing kerbside parking bays and encroachments upon the concrete footpath along Chapel Street by service vehicles (RCV and LRV) entering and exiting the site.
The proposed ‘L’ shape basement ramp does not comply with section 7.4 (Circulation standards within car parking areas) of the Transport, access, parking and servicing planning scheme policy and section 2.5 (Design of circulation roadways and ramps) of ‘AS/NZS 2890.1:2004 Parking facilities – Off‐street car parking’. The basement ramp does not provide sufficient gradients, sight-lines, truncations, dimensions or radius, which would impact on the safe use of the car park area, in particular pedestrian movements.

The applicant has failed to demonstrate the development provides sufficient on-site car parking spaces to accommodate the peak parking demand generated. It is noted that the development provides nine commercial car parking spaces. However, as the proposal has not clearly identified or confirmed the proposed GFA of the Hotel or Bar use (not centre activities), the applicant has not demonstrated that nine on-site car parking spaces are sufficient to cater for the peak parking demand generated by those land uses. In addition, the applicant has failed to demonstrate how potential conflicts between parking allocation will be mitigated.

The development application conflicts with the following provisions of City Plan.

(a)
Centre or mixed use code, Overall outcomes 2(m) and 2(n)
(b)
Multiple dwelling code, Overall outcome 2(p) and Performance outcome PO43

(c)
Transport, access, parking and servicing code, Overall outcomes 2(a), 2(f), 2(j) and 2(k) and Performance outcomes PO1, PO3, PO13, PO14, PO15, PO18 and PO19.
(v)
The scale and form of the proposed development is not proportionate with the site area to enable the proposal to provide a comfortable living environment for future residents, or manage the amenity impacts on adjoining residents. The proposed residential setbacks and design elements do not contribute to the subtropical design and amenity of residents. In addition, the proposal does not provide open space areas to maximise high quality and functional outdoor living spaces.

The siting and design of the proposal, in particular the building orientation and building separation, access and servicing, and land uses, do not appropriately manage visual, air, odour and noise impacts, consistent with the level of amenity reasonably expected within the immediate locality.


The applicant has not clearly identified the tenancies proposed to accommodate the Hotel and Bar use, or suitably addressed how the noise generated by these uses would be controlled. The applicant has not demonstrated that the noise generated by the proposed Hotel and Bar uses would not detrimentally impact on the amenity of future or adjoining residents.


The proposed residential boundary setbacks are insufficient to ensure the amenity of residents is maintained, and to demonstrate that the development does not prejudice the amenity of future adjoining residents.

The intensification of the existing vehicle access, increased pedestrian movements, service arrangement and refuse collection location would have a detrimental amenity impact on future or adjoining residents. The applicant has not adequately demonstrated how amenity impacts will be mitigated.


The proposal does not provide subtropical design elements to support future resident comfort or provide functional and attractive outdoor living opportunity. This is the result of the combined effect of narrow unit width, unit orientation, lack of cross ventilation, limited private open space, the glazed western façade without sun shading or weather protection devices, and the proportional area of communal open space.

The development application conflicts with the following provisions of City Plan.

(a)
Major centre zone code, Overall outcomes 4(h) and 5(j)
(b)
Centre or mixed use code, Overall outcomes 2(a), 2(d), 2(h), 2(k), 2(q) and Performance outcomes PO1, PO19, PO34 and PO61
(c)
Multiple dwelling code, Overall outcomes 2(a), 2(i), 2(n), 2(q) and Performance outcomes PO8, PO13, PO20, PO28, PO29 and PO43.

(vi)
The proposed bulk, scale and materiality of the façade which fronts Sandgate Road, including the high level awning, does not reflect the local scale or the established character currently exhibited on the western side of Sandgate Road.


Currently the western side of Sandgate Road contains a streetscape of individual building façades of similar scale and form. The architectural scale, form and variety of the streetscape contributes to the sense of place and the distinct village feel of Nundah. The proposed uniform façade, comprising the podium and tower element, produces a visual bulk that physically dominates the local streetscape character and diminishes the strong sense of Nundah village. The proposal would result in the loss of the architectural variety and lower scale character of the western side of Sandgate Road.
The development application conflicts with the following provisions of City Plan.
(a)
Strategic framework, Theme 2 – Brisbane’s outstanding lifestyle, Element 2.1 – Brisbane’s identity, Specific outcomes SO3, SO5, SO12, SO19, SO20 and SO21
(b)
Strategic framework, Theme 5 – Brisbane’s CityShape, Strategic Outcome (1)(g); and Element 5.3 – Brisbane’s Major Centres, Specific outcome SO6
(c)
Commercial character building (activities) overlay code, Purpose 1(a); Overall outcomes 2(b) and 2(h) and Performance outcome PO7
(d)
Commercial character building (demolition) overlay code, Purpose 1(a); Overall outcome 2(a) and Performance outcome PO2

(e)
Toombul—Nundah neighbourhood plan code, Overall outcomes 3(a) and 4(c)
(f)
Major centre zone code, Overall outcomes 3(a) and 4(a)

(g)
Centre or mixed use code, Overall outcomes 2(b), 2(g), 2(i), 2(j) and Performance outcomes PO33, PO36 and PO51
(h)
Multiple dwelling code, Overall outcome 2(t).
(vii)
The provision of a single deep planting area with additional predominantly small scale planter boxes and insufficient information to demonstrate the retention and protection of existing street trees, fail to demonstrate a suitable landscape response to the locational context and to soften the visual dominance of the proposed built form.
The proposed extent of landscaping does not exhibit subtropical design elements consistent with Brisbane’s climate and is insufficient to reduce the urban heat island effect. The proposed landscape elements would not positively contribute to the subtropical landscape character of the locality or the microclimate of the immediate area, particularly in regards to the visual and residential amenity impacts associated with the proposed glazing on the western façade.

The development application conflicts with the following provisions of City Plan.

(a)
Strategic framework, Theme 2 – Brisbane’s outstanding lifestyle, Element 2.1 – Brisbane’s identity, Specific outcomes SO7 and SO9

(b)
Strategic framework, Theme 5 – Brisbane’s CityShape, Element 5.8 – Brisbane’s Growth Nodes on Selected Transport Corridors, Specific outcome SO2

(c)
Major centre zone code, Overall outcomes 3(a) and 5(c)

(d)
Centre or mixed use code, Overall outcomes 2(b), 2(j), 2(l) and Performance outcomes PO51 and PO55

(e)
Multiple dwelling code, Overall outcome 2(l) and Performance outcomes PO14, PO25 and PO30.

(viii)
The proposed land use mix conflicts with the primary intent of the Major centre zone as a commercial activity centre in providing high-order retail activities and commercial activities that create a focus point for sub-regional employment.

The proposed primary residential land use is not commensurate with the intended level of economic activity of a Major centre zone, and fails to provide appropriate employment opportunities consistent with the intent of the Nundah village precinct of the Toombul—Nundah neighbourhood plan.


The development application conflicts with the following provisions of City Plan.

(a)
Strategic framework, Theme 1 – Brisbane’s globally competitive economy, Strategic Outcome (1)(o) and Element 1.1 – Brisbane as a centre for global business, Specific outcomes SO1 and SO3

(b)
Strategic framework, Theme 5 – Brisbane’s CityShape, Strategic Outcomes (1)(e) and (1)(k) and Element 5.3 – Brisbane’s Major Centres, Specific outcome SO1

(c)
Toombul—Nundah neighbourhood plan code, Overall outcome 3(a) and Performance outcome PO5

(d)
Major centre zone code, Overall outcomes 3(a), 4(b), 4(e) and 4(f)

(e)
Centre or mixed use code, Overall outcomes 2(b), 2(c), 2(g) and Performance outcomes PO17 and PO27.

(ix)
There are insufficient grounds to warrant approval of the proposed development due to the significant conflict with City Plan (v08.00/2017).

9.
The Team Manager, Planning Services North, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability advises that relevant reports have been obtained to enable the assessment and the decision process prescribed by the Planning Act 2016 to be completed.
10.
It is recommended that the application be presented to the City Planning Committee for a recommendation to Council for refusal. The Committee agreed. 

11.
RECOMMENDATION:
As:

(i)
a properly made development application was made on 6 February 2018 to Council pursuant to section 51 of the Planning Act 2016 as follows:
	Development aspects:
	Material change of use – Development permit 

Building work – Development permit

	General description of proposal:


	Development permit – Building work for the partial demolition of a Local Heritage Place and of a Commercial character building and

Development permit – Material change of use for a Multiple dwelling (71 units), Food and drink outlet, Office, Shop, Bar and Hotel on the site of a Local Heritage Place, adjoining a Local Heritage Place and involving a Commercial character building

	Land in the ownership of:
	Given Terrace Trust and Giraudo Instalment Trust

	Address of the site:
	1180, 1190, 1192 and 1208 Sandgate Road, Nundah

	Described as:
	Lots 1 and 2 on RP70679, Lot 2 on RP34080 and Lot 2 on SP147411 

	Containing an area of:
	1,315 m2


(ii)
Council is required to assess the application pursuant to Chapter 3, Part 1, section 45(5) 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 relevant to the application in Chapter 3, Part 3, Division 2, section 60 of the Planning Act 2016 relevant to the application, Council considers that the proposed development does not meet the assessment benchmarks of City Plan (v08.00/2017) as outlined in section 8 above,
(ii)
refuses the development application referred to above and directs the following actions:
(a)
notify the applicant of this decision

(b)
notify the Central SEQ Distributer-Retailer Authority of the decision

(c)
notify the Councillor for Northgate, Councillor Adam Allan, of the decision

(d)
notify the submitters of the decision

(e)
publish notice about the decision on the website.
ADOPTED

B
PETITION – OBJECTING TO THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR A MULTIPLE DWELLING AT 1 TRUDGIAN STREET, SUNNYBANK (APPLICATION REFERENCE A004990682)



CA18/1160962

54/2019-20

12.
A petition from residents objecting to a development application for 1 Trudgian Street, Sunnybank (application reference A004990682), was received by Council during the Summer Recess 2018‑19. 

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

14.
The petition contains 22 signatures. 

15.
The petitioners’ concerns are summarised as follows.

-
The proposal will impact local roads and cause road safety issues for residents and pupils of Our Lady of Lourdes Primary School. 

-
The proposal is not consistent with the low density residential character of Sunnybank.

16.
A development application for a multiple dwelling (44 units over five stages) over the subject site was lodged with Council on 6 August 2018 and was properly made on 31 August 2018.

17.
The subject site and adjoining properties are located within the Low density residential zone of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), with the exception of land to the north located within the Special purpose (Transport infrastructure) zone. The subject site is not located within a neighbourhood plan. The subject site is rectangular in shape with an area of 8,910 m2 and contains a single dwelling house. Surrounding the subject site are one and two-storey dwelling houses to the east, south and west, with the Gold Coast/Beenleigh railway line traversing the northern boundary. 

18.
Vehicle and pedestrian access to the subject site is from the north-east corner to Trudgian Street. This access is approximately 200 metres walking distance to Our Lady of Lourdes Primary School, and 400 metres of Altandi railway station to the east.

19.
The application is impact assessable as per the requirements of City Plan and was subject to public notification in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Public notification was carried out between 28 November and 18 December 2018. Council received 145 submissions, of which 92 were properly made.
20.
The application was assessed against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the Act. After taking all matters into consideration, including concerns raised by the petitioners and other submissions, Council’s delegate refused the application on 11 July 2019. 
21.
It is also noted that the head petitioner is recorded as making a properly made submission and has been advised that an assessment decision has been made.
Consultation
22.
Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 
23.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed. 

24.
RECOMMENDATION:

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

Information to be provided to the petitioners

Petition reference: CA18/1160962 

A development application for a multiple dwelling (44 units over five stages) over land at 1 Trudgian Street, Sunnybank (application reference A004990682), was lodged with Council on 6 August 2018, and was properly made on 31 August 2018.

The subject site and adjoining properties are located within the Low density residential zone of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), with the exception of land to the north that is located within the Special purpose (Transport infrastructure) zone. The subject site is not located within a neighbourhood plan. 

Vehicle and pedestrian access to the subject site is from the north-east corner to Trudgian Street. This access is approximately 200 metres walking distance to Our Lady of Lourdes Primary School and 400 metres of the Altandi railway station to the east.

The application was impact assessable as per the requirements of City Plan and was subject to public notification in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Public notification was carried out between 28 November and 18 December 2018. Council received 145 submissions, of which 92 were properly made.

The application was assessed against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the Act. After taking all matters into consideration, including concerns raised by the petitioners and other submissions, Council’s delegate refused the application on 11 July 2019. 

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – OBJECTING TO THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR A MULTIPLE DWELLING AT 1 TRUDGIAN STREET, SUNNYBANK (APPLICATION REFERENCE A004990682)



CA18/1161505

55/2019-20

25.
A petition from residents objecting to a development application for 1 Trudgian Street, Sunnybank (application reference A004990682), was received by Council during the Summer Recess 2018‑19. 

26.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

27.
The petition contains 193 signatures.

28.
The petitioners’ concerns are summarised as follows.

-
The area is zoned Low density residential in Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan).

-
The proposal will impact local roads and cause road safety issues for residents and pupils of Our Lady of Lourdes Primary School. 

-
There will be an increase in demand for commuter parking spaces at Altandi train station.

-
The submitted traffic engineering report does not adequately address the above issues.

-
The proposal is not consistent with the intent of the Low density residential zone.

29.
A development application for a multiple dwelling (44 units over five stages) over the subject site was lodged with Council on 6 August 2018 and was properly made on 31 August 2018.

30.
The subject site and adjoining properties are located within the Low density residential zone of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), with the exception of land to the north located within the Special purpose (Transport infrastructure) zone. The subject site is not located within a neighbourhood plan. The subject site is rectangular in shape with an area of 8,910 m2 and contains a single dwelling house. Surrounding the subject site are one and two-storey dwelling houses to the east, south and west, with the Gold Coast/Beenleigh railway line traversing the northern boundary. 

31.
Vehicle and pedestrian access to the subject site is from the north-east corner to Trudgian Street. This access is approximately 200 metres walking distance to Our Lady of Lourdes Primary School, and 400 metres of Altandi railway station to the east.

32.
The application is impact assessable as per the requirements of City Plan and was subject to public notification in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Public notification was carried out between 28 November and 18 December 2018. Council received 145 submissions, of which 92 were properly made.
33.
The application was assessed against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the Act. After taking all matters into consideration, including concerns raised by the petitioners and other submissions, Council’s delegate refused the application on 11 July 2019. 
34.
It is also noted that the head petitioner is recorded as making a properly made submission and has been advised that an assessment decision has been made.
Consultation
35.
Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 
36.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed. 

37.
RECOMMENDATION:

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

Information to be provided to the petitioners

Petition reference: CA18/1161505

A development application for a multiple dwelling (44 units over five stages) over land at 1 Trudgian Street, Sunnybank (application reference A004990682), was lodged with Council on 6 August 2018, and was properly made on 31 August 2018.

The subject site and adjoining properties are located within the Low density residential zone of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), with the exception of land to the north that is located within the Special purpose (Transport infrastructure) zone. The subject site is not located within a neighbourhood plan. 

Vehicle and pedestrian access to the subject site is from the north-east corner to Trudgian Street. This access is approximately 200 metres walking distance to Our Lady of Lourdes Primary School and 400 metres of the Altandi railway station to the east.

The application was impact assessable as per the requirements of City Plan and was subject to public notification in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Public notification was carried out between 28 November and 18 December 2018. Council received 145 submissions, of which 92 were properly made.

The application was assessed against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the Act. After taking all matters into consideration, including concerns raised by the petitioners and other submissions, Council’s delegate refused the application on 11 July 2019. 

ADOPTED

D
PETITION – OBJECTING TO THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR A MULTIPLE DWELLING AT 25 DONKIN STREET, WEST END (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005082417)



CA19/95641

56/2019-20

38.
A petition from residents objecting to the development application for a multiple dwelling at 25 Donkin Street, West End (application reference A005082417), was received by Council during the Summer Recess 2018‑19.
39.
The petition contains 169 signatures.
40.
The petitioners’ concerns are summarised as follows.
-
Traffic congestion associated with the 155 parking spaces.

-
Concerns with the close proximity to the river and neighbouring public park and with its bulk, height, setbacks and coverage.

-
It does not comply with Council’s New World City Design Guide – Buildings that Breathe.

-
Removal of trees and not enough deep planting onsite.

-
It does not provide for public housing or community housing.

-
The scale of the development.
41.
The petitioners also request Council condition several requirements on the application. These include reducing the number of apartments and carparks, reducing the site coverage and increase boundary setbacks, reducing the proposed height and retaining established trees while including at least 20% deep planting. The petitioners state that 10% of dwellings should be reserved for community or public housing and the developer should facilitate a ‘genuinely democratic’ master planning process in consultation with the community to design subsequent stages of the development. The petitioners insist that Council regard future development applications on the site as impact assessable. 

42.
On 26 June 2015, Council approved a development application for a multiple dwelling and food and drink outlet (application references A004016468, A004021212 and A004021234). The proposal included 988 units, together with 250 m2 of food and drink outlets and 1,221 m2 of office space, and outlined delivery of seven buildings over seven development stages.

43.
The subject site is located within the High density residential zone of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and is within the Hocking Street sub-precinct of the Buchanan and Davies Park precinct within the South Brisbane riverside neighbourhood plan. The site is surrounded by residential land uses of up to 12 storeys and commercial development along Montague Road, West End. 
44.
A request to change a development approval under Section 369 of the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 was lodged with Council on 26 April 2017 and approved on 11 August 2017 (A004635694). The revised approval was divided into three stages of development, with Stage 1 of comprising Building 1a, which contains 136 units and 250 m² of food and drink outlets.
45.
The petition refers to a development application for a minor change to an existing development application that was made on 5 December 2018 and granted on 11 February 2019 (A005082417). This application sought to amend the existing approved proposal with respect to Building 1a in line with the provisions of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). 
46.
The application was code assessable per City Plan, and according to the provisions of the Act. Submissions received by Council were fully considered during the assessment process, but submitters did not have appeal rights within the Planning and Environment Court. 
47.
It is also noted that Council has no legislative means to either rescind an approval once granted or undertake representations to the applicant requesting amendments to their approved proposal.
Consultation
48.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation. 
49.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Jonathan Sri dissenting.

50.
RECOMMENDATION:

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

Information to be provided to the petitioners

Petition Reference: CA19/95641

On 26 June 2015, Council approved a development application for a multiple dwelling and food and drink outlet (application references A004016468, A004021212 and A004021234). The proposal included 988 units, together with 250 m2 of food and drink outlets and 1,221 m2 of office space, and outlined delivery of seven buildings over seven development stages.

The subject site is located within the High density residential zone of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and is within the Hocking Street sub-precinct of the Buchanan and Davies Park precinct within the South Brisbane riverside neighbourhood plan. The site is surrounded by residential land uses of up to 12 storeys and commercial development along Montague Road, West End.

A request to change a development approval under section 369 of the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 was lodged with Council on 26 April 2017, and was approved on three stages of development, with Stage 1 comprising Building 1a, which contains 136 units and 250 m² food and drink outlets.

The petition refers to a development application for a minor change to an existing development approval that was made on 5 December 2018 and granted on 11 February 2019 (application reference A005082417). This application sought to amend the existing approved proposal with respect to Building 1a in line with the provisions of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). 

The application was code assessable per City Plan, and according to the provisions of the Act. Submissions received by Council were fully considered during the assessment process, but submitters did not have appeal rights within the Planning and Environment Court. 

It is also noted that Council has no legislative means to either rescind an approval once granted or undertake representations to the applicant requesting amendments to their approved proposal.

ADOPTED
ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

Councillor Kate RICHARD, Deputy 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 30 July 2019, be adopted.

Chair: 
Is there any debate? 

Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair. 

Seriatim for debate and voting – Clause B
	At that time Councillor Kara COOK rose and requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ACQUIRE THE LAND AT 54 BEELARONG STREET, MORNINGSIDE, be taken seriatim for debating and voting purposes.


Declaration of Material Personal Interest in Clause B – PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ACQUIRE THE LAND AT 54 BEELARONG STREET, MORNINGSIDE – Councillor Kara COOK
Councillor COOK: 
I also need to declare a material personal interest in the matter. I will absent myself from the Chamber.

Chair:
Okay. I just have to check with the clerks. So Councillor COOK can you just remain—we just want to make sure that everything is complied with—just for your benefit that everything is square. 

So Councillor COOK under section 177(c)(2) material personal interest at a meeting a Councillor must inform the meeting but it also must include the following particulars. The name of the person or entity who stands to gain or benefit, suffer a loss depending on the outcome of the consideration; how that person or entity stands to gain benefit or suffer a loss or—if the person or other entity who stands to gain the benefit or suffer a loss is not the Councillor or the nature of the Councillor’s relationship with that person or entity. 

So could I just ask you to address that, please.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. It is a personal material interest that relates to myself. It’s in relation to land that I own being in close proximity to the site the subject of the development application.

Chair:
Thank you. I will note in the minutes that Councillor COOK is excluding herself from the meeting. 

Thank you, Councillor COOK. 
Councillor Kara COOK retired from the meeting room and associated public places for the duration of the debate and voting on Clause B.

Chair:
Further debate? 

Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. At the Committee on 30 July we had a presentation from Council which provided an update on the Mt Coot-tha precinct project specifically J.C. Slaughter Falls and Simpsons Falls playscape upgrades. The presentation highlighted the new playscapes constructed at J.C. Slaughter Falls and Simpsons Falls as part of the Mt Coot-tha precinct project. These groups of projects aim to showcase Mt Coot-tha as an iconic green landmark for Brisbane and celebrates biodiversity.


The object of the play-scape project was to establish a children’s nature themed retreat area at the J.C. Slaughter Falls picnic area so that young people could have more to see and do during family barbeques and gatherings at the base of Mt Coot-tha. This new playscape was opened on Thursday 17 April 2019 so I encourage you to take some time to check it out when you can. I can certainly vouch for it. My family have been there and they’ve certainly tried out every piece of playscape that’s actually there and it has survived my young men’s attempt to play on.


So in line with Council’s aim to preserve and nurture our flora and fauna the native vegetation at this site was retained and incorporated further into the playscape itself. I’m glad that this project really encourages people to engage with the natural world. Inspiring residents to appreciate Brisbane’s habitats is an important part in preserving them. We want people to be proud of our city’s unique climate, habitats and wildlife. This is why Council invests in important school education, our bushland centres, our community gardens as well as key behaviour change programs such as Love Food Hate Waste, Green Waste Recycling and Active School Travel.


It is Council’s commitment to programs such as these that make a real difference in residents’ attitudes and behaviours. Consequently we are seeing a cleaner and greener city. We also, Mr Chair, discussed three petitions—a request for Council to acquire—
Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS, because of Councillor COOK’s seriatim and her—we’ll have to take B separately please. So can you just stick to C and D for me and we’ll come back to B in a moment.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Yes, I can, will do. So we discussed three petitions but in particular a request for Council to install more play equipment in the playground at Alcheringa Place Park located in Fullarton Street, Robertson. Apologies if I’ve said that incorrectly—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

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

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m sorry. 

Chair:
Okay, all right. 

Councillor RICHARDS, please continue.

Councillor RICHARDS:
The other petition we discussed was a request for Council to upgrade a skate park located at Les Atkinson Park, Sunnybank.

Chair:
Further debate? 

There being no one rising to their feet, I will put the resolution.
Clauses A, C and D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A, C, and D of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair: 
But now we’re going to deal with item B. 

Councillor RICHARDS is there any further comment on item B? 

Any Councillors wish to comment on item B? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS, please on item B.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, in relation to item B we wouldn’t support it. We agree with this recommendation. So that’s fine. But I just wanted to say last week there was concern on the Committee that an issue was raised regarding Councillor COOK in aspects of this particular petition. It was good that the Chairperson reviewed her comments and apologised. So that was good, particularly in the current environment that we’re in where our local government Councillors are under so much scrutiny. So thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being no one rising to their feet, I will put the resolution for item B. 
Clause B put

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

The voting was as follows:

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

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

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 – MT COOT-THA PRECINCT PROJECT – J.C. SLAUGHTER FALLS AND SIMPSON FALLS PLAYSCAPES

57/2019-20

1.
Wade Fitzgerald, Major Projects and Asset Coordination Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide information on the Mt Coot-tha precinct project: J.C. Slaughter Falls and Simpson Falls playscapes. He provided the information below.
2.
Council has undertaken upgrades to the J.C. Slaughter Falls and Simpson Falls picnic areas, including playscape installations, as part of the Mt Coot-tha precinct project. Maps showing the location of the new playscapes within the respective picnic areas were presented to the Committee. 

3.
During the Second World War, the J.C. Slaughter Falls picnic area served as a US Navy mine assembly and ordnance depot. Following the decommissioning of military facilities in the Mt Coot-tha Reserve, the area was restored to its former state for public use and enjoyment. The picnic area was formally opened in 1974 and named in honour of James Cameron Slaughter, Town Clerk and City Administrator, in recognition of his instrumental role in the restoration works. The playscape project is part of the first major program of improvement works undertaken at J.C. Slaughter Falls since 1974.

4.
The J.C. Slaughter Falls playscape project has been delivered under the overarching vision of the Mt Coot-tha precinct to embrace Mt Coot-tha as an iconic green landmark for the City of Brisbane. The objective of the project was to establish a nature-themed children’s retreat area and incorporated various design considerations including:

-
creating a unique design suited to Mt Coot-tha’s specifications, including its status as a landmark destination

-
celebrating the natural biodiversity of the area

-
providing a retreat for young people

-
using design elements to present play opportunities appealing to young people and encourage ‘green time’ over ‘screen time’
-
minimising the removal of native vegetation

-
certification of the playscape to comply with Australian Standards for playground safety.

5.
The Committee was presented with a series of photographs providing an overview of the new playscape elements. These included:

-
carved totems to celebrate Mt Coot-tha’s fauna and flora

-
themed elements for active play including the ‘Spider Web’ scrambling net and the ‘Stilt Walker’ play element

-
‘Jungle Drums’ placed in a group play setting

-
native vegetation that has been retained and incorporated into the playscape.

6.
The Simpson Falls playscape incorporates a greater educational theme and conveys the story of Mt Coot-tha’s flora and fauna through nature-inspired interactive artworks. Examples of these art features include play equipment resembling a yabby and an artwork installation depicting the lifecycle of a cicada. The Committee was also shown a time-lapse video portraying the various stages of the artwork installation process in the Simpson Falls playscape.

7.
In addition to the J.C. Slaughter Falls and Simpson Falls playscape projects, there has been a range of improvements undertaken in the Mt Coot-tha precinct. Some of the features that have also been improved include walking trails, car parks, access roads and signage.

8.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Mr Fitzgerald for his informative presentation.
9.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ACQUIRE THE LAND AT 54 BEELARONG STREET, MORNINGSIDE



CA19/366660

58/2019-20

10.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council acquire the land at 54 Beelarong Street, Morningside, was received during the Autumn Recess 2019.

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

12.
The petition contains 258 signatures. 

13.
54 Beelarong Street is a vacant site comprising an area of 2.275 hectares (outlined in blue in Attachment B (submitted on file)) and is included in the Rural zone of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). 
14.
In August 2018, a development application was lodged over the subject land, proposing the creation of 23 residential lots ranging in size from 400 m2 to 686 m2, and a balance lot to be dedicated to Council as open space and drainage reserve. Council refused the development application in April 2019, on the grounds that the application conflicted with provisions in City Plan, including the purpose and outcomes of the Rural zone. In May 2019, the applicant lodged an appeal against Council’s decision to refuse the development application in the Planning and Environment Court (P&E Court).
15.
Council acquires land for greenspace purposes through the Bushland Acquisition Program and Parks Infrastructure Improvement Program.
16.
The Bushland Acquisition Program requires that the acquired land has significant ecological value to expand and connect Council’s natural area estate. Although the site does support some areas of vegetation, the subject land does not support sufficient ecological value to justify its acquisition through the Bushland Acquisition Program.
17.
The Parks Infrastructure Improvement Program is informed by the Local Government Infrastructure Plan (LGIP). The LGIP is Council’s plan for critical infrastructure networks, including stormwater, transport and public parks. It matches Brisbane’s future development with the infrastructure needed to support the city’s growing population. The LGIP identifies locations where Council has identified a need to acquire land for the future establishment of public parks. There is no park acquisition requirement located on or in the vicinity of 54 Beelarong Street that is identified in the LGIP, and therefore the subject land is not suitable to be purchased through the Parks Infrastructure Improvement Program.
18.
Further, to avoid any perceived interference with legal proceedings, Council generally does not purchase land through the Bushland Acquisition Program or Parks Infrastructure Improvement Program that is subject to a current appeal in the P&E Court.

Consultation 

19.
Councillor Kara Cook, Councillor for the Morningside Ward, has been consulted and declined to comment due to a material personal interest.
20.
The A/Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Nicole Johnston abstaining.

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: CA19/366660

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council acquire land at 54 Beelarong Street, Morningside, to protect it from residential development. 
Your petition has been investigated and it was considered by Council at its meeting of 6 August 2019. It was decided that the petitioners be advised of the information below.
Council acquires land for greenspace purposes through the Bushland Acquisition Program and Parks Infrastructure Improvement Program. 

The Bushland Acquisition Program requires that the acquired land has significant ecological value to expand and connect Council’s natural area estate. Although the site does support some areas of vegetation, the land does not support sufficient ecological value to justify its acquisition through the Bushland Acquisition Program.
The Parks Infrastructure Improvement Program is informed by the Local Government Infrastructure Plan (LGIP). The LGIP is Council’s plan for critical infrastructure networks, including stormwater, transport and public parks. It matches Brisbane’s future development with the infrastructure needed to support the city’s growing population. The LGIP identifies locations where Council has identified a need to acquire land for the future establishment of public parks. There is no park acquisition requirement located on or in the vicinity of 54 Beelarong Street that is identified in the LGIP, and therefore the land is not suitable to be purchased through the Parks Infrastructure Improvement Program.
Further, Council generally does not purchase land through the Bushland Acquisition Program or Parks Infrastructure Improvement Program which is subject to a current appeal in the Planning and Environment Court, to avoid any perceived interference with this legal process.
Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Susan Dymock, Senior Program Officer Bushland Acquisition, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, on (07) 3403 9149.
Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL INSTALL MORE PLAY EQUIPMENT IN THE PLAYGROUND AT ALCHERINGA PLACE PARK LOCATED AT HILLARDT STREET, ROBERTSON



CA19/417981

59/2019-20

22.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council install more play equipment in the playground at Alcheringa Place Park, located at Hillardt Street, Robertson, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 14 May 2019, by Councillor Steven Huang, Councillor for MacGregor Ward, and received. 

23.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

24.
The petition contains 11 signatures. 
25.
There are two existing playgrounds within Alcheringa Place Park (refer Attachment B (submitted on file)). The requested playground upgrade is located at the western end of the park. The second playground is located 270 metres away on the eastern boundary of the park and has a modern playground which includes under surfacing. 
26.
The playground in question consists of a baby and toddler swing, a small fort platform and a spring toy. This is a well-used playground and does warrant an upgrade. 
27.
The playground is situated between three town house estates and a residential estate. Many people would benefit from a playground upgrade. The proposed playground upgrade will include new play equipment, under surfacing and shade.
Funding
28.
Funding can be sought through future capital works programs or the Suburban Enhancement Fund.
Consultation
29.
Councillor Steven Huang, Councillor for MacGregor Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 
30.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.
31.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL WILL LIST FOR CONSIDERATION THE UPGRADE OF THE PLAYGROUND THAT IS LOCATED AT THE WESTERN END OF ALCHERINGA PLACE PARK, ROBERTSON, AS PART OF COUNCIL’S CAPITAL WORKS PROGRAM. THE REQUEST HAS ALSO BEEN FORWARDED TO COUNCILLOR STEVEN HUANG, COUNCILLOR FOR MACGREGOR WARD, FOR CONSIDERATION AS PART OF THE SUBURBAN ENHANCEMENT FUND. 

Attachment A

Draft Response
Petition Reference: CA19/417981 
Thank you for your petition requesting that Council install more play equipment in the playground at Alcheringa Place Park located at Hillardt Street, Robertson.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council will list for consideration the upgrade of the playground located at the western end of Alcheringa Place Park, Robertson, as part of Council’s capital works program. The request has also been forwarded to Councillor Steven Huang, Councillor for MacGregor Ward, for consideration as part of the Suburban Enhancement Fund.
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 UPGRADE THE SKATE PARK LOCATED AT LES ATKINSON PARK, SUNNYBANK



CA19/443268

60/2019-20

32.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council upgrade the skate park located at Les Atkinson Park, Sunnybank, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 21 May 2019, by Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, and received. 

33.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.
34.
The petition contains 85 signatures.

35.
The existing skate park in Les Atkinson Park, Sunnybank, is located on Woff Street. There are nine formed roadside car parking bays, which includes kerbside parking. The existing skate bowl is a lone facility in this area of the park and does allow for expansion of this facility.

36.
Council officers from South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, have listed for consideration the design and upgrade of the skate park at Les Atkinson Park, Sunnybank, as part of Council’s capital works program.

37.
This request has also been forwarded to Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, for consideration as part of the Suburban Enhancement Fund.

Funding
38.
Funding can be sought from Schedule 247 Upgrade of Neighbourhood Parks or consideration as part of the Suburban Enhancement Fund.
Consultation

39.
Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 
Customer impact

40.
It is recommended local community consultation be undertaken by the local Councillor, addressing the intention to upgrade the existing skate park.
41.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

42.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL WILL LIST FOR CONSIDERATION THE DESIGN AND UPGRADE OF THE SKATE PARK AT LES ATKINSON PARK, SUNNYBANK, AS PART OF COUNCIL’S CAPITAL WORKS PROGRAM. THE REQUEST HAD ALSO BEEN FORWARDED TO COUNCILLOR KIM MARX, COUNCILLOR FOR RUNCORN WARD, FOR CONSIDERATION AS PART OF THE SUBURBAN ENHANCEMENT FUND.  
Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/443268

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council upgrade the skate park in Les Atkinson Park, Sunnybank.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council will list for consideration the design and upgrade of the skate park at Les Atkinson Park, Sunnybank, as part of Council’s capital works program. The request has also been forwarded to Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, for consideration as part of the Suburban Enhancement Fund.

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

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 30 July 2019, be adopted.

Chair: 
Is there any debate? 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Yes thank you, Chair. Before moving to the committee report, I’d just like to remind the Chamber that as part of keeping Brisbane clean and green, Council has a large annual weeding program to manage our parks, footpaths and roads including curb and channel and waterways and the program is managed through the selection of the safest herbicide available for the purpose required and the use of best practice techniques by the operators applying those herbicides. 


As part of this program, Council has an integrated and comprehensive approach to the weed management but we also use a product that contains glyphosate products and I asked our officers to write a report outlining absolutely every detail about how, what, where, when and why we use glyphosate products. 


That has now been prepared and I advise the Chamber tonight that we have sent that report to the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority, the APVMA, and that is Australia’s peak authority for review. We’ve asked them as the nation’s best scientists and experts to come back to us after their scrutiny of the report. So, Chair, I’d just like to put that on the record for tonight.


Moving to the Committee report, last weeks’ Committee report was about digital real-time solutions and we had a very interesting presentation from the Business Delivery Manager, Civil Asset Services, and that was about looking at how we manage and the maintenance and repair of over 111,000 stormwater gully inlets across Brisbane.

Historically, the approach to the stormwater gully inlet cleaning process involved identifying the stormwater gully that posed an elevated risk of becoming blocked and mapping those on hard copy maps. So following this, the works were then scheduled to be undertaken periodically and field crews would inspect each gully inlet and clean where required. 


I’m very pleased to say that Field Services has made great innovations in this area to address the challenges associated with this historical approach to stormwater gully inlet cleaning and there’s now a web-based solution that can be used to provide digital real-time solutions including electronic data capture, web-based interface for the end user and mobile phone or tablet applications. 


The improvements that have been realised by digital real-time solution include additional intelligence, real time reporting, value-adds such as background metadata, proof of service and work continuity. The Committee was shown a demonstration of the application on a tablet and had the opportunity to use the application’s features.


I’d like to thank all of our hardworking officers for the great work that they do to keep Brisbane clean and green and for the pride and passion that they take in their work and their never-ending pursuit for improvement and innovation. We also had a number of petitions which are listed in the report and I’ll leave it for debate for the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to enter the debate on item D.

Seriatim for voting - Clause D
	At that time Councillor Kara COOK rose and requested that Clause D, PETITIONS – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL SEAL THE INFORMAL CAR PARK ON D’ARCY ROAD, SEVEN HILLS; THAT THE RECENT INSTALLATION OF THE GARDEN BEDS BE REVIEWED AND THE WORKS BE REMEDIED, INCLUDING PEDESTRIAN ACCESS BEING REINSTATED; AND THAT THERE BE FULL COMPLIANCE WITH COUNCIL’S VERGE GARDEN GUIDELINES BY THE END OF JUNE 2019, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Please proceed.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. This was a petition from my community that Council seal the informal carpark on D’Arcy Road in Seven Hills. That the recent installation of the garden beds be reviewed and the works remedied including pedestrian access being reinstated and that there be full compliance with the Councils verge garden guidelines by the end of June 2019.


Mr Chair, this petition was signed by 107 of my local residents and presented to this Council months ago prior to the Council budget being handed down in the hope that these changes could be made in the 2019-20 financial year. Mr Chair, I wanted to give some background about how we arrived here this evening. We all know that The Corso in Seven Hills has been the subject of much debate and discussion in this Chamber over the past 10 years. 


The Corso Precinct has been the subject of multiple petitions, hundreds of signatories requesting upgrades and improvements. As stated in the petition response, this project for the car park upgrade, as well as the The Corso Village Precinct, have been sitting on the budget submission of both myself and the former Councillor for Morningside for many years after long-term complaints from local residents and local businesses about the condition of the informal car park and the precinct more broadly.


Mr Chair, last year we received $40,000 towards the design of the Village Precinct Project for The Corso. At the time I requested that the formalisation of the car park be included as part of the village precinct project. 

Unfortunately, it seems that this LNP Administration struggles to deliver a seemingly any project on time or on budget, failed to consult with my community over the last financial year and mysteriously over the Christmas holidays in January this year Council unilaterally decided to install four garden beds with eight trees in the informal car park located at The Corso. 

Mr Chair, this is the very same car park we have been seeking to have formalised over a number of years. Mr Chair, the garden beds were installed with no consultation with local businesses, no consultation with the local community and no consultation with myself as the local Councillor. 

Immediately following the installation, my office received complaints from residents, businesses and pedestrians. The gardens were described as crude. There were complaints about the gardens obstructing the pathway to the Seven Hills Primary School. There were complaints about the cost of these garden beds. They are approximately 10 m x 2 m and the cost was over $15,000, Mr Chair. 

There were complaints about the trees dying located within the garden beds. They’ve since been replaced and finally, Mr Chair, there were complaints about the removal of car parking spaces which then impacted on the local businesses and the local road network. Mr Chair, upon inspecting the site, it was apparent that these concerns were absolutely legitimate. 

Also, Mr Chair, upon reviewing the Verge Garden Guidelines that we expect all of our residents to comply with in the city, it was clear to me that the installation was in breach of those requirements to not block pedestrian access as well as those forbidding the use of planter boxes that are not flush with the footpath which did create a trip and safety hazard, particularly for those local school students. 

Mr Chair, at the time I immediately wrote to the former LORD MAYOR with these concerns and we launched this petition. The former LORD MAYOR later responded to some of those concerns, but not in full and today we see the balance of those concerns dealt with in the petition response but not satisfactorily in my view.



Mr Chair, myself and the Labor Councillors will not be supporting this petition response today because we do not believe that it deals with the range of issues raised by the petitioners effectively. There have been longstanding concerns about the site which have been exacerbated by the installation of the garden beds, all of which occurred, Mr Chair, without any consultation. 

I have also raised these concerns with the Chair of Field Services, Councillor HOWARD and have sought again to have this area and formalisation of the informal car park included in the village precinct project for The Corso, or, Mr Chair, as a joint project of Field Services and the Village Precinct Project team. 

On Friday I was briefed about the village project and I reiterated my position which was also I understand to be taken to the City Planning Chair, Councillor BOURKE, for them to have some discussions about this. I will always give credit where credit is due and Councillor HOWARD has undertaken to look into this matter and come back to me next week. 


I look forward to the outcome of those investigations and do hope that we can achieve an outcome which will meet the needs of both the residents, the pedestrians, the businesses in the broader community. Mr Chair, we know that this area is a high priority for my community and this petition further demonstrates the community’s support for not only the formalisation of the car park but the remediation of the issues created by these garden beds. 


Mr Chair, we cannot support this petition today as it does not resolve the outstanding issues for my community but I do hold out hope that Councillor HOWARD will listen to my residents and deal with the issues raised again here this evening. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Well thank you, Chair, and just in response through you, Chair, to Councillor COOK, the D’Arcy Road car park has been listed for consideration as part of Council’s capital works program and each year in June all listed projects are prioritised and assessed against the overall need of the city. So the approved works have the highest priority in terms of public safety, convenience and the number of people directly benefiting in relation to the cost. 

So I also just want to address the planting containers. There’s a notion that these planting containers are verge gardens is simply not true. They were positioned between driveways to allow access to the car park and the garden beds have been installed in accordance with Council’s standard drawings. So should Councillor COOK be interested, I could direct her to the City Plan and infrastructure design policy to read further about those standard drawings. 


We were also, Chair, through you, very fortunate this year to receive yet another healthy boost to our local ward budgets with our new Suburban Enhancement Funds with the LORD MAYOR allocating $562,000 to each and every ward across Council to deliver important projects for their local residents. 


So if this is an important project for the local residents, you know Councillor ADAMS has written to all of us asking for feedback on what types of projects we would like to see funded within this generous Suburban Enhancement Fund and as Councillor COOK mentioned, I have undertaken to work with her to see if we can get a suitable outcome. Thank you.

Chair:
Alright, Councillors on items A, B and C. 

Clauses A, B and C put

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

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause D of the report of the Field Services Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Kara COOK and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

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

NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Vicki Howard (Chair), Councillor Kim Marx (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood, Kara Cook, Steven Huang, and Charles Strunk.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – DIGITAL REAL-TIME SOLUTIONS

61/2019-20

1.
Lee Marshall, Business Delivery Manager Civil, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on digital real-time solutions. He provided the information below.
2.
Council is responsible for the cleaning, maintenance and repair of 111,574 stormwater gully inlets across Brisbane. Annually, approximately 89,713 stormwater gully inlets are cleaned, with 21,861 stormwater gully inlets being cleaned at a higher frequency due to elevated risk (such as low topography and higher trafficked and higher profile areas). 

3.
Historically, the approach to the stormwater gully inlet cleaning process involved identifying stormwater gully inlets that pose an elevated risk of becoming blocked and mapping these on hard copy maps. Following this, works were scheduled to be undertaken periodically and field crews would inspect each gully inlet and clean where required, as well as report on calculated cleaning and any damaged gully inlets that would require repair. Information regarding the gully inlets that were cleaned was collated in each region and reported back to operational supervisors. 

4. 
The challenges associated with the historical approach to stormwater gully inlet cleaning include a lack of intelligence, the process being time consuming, a lack of value-add, a lack of guarantee of service and the challenge of work continuity, including loss of tacit knowledge. 

5.
A process improvement identified to address the challenges associated with the historical approach to stormwater gully inlet cleaning is a web-based solution (ArcGIS) that can be used to provide digital real-time solutions, including electronic data capture, web-based interface for the end-user and mobile phone or tablet applications. 

6.
The improvements that have been realised by digital real-time solution include additional intelligence, real-time reporting, value-add such as background metadata, proof of service and work continuity. 

7. 
The Committee was shown a demonstration of the application on a tablet and had the opportunity to use the application’s features.

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

9.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL REMOVE THE INDIAN RUBBER TREES AND OTHER INVASIVE FLORA LOCATED ON THE EMBANKMENT BETWEEN 43 AND 73 WEBB STREET, STAFFORD, DUE TO THE RISK THEY POSE TO PUBLIC SAFETY

CA19/240814

62/2019-20

10.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council remove the Indian rubber trees and other invasive flora located on the embankment between 43 and 73 Webb Street, Stafford, due to the risk they pose to public safety, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 12 March 2019, by Councillor Norm Wyndham, and received.
11.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

12.
The petition contains 30 signatures.
13.
Council records indicate eight requests were received regarding the high/low road embankment on Webb Street, Stafford, between 19 March 2015 and 2 November 2018. The requests are related to overgrown vegetation, damage to vehicles, fallen power lines, blocked drains, tree failure and damage to private infrastructure by tree roots. Attachment B (submitted on file) contains an aerial image showing the approximate location of the rubber trees, as well as photographs of the embankment.
14.
A Council officer inspected the trees on 22 March 2019 and identified three rubber trees located within the high/low road embankment on Webb Street. It is unclear how the trees emerged at this location. At the time of inspection, the trees met Council’s clearance standards and it was noted some branches were impeding on the service wires; however, this was not considered to be impacting service provision which would be managed by the relevant service providers. Prior trimming had been conducted to the vegetation within the embankment including the rubber trees. The roots of these trees are abundant and expansive and minor encroachment on the roadway was observed. Evidence of public infrastructure damage appeared to be minor and not significant at the time of the inspection.
15.
Council considers the Indian rubber tree as a weed. In this instance, Council acknowledges there is consensus among the adjoining residents for the Indian rubber trees to be removed within the general affected area around the high/low road embankment, and does not consider the trees provide environmental benefit, which would warrant their retention. It is recommended the three Indian rubber trees be removed, with the stumps poisoned and left in situ. This work is to be completed by the end of July 2019.
16.
Council attended a further site inspection of the embankment on 26 March 2019, and found it to be in sound condition with various types of vegetation (including grass) growing at the western end. This vegetation stops erosion while enhancing the green corridor. It was also noted that a section of the white fence on the high side of the embankment was damaged. This was repaired in June 2019. Webb Street is on the residential street sweeping program three times per year, with the next run scheduled for June 2019.  Should leaf litter and debris build up between these times, the gullies can be accessed for further cleaning on request.
Funding
17.
Funding will be allocated from the Urban Amenity, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, general tree maintenance budget.
Consultation
18.
Councillor Tracy Davis, Councillor for McDowall Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
19.
It is considered the majority of directly affected residents around the high/low road embankment support the removal of the trees. The benefits of removal include no future impacts on overhead services as a result of the tree branches and no future impacts on public and private infrastructure as a result of the root systems. Leaving the stump and root systems assists with managing erosion. The negative impacts may result in reduced privacy with neighbouring properties and loss of shade and cooling to the street.  
20.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.
21.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL WILL REMOVE THE THREE INDIAN RUBBER TREES ON THE EMBANKMENT BETWEEN 43 AND 73 WEBB STREET, STAFFORD, AND HAVE THE STUMPS POISONED AND LEFT IN SITU TO ASSIST WITH EROSION CONTROL. THIS WORK WILL BE COMPLETED BY THE END OF JULY 2019.
Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/240814
Thank you for your petition requesting that Council remove the Indian rubber trees and other invasive flora located on the embankment between 43 and 73 Webb Street, Stafford, due to the risk they pose to public safety.

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.

In this instance, Council acknowledges there is consensus among the adjoining residents for the Indian rubber trees to be removed within the general affected area around the high/low road embankment, and does not consider the trees provide environmental benefit, which would warrant their retention.

The removal of the three Indian rubber trees, between 43 and 73 Webb Street, Stafford, will be completed by the end of July 2019. Any remaining tree stumps will be poisoned and left in situ to assist with erosion control. A section of the white fence on the high side of the embankment in Webb Street also needed to be repaired, and this work was completed in June 2019.  

The remaining vegetation assists with erosion control and enhances the green corridor, and will be retained.  This vegetation is not considered to threaten biodiversity and is contained within the boundary of the road reserve retained. 

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Mick Maher, Regional Coordinator Arboriculture, North Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0845.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL REMOVE A DANGEROUS TREE LOCATED ON THE FOOTPATH AT 5 PROSPECT CRESCENT, FOREST LAKE

CA19/211916

63/2019-20

22.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council remove a dangerous tree located on the footpath at 5 Prospect Crescent, Forest Lake, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 19 March 2019, by Councillor Fiona Hammond, and received.
23.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

24.
The petition contains eight signatures.
25.
Council records indicate that since October 2015 there have been twelve tree removal requests claiming the tree is a hazard to the public from residents in Prospect Crescent, Forest Lake. Attachment B (submitted on file) contains an aerial image showing the location of the tree, as well as photographs of the tree.
26.
Since March 2017, Council records indicate the tree has had six recorded small to medium branch failures. The most recent tree works undertaken were completed on 31 August 2018. Such tree works entailed a small trim including canopy weight reduction and deadwood removal.
27.
A Senior Technical Officer Arboriculture, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, performed a ground-based limited tree assessment of the eucalyptus tree on 1 April 2019 and found it to have a low tree risk rating. The risk assessment was undertaken in accordance with Council’s tree removal criteria. Subsequently, an independent arborist report was commissioned in April 2019. The tree risk assessment report identified that the tree was found to be in good health and vigour with an overall low risk of harm.  One branch, seven metres above the kerb, was identified as being structurally compromised due to nesting parrots chewing on the branch union. It was recommended Council undertake canopy weight reduction pruning on structurally compromised parrot habitat branches, as well as undertake a risk assessment every two years. The canopy weight reduction prune was completed in May 2019.
Funding
28.
Funding is available this financial year as part of the Managing Trees on Public Land Budget.
Consultation
29.
Councillor Charles Strunk, Councillor for Forest Lake Ward has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 


Customer impact
30.
It is anticipated local residents request immediate removal of the tree due to previous small to medium limb failures.
31.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.
32.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL ENGAGED AN INDEPENDENT ARBORIST TO UNDERTAKE AN ADVANCED TREE RISK ASSESSMENT. AS A RESULT OF THE REPORT, A CANOPY WEIGHT REDUCTION PRUNE WAS COMPLETED IN MAY 2019. IN ADDITION, A TREE RISK ASSESSMENT WILL BE CONDUCTED EVERY TWO YEARS.
Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/211916
Thank you for your petition requesting that Council remove a dangerous tree located on the footpath at 5 Prospect Crescent, Forest Lake.

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 engaged an independent arborist to undertake an advanced tree risk assessment. The report was completed in April 2019 and as a result of the report, Council undertook a canopy weight reduction prune in May 2019. In addition, a tree risk assessment will be conducted every two years.

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 0639.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

D
PETITIONS – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL SEAL THE INFORMAL CAR PARK ON D’ARCY ROAD, SEVEN HILLS; THAT THE RECENT INSTALLATION OF THE GARDEN BEDS BE REVIEWED AND THE WORKS BE REMEDIED, INCLUDING  PEDESTRIAN ACCESS BEING REINSTATED; AND THAT THERE BE FULL COMPLIANCE WITH COUNCIL’S VERGE GARDEN GUIDELINES BY THE END OF JUNE 2019

CA19/189109, CA19/182420 and CA19/512001

64/2019-20

33.
Three petitions from residents, requesting that Council seal the informal car park on D’Arcy Road, Seven Hills; that the recent installation of the garden beds be reviewed and the works be remedied, including pedestrian access being reinstated; and that there be full compliance with Council’s Verge Garden Guidelines by the end of June 2019. CA19/182420 and CA19/189109 were presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 February 2019, and CA19/512001 was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 June 2019, by Councillor Kara Cook, and received.
34.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.
35.
The first petition (CA19/189109) contains 32 signatures, the second petition (CA19/182420) contains 59 signatures and the third petition (CA19/512001) contains 16 signatures.
36.
Council records indicate four planting containers were established and planted with eight trees in January 2019. The trees were planted following complaints about dust.
37.
The planting containers are not verge gardens and have been positioned between driveways to allow access to the informal car park. The Verge Garden Guidelines are not design guidelines for Council‑delivered works. The garden beds have been installed in accordance with Council’s Standard Drawings, in particular BSD-9061 (as shown in Attachment B, submitted on file). Standard drawings show construction layouts and details of infrastructure assets that are acceptable to Council and are the typical design guidance documents for Council‑delivered works of this nature.
38.
Former Councillor Shayne Sutton requested that Council list for consideration a project to formalise the car park in the road reserve as part of Council’s capital works program. Each year in June, all listed projects are prioritised and assessed against the overall needs of the city. Approved works have the highest priority in terms of public safety, convenience and the number of people directly benefiting in relation to the cost.
Consultation
39.
Councillor Kara Cook, Councillor for Morningside Ward has been consulted and does not support the recommendation. 

40.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Kara Cook and Charles Strunk dissenting.

41.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL HAS LISTED FOR CONSIDERATION WORK TO FORMALISE THE CAR PARK AT D’ARCY ROAD, SEVEN HILLS, AS PART OF COUNCIL’S FUTURE CAPITAL WORKS PROGRAM.
Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition References: CA19/189109, CA19/182420 and CA19/512001

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council seal the informal car park on D’Arcy Road, Seven Hills; that the recent installation of the garden beds be reviewed and the works be remedied, including pedestrian access being reinstated; and that there be full compliance with Council’s Verge Garden Guidelines by the end of June 2019.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council has listed for consideration work to formalise the car park as part of Council’s future capital works program. Each year in June, all listed projects are prioritised and assessed against the overall needs of the city. Approved works have the highest priority in terms of public safety, convenience and the number of people directly benefiting in relation to the cost.

Council does not consider the planting containers to be verge gardens and therefore they do not require remediation. Council publishes Verge Garden Guidelines to help residents who are interested in establishing a small verge garden in front of their residential properties. The Verge Garden Guidelines are not design guidelines for Council-delivered works of this nature.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Keren Sweeney, Regional Manager, East Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 1477.

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 30 July 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Just briefly, there was the presentation on Taskforce Against Graffiti. I thought it was important to hold that as shortly before, the sort of week or so before the presentation, we acknowledge the one millionth tag removed across our city. 


I think it’s important in the overall importance of our city when you look at the positive impact of the taskforce, the work that was initially set up around it from the Lord Mayor at the time, Campbell Newman, and through the significant passion and commitment of officers over many, many years towards ensuring that our city is clean. It presents an important perception to visitors to our city but, importantly, it also quite clearly sets out that this city won’t tolerate graffiti. 


I also want to importantly also acknowledge the Queensland Police Service for their close working relationship with Council officers on this journey and the significant success that they’ve had in finding the perpetrators and ensuring that charges are brought against them within the Magistrates Court. So yes, a great outcome for the entire branch, division and Brisbane City Council as a whole.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS? No? 

No further speakers. I’ll put the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Peter Matic (Chair), Councillor Fiona Cunningham (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Peter Cumming, Tracy Davis and Kate Richards. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – TASKFORCE AGAINST GRAFFITI

65/2019-20

1.
Anne Lenz, Manager, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Taskforce Against Graffiti (TAG). She provided the information below.
2.
TAG is a partnership between Brisbane City Council and the Queensland Police Service (QPS) that was formed in October 2008. Since this time, TAG has evolved from establishing its purpose, systems and methodology, to delivering proactive customer focused service. TAG focuses on emerging trends within the graffiti culture, innovating ways to minimise graffiti in the community and apprehending those who commit graffiti offences in Brisbane.
3.
Through a ‘4 Es’ strategy, TAG plays a key role in providing the community with a complete approach to graffiti reduction through eradication, education, engagement and enforcement. The 4 Es strategy involves the following:
-
Eradication – working with Council’s Urban Amenity (UA), Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, TAG has removed 1 million graffiti tags since 2008.

-
Education – TAG has delivered 656 graffiti reduction education programs to 472 schools. 

-
Engagement – since 2014, TAG’s Graffiti Liaison team has engaged with approximately 3,026 customers, providing education and graffiti prevention strategies where possible.

-
Enforcement – Council officers work closely with the QPS and together they gather intelligence, monitor surveillance and apprehend graffiti offenders.
4.
TAG’s strategy to apprehend graffiti vandals has developed from being operational to strategic, engaging in purpose built operations that target specific offenders. The partnership has been involved in some very complex investigations, including targeting coordinated graffiti crews who plan their operations, have a hieratical structure, practice at secret locations and operate over a long period. These types of investigations were the catalyst for TAG becoming informed of what can occur within the graffiti culture.

5.
In December 2018, TAG facilitated the placement of surveillance CCTV (closed circuit TV) cameras at the Paddington Skate Park under the direction of the QPS Graffiti Taskforce. Camera footage revealed a range of illegal activities occurring in the park, which were subsequently pursued by the QPS. Over a 6 month period:

-
64 incidents of graffiti were recorded 

-
38 individuals were detected

-
17 people were named for 45 of the detections

-
21 people are still under investigation

-
16 individuals have been charged with 446 offences, including wilful damage, and graffiti implement and drug related matters

-
two individuals were also charged for unrelated matters.

6.
UA graffiti removal teams have reported a significant decline in graffiti within the area. Images of graffiti before and after the CCTV operation in Paddington Skate Park were shared with the Committee.

7. 
TAG works closely with residents and businesses to improve the amenity and reduce vandalism of their property. One of the strategies to reduce graffiti is the commissioning of murals. Not only does Council assist residents and business owners to commission murals, it also works closely with Visible Ink and Brisbane Street Art Festival by providing advice to bring these murals to life. Images of a mural painted on a building were shared with the Committee.
8.
Graffiti vandals are less likely to target Brisbane due to the success of the partnership which has successfully charged 1,114 offenders with 36,537 offences.
9.
Rapid removal is one of the most effective graffiti management strategies, which is why TAG is excited to celebrate 1 million graffiti tags being removed from Brisbane. Council’s Compliance and Regulatory Services and Field Services teams work closely with the QPS to encompass graffiti prevention strategies to deliver on the Brisbane Vision 2031 theme, Our friendly, safe city.
10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Lenz for her informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor David McLACHLAN, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 30 July 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Before proceeding with my report, I just wanted to provide a point of clarification for Councillor CUMMING. During the E&C Report on item D, mention was made that the Manager of International Business will be travelling to Chongqing with Councillor ADAMS and that is the case and she is also receiving airfares, accommodation and on ground cost coverage.


However, Council policy for managers is that they travel business class and Chongqing is covering an economy class fare for the Manager of International Business so there will be a gap between the business class fare and economy fare so point of clarification. We’ll have the number once we do the bookings. 


Moving onto the report, the Committee had a really interesting presentation, it’s a regular presentation on net borrowings, investments and funding which covers an overview of global, domestic and local markets and the impact that’s likely to have on interest rates and the Brisbane economy so I won’t dwell on that in any great degree but certainly a worthwhile presentation. 


We also had a report on the net borrowings, cash investments and funding for the June 2019 quarter and a bank and investment report for May 2019, and I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, I’ll put the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the Finance and Administration Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Adam Allan (Chair); Councillor David McLachlan (Deputy Chair); and Councillors Peter Cumming, Kim Marx, Ryan Murphy, and Charles Strunk.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION AND REPORT – NET BORROWINGS – CASH INVESTMENT AND FUNDING FOR THE JUNE 2019 QUARTER

109/800/148/25

66/2019-20

1.
Jo-Anne Waters, Corporate Treasurer, Financial Analysis and Treasury Management, Corporate Finance, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to present a report to the Committee on Council’s net borrowings for the June 2019 quarter. The report details the corporate cash holdings invested and the status of Council’s funding activities.
2.
The report provided a market and economic review, and a summary of the following issues in relation to Council’s investments:

-
cash position

-
review of cash activity

-
earnings on investments

-
funding capability

-
borrowings

-
facility performance

-
leases.

3.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked Ms Waters for her informative presentation. 

4.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE REPORT – BANK AND INVESTMENT REPORT – MAY 2019
134/695/317/1028
67/2019-20

5.
Paul Oberle, Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Finance, Organisational Services, provided a monthly summary of Council’s petty cash, bank account and cash investment position as at 31 May 2019. 

6.
During the May period, total Council funds held by banks and investment institutions (per general ledger) increased by $76.3 million to $660.3 million excluding trusts (Ref: 1.4 in the Bank and Investment Report). The net increase is predominantly due to increased cash from operations including the receipt of Financial Assistance Grants for the fourth quarter and other grants and subsidies.
7.
Council funds as at 31 May 2019 held by banks and investment institutions (per statements) totalled $662.5 million (Ref: 2.4 and 3.1 in the Bank and Investment Report). The investment variance relates to timing differences between transactions recorded in the general ledger and those reflected in the bank statements.
8.
Unreconciled bank receipts and payments relate to reconciliation variances at the end of the period. The majority of these transactions have since been reconciled.

9.
Surplus funds are invested daily with approved counterparties.

10.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE REPORT, as submitted on file, BE NOTED.
ADOPTED

PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors are there any petitions?
Councillor MATIC:
Yes, Chair.

Chair:
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have a petition in regards to—I’m lodging on your behalf against the proposed development at 6 Parker Street at Newmarket. 

Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have a petition I’m lodging on behalf of Councillor HAMMOND regarding Council to protect all trees in Brisbane.

Chair:
Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have a petition requesting Council provide signage for two hour parking control in inner city suburbs. Thank you.

Chair:
Councillor—I think Councillor ATWOOD was up first. 

Councillor ATWOOD.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have two petitions requesting Council reject any current or future developments on the Brisbane Polo Grounds.

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have a petition from residents of Rochedale requesting Council install speed bumps on Arise Boulevard and another petition asking that the bridge in Meadowbank Street Park be re-named the Syd Clements Bridge in Carindale. 

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes, thanks, Chair. Several petitions in relation to the appeal by a developer of a childcare centre at Randall Road at Wynnum West and an online version and a hard copy. 

Appeal by a development of land at 54 and 133 Beelarong Street at Morningside. 

A petition in relation to a trimming of a tree at the corner of King Street and Beenleigh Road in Kuraby. 

A petition in relation to a multi-storey retirement village at Oceania Terrace, Lota.

Chair:
Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you. I have a petition requesting Council expand the fishing facilities at Colmslie Recreation Reserve, Morningside.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I have two petitions. Firstly, I’m presenting a petition on behalf of Councillor SRI relating to a pedestrian crossing in West End. 

I’m tabling two petitions of some 500 residents, which includes an ePetition and a hard copy petition, calling on Council to purchase the property at 143 Hard Road, Yeronga to create more park land and green space.

Chair:
May I please have a motion to accept the petitions?
68/2019-20
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Charles STRUNK, 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

	CA19/722427
	Peter Matic on behalf of Andrew Wines
	Objecting to the proposed development at 6 Parker Street, Newmarket (A005154357).

	CA19/708121
	Kate Richards on behalf of Fiona Hammond
	Requesting Council to protect all trees in Brisbane.

	CA19/722178
	Kate Richards on behalf of Fiona Hammond
	Requesting Council to protect all trees in Brisbane.

	CA19/722145
	Amanda Cooper
	Requesting Council to provide clear signage for 2-hour parking control areas in inner city suburbs.

	CA19/722340
	Lisa Atwood
	Requesting Council reject any current and future development proposals at the Brisbane Polo Fields on Murarrie Road, Murarrie, and resume the land.

	CA19/722214
	Lisa Atwood
	Requesting Council reject any current and future development proposals at the Brisbane Polo Fields on Murarrie Road, Murarrie, and resume the land.

	CA19/722098
	Ryan Murphy
	Requesting Council install speed bumps on Arise Boulevard, Rochedale.

	CA19/733735
	Ryan Murphy
	Requesting Council name the Meadowbank Street Park bridge as ‘Syd Clements Bridge’.

	CA19/731959
	Peter Cumming
	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the proposed child care centre at 24 Randall Road, Wynnum West.

	CA19/722255
	Peter Cumming
	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the proposed child care centre at 24 Randall Road, Wynnum West.

	CA19/732058
	Peter Cumming
	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the subdivision proposed for 54 and 133 Beelarong Street, Morningside.

	CA19/731992
	Peter Cumming
	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the subdivision proposed for 54 and 133 Beelarong Street, Morningside.

	Not applicable
	Peter Cumming
	Requesting Council trim or remove the tree that has overtaken the footpath at the corner of King Street and Beenleigh Road, Kuraby.

(This petition was previously received and presented to Council on 12 March 2019 (CA19/240742), and was considered by Council at its meeting held on 28 May 2019)

	CA19/731926
	Peter Cumming
	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the multi-storey retirement village at 162 Oceana Terrace, Lota.

	CA19/722390
	Kara Cook
	Requesting Council expand fishing facilities at Colmslie Recreation Reserve, Morningside.

	CA19/725247
	Nicole Johnston on behalf of Jonathan Sri
	Requesting Council install at least one pedestrian crossing on Montague Road, between Jane and Mollison Streets, West End.

	CA19/708223
	Nicole Johnston
	Requesting Council purchase the property at 143 Hyde Road, Yeronga.

	CA19/733632
	Nicole Johnston
	Requesting Council purchase the property at 143 Hyde Road, Yeronga.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair: 
Councillors, General Business. 

Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of a Councillor Conduct Review Panel Order? 

Councillors, are there any matters of General Business? 

Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak briefly on the ALGA (Australian Local Government Association) conference that I had the privilege of attending back in June—16, 17, 18, 19 June—this year. As always, the ALGA Convention is attended by many councillors from across Australia—their needs are wide and varied. 


There were many different stallholders this time. In fact, there was 74 booths including to name a few, the Green Frog Systems. They deal with the solar lighting and I was able to collect some information and give that to Councillor COOPER in her role as Infrastructure Chair.


They had some stuff on recycling tyre program initiatives and I was able to give that to Councillor HOWARD in her role as Field Services Chair and there was other bits and pieces of different information that I was able to give out to all the relevant Chairs. There was a couple of other interesting ones that I want to talk to briefly about today.


One was old friends of mine that I haven’t seen for a long, long time that I dealt with way back in the days when I was with the P&C which was called QCPCA back in the day with Charles and Tracy Alder. I think they’re residents of Calamvale who created the Buy A Bale or Rural Aid program and I’ve encouraged them to perhaps come along and speak in Chambers about what they’re doing in that space. 


They’ve got a couple of things also about Spare a Musical Instrument—talking about a gift of music that you can potentially get involved in, so hopefully they’ll take that offer up and come along and address the Chamber on that good work that they’ve been doing. It’s amazing the different paths that people take.


Also, there was the Planet Ark was there—Australasian Recycling Label Initiative. I did bring back some brochures for everybody I thought that might be interested in. This is about a recycling label that goes on all the products and it lists here some of the programs that have participated in this. How it works is it actually physical shows you what part of the packaging or component that you can do with. 


So there’s bits there that maybe the lid of say of a coffee actually goes into the bin and then there’s bits that might talk about the wrap and what that symbol is that you return that to the store. As you know we have the soft plastic wrap which I now have bags of in the bottom of my pantry and then you have the other recycling symbol which means it can go into your recycling box and stuff like that. So I thought that was really interesting.


There’s not—there’s a few here, companies, Coles, Arnott’s and Blackmores. Some companies I’ve never heard of but I think it would be incumbent on us to perhaps get more and more companies involved in that recycling label. I know that’s something that I certainly hesitate when I stand here in front of a rubbish bin and a recycling bin which bit goes where. 


They actually also had this pretty cool coffee recycling little station where you can tip your liquid and then you’ve got the bits where the cups could go into and then the other bit where the lids could go to because as we know, not all parts of a coffee cup are able to be recycled.


The other thing that was relevant at the time, it was the World Continence Week on 17 to 23 June and they were talking to me about bins for blokes. So apparently this is something that needs more and more support through local councillors. We have websites which show you where the local public toilet map are but they’re encouraging us to look at putting bins for blokes who suffer incontinence as well and updating our public mapping system with that too. 


So I’m not sure, who looks after incontinence for men in our area? I’ll have to find the Chair, the relevant Chair to give that to—deals with—Lifestyle maybe with Chairs, yes. Anyway, we’ll find that out because it’s something we certainly need to look at because you know it’s obviously—you know it’s always been a female oriented area that’s of concern but apparently males or as this article says: ‘men leak too’. So I think we need to take that seriously and deal with the men and help the men in our community in whatever we can as well. 


There was, like I said, there’s many varying speakers and stuff. There’s two other councillors that went along with me and they all speak on different aspects of the convention but as always, I want to say thank you to the LORD MAYOR who entrusted me to go along as a delegate for Brisbane City Council to these conventions every year and bring back all sorts of information that we can spread and potentially bring into our community for the benefit of our residents too. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Listen, I just want to speak on one item of business tonight and that was the completion of the Village Precinct Project in Biota Street. We had a party to celebrate that on Friday and I was quite amazed actually the turnout from the residents in and around the Biota Street precinct as well as right across the Inala suburb and beyond.


It was kicked off by Uncle Billy Buna who did the welcome to country which he always does extremely well and of course proceed with a lot of entertainment from a lot of our multicultural groups right across the Inala suburb as well as the rest of the Forest Lake Ward. 


The main thing that I took away from or one of the main things I took away from this precinct project is that you can do so much with about a half a million dollars that I think was the expense was on that to reactivate this street or this precinct that was undertaken with a SCIP (Suburban Centre Improvement Program) about 20 years ago. So this was sort of a refresh. 


Really they’ve—Council officers should pat themselves on the back for an excellent job. The project manager, Urban—what’s her name here. I’m sorry I just want to get this right, the Principal Urban Designer, Jo-Ann Baynham. I hope I’ve pronounced that surname right. She and her team did an excellent job in activating that which was a bit of a tired precinct, commercial precinct. The traders, of course, were all very pleased with the work that was done there. 


They were absolutely over the moon with the party that went on that night as well because all their shops were really active including the bakery as well. I just want to also thank a number of other people that helped organise that celebration—Donna Bowe, the Community Development Officer which has been with Council for many years and does an excellent, excellent job. Kerry Woodrow who’s the Team Leader for Community Development as well, Gabrielle Haggart—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor STRUNK:
Huggett, sorry, Brisbane City Council Youth Team Leader and there was heaps of youth there on the night and I didn’t see one kid that didn’t have a smile on their face. It went on for a number of hours so there was some really great entertainment and some really good things for the kids. 


So I just want to just finish by saying that the—some of the furniture that was activated 20 years ago with that original SCIP program was able to be relocated to one of our parks called Kev Hooper Park. It was—and the reason we did it was because it was decorated with artwork and it would have been a shame to lose that because the community had been looking at that artwork which was quite indigenous as well as some other on there as well and the indigenous community who have adopted Kev Hooper Park as, sort of, a sacred site, they were really excited to get that furniture down there because they’ve been seeing it for the last 20 years. So, I just want to, again, thank the council officers and I’m sure Councillor BOURKE would pass on my congratulations to the work that they’ve done in that area. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you. I rise to speak tonight about the Australian National Flag and its importance. I do so in my role as a Councillor in this City and also as Patron of the National Servicemen’s Association of Queensland. Some Councillors in this place may be aware from media reports that the Australian National Flag, which flies on the flagpole in front of my ward office, has been stolen multiple times since the beginning of this year. In fact, six flags have been stolen and this has caused distress in our local community. But most specifically, for local veterans and families of veterans who have served, continue to serve or have paid the ultimate sacrifice. 


I would like to extend a sincere thank you for the work of the Queensland Police Service, as the alleged offenders have now been arrested and charged with five counts of stealing each and will appear in court soon. At the end of last week, I received two letters of apology, which I propose to read into the public record without identifying details as the matter is before the court. The reason behind reading these apologies into the public records is because I believe that they have been incorrectly directed to me. The apology needs to be made to the veterans who have served and their mates who perished fighting for our freedom and democracy, and to the families who have lost loved ones through service.


I would now like to read the first apology. It reads: ‘My name is’, person’s name suppressed, ‘and I am writing this letter as a formal apology for the theft of the Australian flags handing outside the Calamvale Central Park Shopping Centre. Please accept my heartfelt apologies for the inexcusable act I did. I am extremely sorry for stealing from outside your Council office. If I offer any explanation as to why this offence occurred, it is because it was a drunken mistake after a big night of drinking, as a joke with friends and has escalated from there as a continued mistake. 


I had no idea that it has caused you and your team so much stress and for this I sincerely apologise. No other bad intentions were intended, I can assure you of that. I understand that stealing is a very wrong thing and what happened has taught me that the consequences are not worth an unlawful gain. Please accept my apology for this act. I know you cannot, but please forgive me for this last time and I promise that henceforth there will be no such mistake again caused from my side.’

The second apology reads: ‘My name is’ name suppressed ‘I am writing this letter to apologise to you for the unlawful taking of the Australian flags from the Algester Road Shopping Centre car park. It was an inexcusable lapse in judgement and moral behaviour on my part. While it was an embarrassing experience, it is an experience I intend to learn and grow from. 


I understand that stealing is wrong. I am sorry for the stress and anxiety it may have caused you. I was unaware of the effect it could have on others. It started off as a joke with friends. We did not mean anyone any harm. In hindsight, I see now that we were very wrong. I would like to add that every time I took a flag, I was heavily under the influence of alcohol. It is no excuse for a shameful act. I am seeking counsel for my alcohol addiction and am going to better myself, for myself and my children. 


I sincerely apologise and regret my actions and would like to promise that such an indecent and shameful act will not be repeated, and I will not resort to such inappropriate again.’

Australian National Flag Day is coming up on 3 September and it will be 118 years this year since it was first flown. I would also like to say, it is never acceptable to disrespect our flag, either through theft or damage. The benefits of our society today have come about through service to our nation. It is not my place to forgive these actions. However, I will continue my resolve to fly the Australian National Flag in our local community to reaffirm the honour and respect, which should be rightfully afforded to those who have most certainly earned it.


I hope this reflection serves as a reminder to all, of the importance and respect, which should be afforded to the Australian National Flag. 

A final note, to those graffiti vandals who have desecrated the Remembrance Wall of 100 Poppies and murals in Parkinson, your actions are disgraceful and disrespectful. We have your tags. We will be looking for you and you will feel the ramifications for your actions. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak about the 28th Annual Einbunpin Festival, which took place in Sandgate on the last Sunday of July, which happened to fall on 28 July this year. It was a hugely successful day, which saw thousands of local residents and visitors to the Deagon Ward converge on the Einbunpin Lagoon Parklands. Our day was kicked off by a Welcome to Country by Uncle Joe Kirk and, as we have as a tradition, a more recent tradition, these days, an official opening by Sandgate’s own Town Crier, Fred Krebs. 


This Festival was established back in the early 1990s by a visionary Councillor for the Deagon Ward, Denise Herbert. Who wanted to work with the community in establishing a community festival, which celebrated all the things that are good and great about the northside of Brisbane. Something that was taken on and expanded by my predecessor, Victoria Newton. As I’ve always said out there in my community, and have here on a number of occasions, that I really do feel like I stand on the shoulders of giants when it comes to my two immediate predecessors in this role.


It continues to be a community festival, organised by the community for the community, Mr Chair. But fantastic community events like this aren’t possible without the support of a huge amount of people. I firstly want to thank the thousands of people who came along on the day to enjoy everything that we had to offer. The stalls, the live music, the competitions, activities, games, arts and delicious food, of course. 


A festival like the Einbunpin Festival is not possible without the fantastic community and business stallholders we have. We had over 160 stalls this year, from community and sporting groups through to most of our local schools in the community and local businesses. We are unashamedly local when it comes to the Einbunpin Festival. We have applications from as far away as the Gold Coast and the Northern Rivers of New South Wales and up to Gympie, and we are always preferencing our local businesses when it comes to our local stalls there. 


I, of course, want to thank our sponsors. The Brisbane City Council provides festival funding for the festival, but without the generous sponsorship of other partners, it wouldn’t be possible. So, thank you to SANDBAG, Sandgate and Brackenridge Action Group, who auspice our festival. Beat Connection, DJ, Kuhn Corp Print and Packaging, Northside Family Law, the Sandgate Guide, Suez, McDonalds Bracken Ridge, the Full Moon Hotel, 99.7 Bridge FM, Focused Health Care. My colleagues, the State Member for Sandgate, Stirling Hinchliffe and the Federal Member for Lilley, Anika Wells, who came on board this year, as her predecessor always did, in sponsoring our Bridge Gallery and supporting our local artists.


Last, but certainly not least, I have to thank our amazing team of volunteers, who have been working for many, many months in the lead-up to make the Einbunpin Festival the success it was. I want to thank the Einbunpin Festival Committee members, Jen, Avalon, Mary, Walter and Brendan, for their months of planning and excellent organisational skills. I have the honour of being the Chairperson of the Einbunpin Festival Committee and the Festival itself. But these people make it possible and do an amazing amount of work. In addition to that, of course, my staff, who went above and beyond. Jen, as I mentioned, who is also on the Committee and Amanda and Tom. Their support has been amazing. 


Thank you to all of our MCs for the day, who were all new in their roles on our entertainment areas. The crew from 99.7 Bridge FM MC’d our festival arena for the first time. Blake over on the Lilley Stage and Brittany on our brand-new Youth Space, which was an amazing success this year. The local young musicians who auditioned in our new Youth Space, eight of those successful ones will be going on to headline our brand-new Sandgate Youth Festival on the first weekend in September this year. 


Finally, to the hands-on crew that helped bump in stalls from 4am on the morning and those who stuck around all day and came back for pack up as well as the sun went down. Especially for the second year in a row, the amazing dozen boys from St Patrick’s College in Shorncliffe for their assistance. It’s certainly a lot of hard work for those involved, Mr Chair, but it is well worth it to continue to deliver what is, and I firmly believe, the biggest and best community festival on the northside of Brisbane. So, thank you to everyone for their support and assistance.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, I declare the meeting closed. 

Thank you everybody.

QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston on 27 July 2019
Q1.
Please provide a list of all land sales from the State Government to Brisbane City Council over the past five years by address, land size and value?
Q2.
Please provide a list of all land gifted by the State Government to Brisbane City Council over the past five years by address, land size and value?
Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston on 31 July 2019
Q1.
Did Councillor Fiona Cunningham Coorparoo Ward, pay for her 2019-20 Budget newsletter out of her Ward Budget? If so, what was the total cost for production and distribution?
Q2.
If Councillor Cunningham did not pay for her Budget newsletter from her Ward Budget under whose Budget allocation was the newsletter funded? Please provide details of the relevant sections of the Council Budget or Councillors from whose Budget the costs were paid.
Q3.
Please provide a breakdown of the expenditure for the $478,000 allocated for Budget marketing of the 2019-20 Budget in the following table?
	Supplier 
Name
	Value of contract 
or work
	Description 
services
	Date 

contract/agreement for services commenced and timeframe

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths on 1 August 2019
Q1.
Further to the answer provided to the 30 July Council meeting on the use of cab charge in the 2018/19 financial year (p.6 of Agenda for meeting 4597), please provide a breakdown of the dates and trips that comprised the $1,968.18 total attributed to Cr Owen.
Q2.
Please list the patronage numbers for each of Brisbane’s Libraries over the last three years.
Q3.
Since the beginning of the new school term Council officers have been warning and issuing infringement notices for parking offences around Forest Lake State School, Grand Avenue State School and Durack State School.  Please advise the number of warnings and infringement notices that were issued by Council officers.
ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Answers to questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting on 30 July 2019)
Q1. 
On what date did Council designate the footpath on the corner of The Parkway and Gowan Rd Stretton as a designated location for signage to be displayed?
A1.
There is no formal designation for footpaths as signage locations.
Q2.
Did Cr Owen seek approval to display the sign featuring a large picture of herself on the corner of The Parkway and Gowan Rd Stretton? If so on what date was the approval granted?

A2.
Yes. 7 February 2019.

Q3.
Who paid for the poles to be established at the corner of The Parkway and Gowan Rd Stretton for sign display?

A3.
The poles were funded by the former Parkinson Ward Parks Trust Fund.
Q4.
Under what Council programme was Cr Owens sign on the corner The Parkway and Gowan Rd Stretton paid for and what was the cost?
A4. 
The sign was funded by the Calamvale ward office budget. $247.50.
Q5.
Since when has Council allowed Councillors to display large signs containing photos of themselves on public footpaths?
A5.
Signs are regulated by the relevant local laws.
Q6.
Please provide a list by address of all poles enabling sign display located on public footpaths on Council roads around the City?

A6.
Council does not keep a record of these locations, as they are primarily funded and installed at the request of local Councillors from their discretionary funds to promote local events.
Q7.
Please provide a list by address of all the poles enabling sign display in Council parks?
A7.
Council does not keep a record of these locations.
Submitted by Councillor Jonathan Sri (from meeting on 30 July 2019)
Q1.
Council has said that an estimated 12 348 street trees were planted in 2018/19. Approximately how many street trees were removed during that period?
A1.
9,253 street trees were removed over the 2018/19 financial year. 

Trees were removed for a variety of reasons including disease, damage (i.e. storm), vandalism, service installation (Energex, gas, telecommunications, water and sewer) development, new crossovers (driveways), or infrastructure damage.

Q2.
In total, roughly how many trees were removed from council land (including road reserves, parks, leased community facilities etc) in the 2018/19 financial year?

A2.
A total of 11,096 trees were removed from Council land over the 2018/19 financial year, excluding weed trees that were removed through the conservation reserves program including Habitat Brisbane and other Bushcare work.

These removals were offset by the planting 820 trees in parks, road reserves etc. On other council land, over 141,000 plants were also planted in the 2018/19 financial year.

Q3.
What was the approximate area of tree canopy on council land that was removed in the 2018/19 financial year?

A3.
Council does not maintain records of this data.
Q4.
What was the approximate area of tree canopy that was added or replaced on council land in the 2018/19 financial year due to the planting of new trees?

A4.
Council does not maintain records of this data.
Q5.
What was the total cost of delivering the new public pontoon at West End on Riverside Drive near Rogers St?
A5.
$1.571 million.
Q6.
What was the total cost of delivering the new public pontoon at Dutton Park on TJ Doyle Memorial Drive?
A6.
$2.45 million.
Q7.
What was the total cost of acquiring land for Bunyapa Park (aka West End Urban Common)?
A7.
In 2015 Council made an advance payment of $2.44 million. The final payment is currently being negotiated.
Q8.
Please provide an itemised breakdown of the main costs involved in the recent delivery of the Vulture St-Montague Rd (West End) intersection upgrade:
A8.

	Item
	Total ($000)

	Land
	873

	Civil Construction
	2,649

	Public utility provider construction including project management
	1,707

	Total
	5,229


Q9.
Please provide an itemised breakdown/budget of the anticipated main costs involved in the delivery of the Victoria St-Montague Rd (West End) intersection upgrade:

A9.

	Item
	Forecast Estimate ($000)

	Land 
	0

	Civil Construction
	2,924

	Public utility provider construction including project management 
	7,363

	Anticipated Waste Levy
	150

	Total
	10,437


Q10.
How many bus and ferry trips (in total) are currently undertaken by Senior Go Card holders each year?
A10.

	
	Passenger Level 2
	Total

	Buses
	Senior
	3,844,016

	Ferries
	Senior
	242,788

	Total
	
	4,086,804


Q11.
How many off-peak bus and ferry trips are currently undertaken by Senior Go Card holders each year?
A11.

	
	Passenger Level 2
	Total

	Buses
	Senior
	2,999,313

	Ferries
	Senior
	195,522

	Total
	
	3,194,835


Q12.
How much revenue is collected from council-run off-peak bus journeys within zone 1?
A12.
Council does not collect revenue from any bus services it operates, except for paper tickets purchased on board, which is passed onto TransLink. TransLink collect all other fare revenue from Council-operated bus services.
Q13.
How much revenue is collected from council-run off-peak bus journeys within zone 2?
A13.
See response to Question 12 above.
Q14.
How much revenue is collected from council-run off-peak bus journeys between zone 1 and zone 2?
A14.
See response to Question 12 above.
Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting on 30 July 2019)
Q1.
On Monday 8 July, Cr Cunningham pulled out of a meeting of the Annerley Junction Festival Committee that evening and Marie Gailes, Manager, Transport Planning and Strategy and Congestion Reduction Unit, one of Council’s most senior traffic officers, attended in her place. Who authorised Marie Gales attendance at the Committee meeting?
A1.
Marie Gales.

Q2.
How many Councillors requested automatic traffic surveys in 2018-19? Please provide a list by the ward name and number of requests.
A2.
As these statistics are reported by calendar year and not financial year, the period 1 January 2018 through to 11 July 2019 is provided below.
	Ward Office
	WO Requested

	Northgate
	16

	Hamilton
	3

	Paddington
	2

	Deagon
	1

	McDowall
	1

	Bracken Ridge
	1

	Doboy
	1

	Chandler
	5

	Coorparoo
	19

	Holland Park
	7

	Morningside
	5

	Wynnum
	1

	Tennyson 
	4

	Walter Taylor
	6

	The Gap
	2

	Enoggera
	2

	Marchant
	14

	Central
	0

	Pullenvale
	4

	Runcorn
	2

	Calamvale
	1

	Moorooka
	2


Q3.
Of those Councillor requesting automatic traffic surveys in 2018-19, how many were provided with the survey report either voluntarily or when requested? Please provide a list by ward name and number.
A3.
As these statistics are reported by calendar year and not financial year, the period 1 January 2018 through to 11 July 2019 is provided below.
	Ward Office
	Full Report
(pdf report)
	Summary Report (summary page of the report)
	Report Brief (relevant details from the report within the email)

	Northgate
	0
	10
	6

	Hamilton
	1
	0
	2

	Paddington
	0
	1
	1

	Deagon
	1
	0
	0

	McDowall
	1
	0
	0

	Bracken Ridge
	0
	1
	0

	Doboy
	1
	0
	0

	Chandler
	2
	2
	1

	Coorparoo
	8
	11
	0

	Holland Park
	4
	3
	0

	Morningside
	2
	3
	0

	Wynnum
	0
	1
	0

	Tennyson
	4
	0
	0

	Walter Taylor
	0
	5
	1

	The Gap
	2
	0
	0

	Enoggera
	0
	1
	1

	Marchant
	7
	5
	2

	Central
	0
	0
	0

	Pullenvale
	3
	1
	0

	Runcorn
	2
	0
	0

	Calamvale
	1
	0
	0

	Moorooka
	2
	0
	0


Q4.
What instructions has Cr Cooper or any former Chair, given officers regarding the supply of traffic surveys to local Councillors?
A4.
No instructions were given.
Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting on 30 July 2019)
Q1.
Please provide a list by ward of how many ‘Request for Record’ forms, as per s172 COBA, were submitted by Councillors in 2018-19?
A1.
-
Deagon: 14

- 
Morningside: 5

- 
Wynnum Manly: 13

- 
Tennyson: 19

Q2.
Please provide a list by ward of how many ‘Request for Information or Advice’ forms, as per s171 COBA, were submitted by Councillors in 2018‑19?
A2.
-
Tennyson Ward: 5 

-
Moorooka Ward: 1

Q3.
Please provide a list of wards that received a ward specific 2019-2020 Lord Mayor Adrian Schrinner Budget newsletter?
A3.
- 
Deagon 

- 
Forest Lake

- 
Moorooka

- 
Morningside

- 
Tennyson

- 
The Gabba 

- 
Wynnum Manly

Q4.
Please provide a cost per ward, for all production, printing and distribution costs for the 2019-2020 Lord Mayor Adrian Schrinner Budget newsletter?

A4.
- 
Deagon. $1,716.00 

- 
Forest Lake. $1,906.30

- 
Moorooka. $1,716.00

- 
Morningside. $1,842.50

- 
Tennyson. $1,554.30 

- 
The Gabba. $2,141.70

- 
Wynnum Manly. $1,653.30

Please note, this amount does not include distribution costs as they have not yet been invoiced.

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (from meeting on 30 July 2019)
Q1.
Please detail the individual infrastructure charges reductions granted to providers of aged care and retirement facilities between 1 September 2016 and present. Please include the relevant recipients and their amount of reduction in charges.
A1.
The below table identifies the organisations and amount of charge reduction that has been agreed through an Infrastructure Agreement that was executed between 1 September 2016 and 1 August 2019.
	Organisation
	Agreed Reduction in accordance with procedure

	TriCare (Inner South) Pty Ltd
	$306,412.92

	Aveo Retirement Homes Limited
	$154,440.00

	Lutwyche Retirement Property Holdings Pty Ltd
	$126,793.82

	The Corporation of the Synod of the Diocese of Brisbane trading as Anglicare Southern Queensland
	$50,711.10

	Tricare (Sunnybrae) Pty Ltd
	$195,605.19

	The Corporation of the Synod of the Diocese of Brisbane trading as Anglicare Southern Queensland
	$265,996.50

	Tricare (Hostels) Pty Ltd
	$51,824.77

	Wesley Mission Queensland
	$287,760.00

	Lutheran Church of Australia Queensland District (Lutheran Services)
	$126,060.00

	Aveo Retirement Homes Limited
	$469,494.98

	Alzheimer’s Association of Queensland Inc
	$80,772.57

	TOTAL
	$2,115,871.85


Q2.
Please detail the individual infrastructure charges reductions granted to providers of four-star and five-star hotels between 1 July 2011 and 30 June 2015. Please include the relevant recipients and their amount of reduction in charges.
A2.
The below table identifies the organisations and amount of charge reduction that has been agreed through an Infrastructure Agreement that was executed between 1 July 2011 and 30 June 2015.
	Hotel
	Agreed Reduction in accordance with procedure

	Inchcolm
	$42,000.00

	The Kingsford
	$84,000.00

	Glen Hotel
	$129,000.00

	Mosaic
	$172,512.00

	Hotel Grand Chancellor
	$143,180.00

	Calamvale Hotel
	$446,019.80

	Holiday Inn Express
	$761,548.00

	TOTAL
	$1,778,259.80


Q3.
Please detail the individual infrastructure charges reductions granted to providers of student accommodation between 1 July 2011 and 30 June 2017.  Please include the relevant recipients and their amount of reduction in charges.
A3.
The below table identifies the organisations and amount of charge reduction that has been agreed through an Infrastructure Agreement that was executed between 1 July 2011 and 30 June 2017.
	Student Accommodation
	Agreed Reduction in accordance with procedure

	The Pad Kelvin Grove
	$168,000.00

	The Pad Woolloongabba
	$396,000.00

	Student One Adelaide Street
	$270,938.40

	The Pad Merivale Street
	$1,414,000.00

	UniLodge South Bank
	$1,340,000.00

	TOTAL
	$3,588,938.40


Q4.
(a)
Please detail the amount of television advertising spent by the Council so far in the 2018‑2019 
financial year.
(b)
Please break down the campaigns on which the money was spent and how much was spent on each campaign.
A4.
(a)
$446,828.34
(b)
-
Transport: $55,349.85


-
Be prepared, get ready: $42,760.09


-
Liveability: $250,567.49


-
Liveability: $25,973.53


-
Arts Botanica: $6,420.00


-
Green activities: $5,818.19


-
Budget: $59,939.19

Please note the Be Prepared, Get Ready Disaster Preparedness campaign was funded by a State Government grant.
Q5.
How many Brisbane City Council buses across the network have been wrapped in advertising for Brisbane Metro and how much did this advertising cost?
A5.
Council does not have any buses wrapped in Brisbane Metro advertising. 


Council buses do have advertising formats called ‘megasides’. 12 megasides were booked between 17 March and 2 June 2019. Some of these megasides are still in market, awaiting replacement when the advertising space is booked by another customer. $39,193.82.

Q6.
How many Brisbane City Council buses across the network have Brisbane Metro advertising on the rear of the bus and how much did this advertising cost?
A6.
50 Council buses had ‘metroback’ advertising booked from 14 April to 5 May 2019. Some metrobacks are still in market, awaiting replacement when the advertising space is booked by another customer. $1,140.
Q7.
What are the rates for advertising on Brisbane City Council buses for private companies for all types and sizes of wraps and panels?
A7.
In accordance with the contract approved by full Council on 7 February 2012, the advertising rates are set by APN/JCDecaux. This question is best directed to this APN/JCDecaux.
Q8.
How many complaints have been received by Brisbane City Council from residents using buses with full advertising wraps that they cannot see out of the windows and are unable to see when their stop is coming up?
A8.
Please note, as no specific timeframe was outlined in the question, a search has been undertaken for the last financial year. 2.
Q9.
What quantity of corflutes were ordered depicting Councillor Adrian Schrinner as Lord Mayor?
A9.
4
Q10.
What was the cost of the corflutes ordered that depict Councillor Adrian Schrinner as Lord Mayor?
A10.
$139.90 (this includes delivery)
Q11.
How much has council expended on promotional material that features Cr Adrian Schrinner since becoming Lord Mayor?
A11.
Brisbane Metro: $99,947.80


Grouped Arts: $2,918.00


Brisbane Open House: $15,000.00


Live Guide: $8,295.10


Lord Mayor’s Small Business Forums and Workshops: $6,500.00


2019 Asia Pacific Cities Summit and Mayors’ Forum: $7,877.00


Lord Mayor’s Multicultural Dinner and Awards: $409.00


Lord Mayor Listens Forum: $10,747.65


Total: $151,694.55

Q12.
Collectively how much money has been spent on producing and distributing the Lord Mayor’s budget newsletter to non LNP wards?
A12.
$12,530.10. Please note, this amount does not include distribution costs as they have not yet been invoiced.
Q13.
When will the new double decker city cat that was budgeted for the 2018-2019 budget be commissioned?
A13.
Council has already commissioned the procurement of the vessel and it is assumed this question related to its commencement of CityCat services. It is expected to be in service prior to the end of this calendar year.
Q14.
Please detail: 

(a)
how many individual advertisements for the Brisbane City Council there are on buses, bus shelters and billboards in this city as at July 2019.
(b)
What is the cost of these advertisements, including any nominal ‘contra’ amount?
A14.
(a)
35


(b)
$23,202.51.
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