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PRESENT:

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

The Chair of Council, Councillor Andrew WINES (Enoggera Ward) – LNP

	LNP Councillors (and Wards) 
	ALP Councillors (and Wards)

	Krista ADAMS (Holland Park) (Deputy Mayor)

Adam ALLAN (Northgate)
Lisa ATWOOD (Doboy)
Fiona CUNNINGHAM (Coorparoo)
Tracy DAVIS (McDowall)
Fiona HAMMOND (Marchant) 

Vicki HOWARD (Central) 
Steven HUANG (MacGregor)
James MACKAY (Walter Taylor) 
Peter MATIC (Paddington)

David McLACHLAN (Hamilton)

Ryan MURPHY (Chandler)
Angela OWEN (Calamvale)

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

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 welcome you all back. I remind all Councillors of your obligations to declare material personal interests and conflicts of interest where relevant, and the requirement of such to remove yourself from the Council Chamber for debate and voting where applicable. 


Councillors, are there any apologies? 
APOLOGY:

202/2019-20
An apology was submitted on behalf of Councillors Matthew BOURKE and Kim MARX, and they were granted leave of absence from the meeting on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Tracy DAVIS.

MINUTES:

203/2019-20
The Minutes of the 4603 (ordinary) meeting held on 10 September 2019, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Kate RCHARDS, seconded by Councillor Tracy DAVIS.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Chair:
Councillors, I draw to your attention the item on the agenda for a public participation. I’d like to invite Ms Lorelle Silveira who will address us on the Foodbank Queensland’s Morningside operation.


Welcome, Ms Silveira. You have five minutes which begins when you begin, and Billy is going to start that timer just on your left there, and that will help you know when that five minutes is up. Please proceed when you’re ready.

Ms Lorelle Silveira – Foodbank Queensland’s Morningside operation
Ms Lorelle Silveira:
Thank you. Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR and Councillors, thank you so much for having me here today to let me talk to you about Foodbank Queensland. Foodbank is Australia’s largest food relief charity and, in Queensland, we rescue and divert the largest amount of food and groceries—edible food and groceries I should say—from landfill and into people’s homes who need it. 


We also purchase about a million kilos of food to supplement that 11.8 million kilos that we rescue and divert from landfill. We purchase a million kilos of what we would consider to be pantry staples, and we make that available to charities all across the State. But 53% of the charities that we help are actually located in the Brisbane City Council area. That means the Brisbane City catchment area is the largest that we support at Foodbank Queensland, with a total of 133 charities that we help feeding 19,760 people per week.


Late October, we’ll be rice raising as, due to the drought, we’ve been advised our rice donations will be significantly down and we’ll need to fund the additional purchase of this universal food staple to make sure we have it in supply for all of our charities. A big thank you to Councillors COOK, CUMMING, ADAMS, STRUNK and DAVIS who’ve already expressed an interest in helping us to do this.


But today I’d like to talk to you about the Foodbank Hunger Report which shows women are far more likely to have experienced food insecurity than men. More than half of these women have experienced domestic violence, financial violence, or extended periods of single parenting. They’re also more likely to have suffered from anxiety and stress. Perhaps Foodbank Queensland can help Brisbane City Council’s upcoming citywide domestic violence strategy and play a role in helping to deliver that.


Not being able to afford food takes a significant toll, not just on people’s physical health; it can also have a devastating impact on their psychological health as well. Australians struggling with food insecurity are much more likely to experience high or very high levels of psychological distress, and for females, they’re twice as likely to feel like a bad parent when there isn’t enough food in the house. And when women are impacted by food insecurity, that impacts children as well.


We know from speaking to our member charities, that it’s often families that we’re helping to feed or provide grocery items to. Now, some of these charities are big, some of them are small, and they all come to our Morningside warehouse in different vehicles. Some come in trucks, some come in utes, some come in their very own personal vehicles to pick up food and groceries to take back to their charity which is doing food relief in their community.


One of the things that we would like to ask of you, LORD MAYOR, is if you can assist us to be doing direct deliveries to those Brisbane City Council charities so that we can get more food out to people who need it. One of the largest challenges facing our charities is actually having chilled or refrigerated facilities to take all the food back, and that is ready to eat meals, it’s protein, it’s milk, it’s bread, it’s fresh produce, and it’s all of those things that they really need. When they come with their little esky, they have to choose what are they taking this week: are they going to take milk, are they going to take frozen food, or are they going to take fresh produce.


We would like to be able to deliver to these charities more of our ready to eat meals which we make in partnership with FareShare. FareShare are Australia’s largest charity kitchen, and since we’ve partnered with them, we’re able to divert our over-supply of fresh produce and send it straight to their kitchen for it to be turned into ready to eat nutritious meals. Thank you very much for having me today in Council to speak to you.

Chair:
Thank you, thank you Ms Silveira for coming in. 

Councillor MATIC, would you care to respond please?

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

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Ms Silveira, for coming in today, and thank you for the enormous contribution that you and your organisation provide. Foodbank is such a vital part of our community, and what you do day in, day out to help so many needy people is absolutely essential in being able to contribute to the very fabric of our city.


It is very informative, but also equally concerning to hear the kind of results that you received in your report around the growing need around food supply and safety for people, particularly women in very difficult emotional and disadvantaged positions. From a Council perspective, we absolutely understand the growing need out there in regards to the areas of rough sleeping, but also around unfortunately the area of homelessness as well. 


The LORD MAYOR recently announced a grant program providing up to $100,000 over a three-year period to organisations that are providing outcomes in the areas of homelessness and in pathways leading out to homelessness, and I’d certainly encourage yourself and your organisation to perhaps consider that grant application and see whether there are opportunities there where we might find the ability to partner with each other to get even better outcomes. Those grants close in December, so there’s still the opportunity there to do that. 


I certainly thank you very much also for your work with Councillors in this Chamber and partnering together with them as not only collection points but also the opportunities that they might be able to provide through their Suburban Improvement Fund around a financial contribution towards offsetting the costs, for example, around the purchase of rice which I know, particularly with the drought at the moment, becomes an even more challenging space. 


So I would certainly encourage all Councillors to participate in this program, if you haven’t already, and I would appreciate the opportunity in due course if we contact your office to see what other opportunities might exist for us to assist you in the work that you do, and how we might be able to partner with you to provide even better outcomes for all our Brisbane residents. Thank you.

Chair:
Thank you. Mr Peers will assist you.


Councillors, I would like to now call on Mr Mikko Makelainen who will address the Chamber on sustainable development in Brisbane. 


Welcome, Mr Makelainen, you may stand or sit, whichever is your preference. You have five minutes which commences when you begin. Mr Peers will help you with your timer, which is on your left, and please begin at your convenience.

Mr Mikko Makelainen – Sustainable development in Brisbane
Mr Mikko Makelainen:
Thank you, Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR and Councillors. I’ll stand because you probably won’t see me if I sit. My background is that I have worked in the law, and I do small development now, and I also work two days a week in CityCare, which deals with domestic violence and also, we work in schools that are marginalised and have issues with the young people. 


In relation to sustainability, the experiences I’ve had in living in Osaka, visiting cities like Mumbai, New York, other cities, is that I’ve come to the conclusion that density is good. There’s various reasons for it, and I’ve seen that the Council has been shifting towards lower density in relation to car parking, perhaps a liveable city. I have no objection to a liveable city. I love the fact that we’ve got bikeways, we’ve got busways, river walks, great parks—these have been excellent initiatives. I use the bikeways constantly. 


The small residential developers like us, however, are facing challenges. I think that sustainability in relation to, for instance, transport, is a high cost. We’ve got Ripley, North Lakes, Springfield, where we’ve had to build two rails, one at $1.27 billion and another at $1.267 billion. Should we have actually built high‑density, low-cost public housing? I’m talking public housing for people who are on a lower income or a middle income at a lower rent—rented for 20 years, 30 years. 


The environment: I think that the environment has suffered from expansion. Regrettably, I bought a house in Rochedale in the old farming area. Regrettably, I feel a bit guilty about it sometimes. What if we would have built high-density, high rise, had a rapid feeder service to the Eight Mile Plains bus station, kept the farmland, sold the produce to the supermarkets in those small high-density developments? What a way to go. 


The economic cost is very large to the community in expansion. I mentioned the rails. For us as a small developer, there have been developments, for instance, in the two, three-storey zone. Council says you can’t build three-storey unless you’re so many metres from a railway station. In relation to that, we have large developers building larger developments around railway stations. We can’t actually now afford to build the smaller developments that many, many people desire, that may be three-storey in an area that the community says—and maybe Council says—three-storeys too high.


We are actually being squeezed out. We haven’t purchased land for three years because of the cost to us. So, the community expectation in expansion is that they have a big yard and the land is not actually utilised. It sits there; it gets mowed every two weeks, every four weeks perhaps, but underutilised. We could utilise it for living space, not housing cars, not shelter for cars, shelter for people. I think we should reduce shelter for cars.


Mexico City has recently gone the way of actually having a cap for car parking. They are saying you can have this many, but you don’t have to build any if you don’t wish. That’s not a bad idea. Oslo, London, a few other progressive cities are restricting the amount of car parks. In fact, Japan is a user-pays system. Wherever you go, you pay for car parking. People don’t like parking meters. I actually think they’re a good idea these days. It keeps cars off the streets because they don’t want to pay. Should we use public land for car parking? Should we use streets for car parking? It would possibly make people have one car instead of three, a camper trailer, and a big four-wheel drive. 


I know in Coorparoo where I used to live just until recently, one of the residents had a camper trailer, had a large camper, two motorbikes and another vehicle. They stored their gym equipment in the garage and the others were kept outside. I’m not sure it’s a good idea.

Chair:
Mr Makelainen, disappointingly your time has expired.

Mr Mikko Makelainen:
Thank you. I think I’ve made my point anyway. Thank you everyone for listening. 

Chair:
Please take a seat and we’ll arrange for a formal response. 

Councillor TOOMEY? 

Yes, Councillor TOOMEY please.

Response by Councillor Steven TOOMEY, A/Chair of the City Planning Committee

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Mr Makelainen, thank you for coming in today and raising your concerns around density and sustainability within Brisbane. You and I have met on a number of occasions. I have to apologise, I don’t remember the first time we met, but I do know we shared a table at the Intergenerational Forum, and I do recall our conversation being quite a healthy one. So, I thank you for your participation in the planning process.


Last year, to address some of what you have spoken about, Council conducted Plan Your Brisbane which was the largest community engagement exercise ever undertaken in Australia. At that time, we took submissions from over 100,000 people that provided feedback, and the outcome from that was eight principles with 40 action points, some of which you have raised this afternoon.


From those action points, we are aware that our city is growing. We’ve been advised, or we’ve been told to expect 386,000 residents in Brisbane by 2041, and to accommodate that we need to find accommodation for 188,000 dwellings by the same time. So, with that, we’ve gone through that exercise. We’ve set a number of action points in place, action points which address car sharing to reduce the number of cars on the road; we’re also introducing amendments to our Planning Act that introduce additional green space—rooftop gardens, for example. We’ve also got a number of other amendments that are coming through. 


I would like to hear what else you had to say within your speech this afternoon, and I’m more than happy to meet you outside the Chamber where I can take your feedback on board and look forward to having a good robust chat about sustainability in Brisbane moving forward. Thank you for coming in this afternoon. 

Chair:
Mr Makelainen, Mr Peers will look after you.

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

204/2019-20

At that juncture, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER) moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
In relation to the concerning and inappropriate comments made by Councillor SRI over the weekend.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, you have three minutes to establish urgency.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. In public life you hear a lot of things said which you might not agree with, but there are sometimes when people in public office really do cross the line, and I believe that happened over the weekend with Councillor SRI’s comments about the Queensland Police Service. The comments that Councillor SRI makes on a regular basis about many things I may not agree with them, but he’s got a right to express his opinion. 


But what we saw on the weekend was the labelling of an entire organisation and the men and women that work for that organisation as violent and racist. Now, the Queensland Police Service is an organisation with a large number of people—I understand more than—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, can I just ask you to—can I draw your attention to the matter of urgency, as why the matter—

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
—must be dealt with now rather than the substantial materiality; urgency please.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have been contacted in recent days by many members of the public that are concerned that these comments made by Councillor SRI represent the views of Brisbane City Council or Brisbane City Councillors. It is absolutely essential that we immediately place on the record the views of this Chamber, to make it clear that we do not support the views of Councillor SRI as an organisation or as a group of Councillors, to make it clear that these comments are Councillor SRI’s, and Councillor SRI’s alone, but not representing the Brisbane City Council, the Councillors, the LORD MAYOR and in fact the many staff that work for Brisbane City Council.


It is vital that we make this very clear on the public record, and in fact defend the people of the Queensland Police Service. 
Chair:
Thank you. I have an urgency motion.
The Chair submitted the motion for the suspension of the Standing Rules to the Chamber and it was declared carried on the voices.

205/2019-20
At that juncture, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER) moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS)—
That this Council:

Declares its support for the Queensland Police Service (QPS) and acknowledges its vitally important role in upholding the law and keeping our community safe. We thank the men and women of the QPS who work around the clock, often in demanding and dangerous situations, to faithfully fulfil their duties in service to the community. 
Condemns the damning comments made by Councillor SRI over the weekend, branding QPS as violent and racist.

Further, we call on Councillor SRI to withdraw his comments.
Chair:
To the matter of urgency—LORD MAYOR, I noticed you were reading. Would I be able to have a copy of that? 

Thank you. 

LORD MAYOR, to the substantive motion please.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. The motion is being distributed so that its wording is given to all Councillors. Mr Chair, as I was saying, there is very much of a room in this democratic society that we live for differences of opinion, and that is part of a healthy democracy. But as I said, there are sometimes when those comments cross the line.


It is important that this organisation makes it very clear that we do not support Councillor SRI’s comments and that we in fact support the men and women of the Queensland Police Service, the role of this organisation in our community which is an important organisation for maintaining law and order, and in fact the work of so many offices in the Police Service who dedicate their time day and night, put themselves often in the path of danger, and often are injured or even killed in performing their duties. 


Now, like any large organisation—and I understand the Police Service has more than 11,000 officers—there are always people who may do the wrong thing. As I said, that is the case for any organisation. But to brand an entire organisation in this way is completely offensive and inappropriate, and it is something that we as an organisation should not tolerate, and we should in fact call on Councillor SRI to withdraw those comments.


The police—they do this job out of a sense of service to our community. Councillor SRI’s branding of them as racist and violent really does an incredible disservice to the men and women that work to keep us safe. All of this came very clear to me a couple of months ago when I was here in City Hall, together with the Royal Humane Society of Australia, presenting with that society the annual awards for bravery. Now, those awards are open to any member of the community who has put themselves in danger, and potentially sacrificed or been willing to sacrifice their own safety in saving someone else.


But almost all of those award recipients were members of our emergency services, and many of them were police officers. To hear the stories of people literally forsaking their own safety, their personal safety, going out on a limb for other people, to help them, to save them, it was incredible, the work that they do. 


One case that really stuck in my mind was a couple of police officers—it was actually on the Sunshine Coast. A man had swum out into the surf to try and commit suicide. These two police officers, it was a dark night, there was a strong current, the man was already more than 100 metres out into the water. These two police officers stripped off their clothes, jumped into the water, swam out to save this guy. They were moving further and further away from the shore. 


The man who was trying to commit suicide tried to take the police officers under with him. He continued to try to take his own life. These police officers persisted. They rescued that man. They saved that man, and they were rightly awarded a bravery medal for their efforts. That was just one story of so many on that day. This was just one year of awards, and every year these awards are held. But every day out in the community police officers work hard to keep us safe. They work hard to uphold the law on our behalf, and they should be commended for that, not condemned or branded as violent and racist. 


Freedom of speech is important in this democracy, but people should be called out when they say something like Councillor SRI has said. I’m going to leave my comments at that.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair
Seriatim – Paragraphs 1, 2 and 3
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
I just want to put on record our support for the Queensland Police Service and certainly agree with the sentiments in this motion. We know that—and I’m sure that all of my colleagues here have a very close working relationship with local police stations and police officers in our local community. I understand those challenges they face on the front line, and I certainly do have a very close working relationship with those stations at Boondall and at Sandgate, and appreciate the work that they do.


But I also note that this is a place where we are elected by the community. We are democratically elected Councillors and are able, in a democracy here in Brisbane, to espouse views, views that some people don’t necessarily agree with, and it’s quite clear that the LORD MAYOR doesn’t agree with the views of Councillor SRI, and neither do I. However, I do think he has a right to make them, and I think he made pretty clear from the reporting that I saw that they were his personal views, not the views of Council as a whole.


So, I certainly don’t share those views, but he is entitled to make those views known. We are not in a city or a state or a country where our governments come down heavy on us, like we’re seeing around the world, whether it’s in Hong Kong or in Ecuador this week, where 180 people were shot dead. We are able to make those views that we hold clear in a safe environment here, we think. So, we will certainly show our support for the Queensland Police Service, but also think that, if those personal views of an individual are those personal views, then it is up to that person to make them.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise this afternoon in support of this motion, and can I start my comments with the words: With Honour They Serve. This is the motto of the Queensland Police Service, and I believe that all police officers go into the job and deal with their daily requirements with honour through their service. Can I also say that all frontline emergency services should be thanked for their service to our community, not subjected to unsubstantiated slurs. 

I would like to acknowledge at the outset the many Queensland Police Service officers whose names are on the Police Memorial, including two officers who I knew personally—Daniel Arthur Stiller and Damian Leeding. Dan did a lot of work in community road safety and was dedicated in that way, and this Council has dedicated an environmental corridor in his honour for the work that he did in our local community. Damian Leeding was based down the Gold Coast and was unfortunately killed during an armed robbery.


The ramifications of what Queensland Police Service officers do on a daily basis is that they put themselves in harm’s way so that we as a community, so that we as a city remain safe. I, on behalf of my community, thank them for their service. I know how hard the Queensland Police Service worked in conjunction with the Queensland Fire and Emergency Service and the Queensland Ambulance Service and the SES (State Emergency Services) during the 2011 floods to keep people safe. 


I know how locally it impacted Queensland Police Service officers who attended a murder of a baby in my community, and how one officer worked extremely hard to try to keep that baby alive, and how another police officer stayed with that baby through the entire autopsy process, because he could not bear the thought of that child being alone, being a father to young children himself.


I know how it impacts the police officers who attend fatalities on our roads, and in particular the impact that a fatal of a young child on Paradise Road really resonated, and certainly we’ve had a recent road fatality in Parkinson. I know how hard my local police worked when we had a man streaking through one of our Council parks in close proximity to two local schools, and yes, they did apprehend him through a lot of dedicated police work.


I know how they deal with difficult domestic violence situations in our community every single day. I know that the Queensland Police Service officers are not violent. They are not racist, and it is certainly not something that you can label an organisation as a whole. The Queensland Police Service has a process that is open and transparent. They have an ethical standards unit, and certainly where there is concern about particular standards being upheld, they are reported publicly. 


In the southern region of the Police Service here in Brisbane who I have worked closely with for many, many, many years, I know that they have been focused on working with the many cultures that live in our southern region. I have worked closely with the many police liaison officers. They are about working to bridge the gap, working with the migrant communities who have a fear of police. They want the migrant communities to understand that the police here in Queensland work with people to make sure that they have a safe community to live in, to work in, to relax in, and to raise their family. 


I know that, through the many citizenship ceremonies that I have been presiding officer for in my ward, that the Queensland Police have always, always attended to make sure our new citizens feel welcome in our city and in our local community. The Queensland Police Service work closely with me in many events to make sure that young people and families can come to Council funded events in a safe way. 


In regards to the comments that have been made over the weekend, they are not the reflection of Councillors in the Schrinner Team. I feel that those comments should be withdrawn because they do not reflect all Queensland Police Officers, they do not reflect that organisation as a whole, and I personally feel that the Councillor who made those comments should be making an apology to the 147 families of the police officers whose names are listed on that Police Memorial down in the Botanic Gardens—those police officers who have paid the ultimate sacrifice for their service to keeping our community safe. 


So that apology needs to not be made to the Councillors in this Chamber; it needs to be made to the families and colleagues of those 147 fallen officers and to all police officers in this State. I will conclude my comments today with the same comment that I made at the beginning, and to all the Queensland Police Service officers, I know that is: With Honour They Serve.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, just briefly to the actual urgency motion, I read this over the weekend and I also took the opportunity to speak to Councillor SRI about it today. To me—and he knows my views about it—to me, this LORD MAYOR is simply trying to raise a political point here and do some cheap political point scoring with this motion. He has avenues available to him to take action if he is unhappy with what Councillor SRI has said.


Having said that, I certainly want to support the idea that the Queensland Police Service play a valuable role in our community. I don’t agree with everything that they do. I know that they do their best as an organisation, and we are very lucky to have such a good Police Service. That is not to say that there have not been historic and ongoing problems within the police force. Indigenous deaths in custody and the corruption era of Queensland Police is a significant blight on the history of our police force.


But I agree with what the LORD MAYOR said, that these instances now appear to be not systemic. They are isolated incidences of inappropriate or bad behaviour by particular police, and it is inappropriate in my view to declare a whole organisation in a particular way. So, I certainly don’t agree with Councillor SRI’s comments. I spoke to him about it. I don’t think they should have been said, but they’re not my comments, they’re his. They are his responsibility, and all the things that will flow from them are a matter for him to address.


So, I am more than happy to put on the record my support for the Queensland Police Service. I certainly don’t want to politically pile on to something I think was wrong myself and set a precedent in this place. There are appropriate forums for this matter to be addressed, and in my view, we should be debating the business of the city now, not a politically motivated motion like this one.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the motion before us. I might say that, while I’m not going to speak as to the motivations behind why the motion has been brought in this manner, I think it is actually an important conversation for the city to have. I disagree slightly with Councillor JOHNSTON in that, even though this Council doesn’t directly manage and control the police force, I think where the community is raising serious, repeated allegations and concerns about any organisation that operates within our city, it’s appropriate for Council to be discussing that matter and to be making statement and forming views on such issues.


I’m not surprised that my comments have offended a lot of members of the public, but that doesn’t mean that we shouldn’t be discussing this important issue. There are really two elements of what I’ve said that the Mayor seems to take issue with. The first is the suggestion that the police as an institution or organisation are violent. The second is the suggestion that the police as an organisation is racist. 


I think the first point can actually be dismissed with very little debate, in that of course the police use force. Of course, the police use violence. That’s kind of how they enforce the law. They use violence and the threat of violence on a regular basis in order to control members of the public and to ensure compliance with their directions. Some people might not like recognising that fact, but it is a fact: the police use violence. The police force is thus violent. 


Now, reasonable people can disagree about whether that force is appropriate or proportional, or whether it’s directed at the right people at the right times, but it’s a matter of fact that the police use violence, and I think it’s surprising that so many members of this Chamber feel uncomfortable with recognising that fact. 


Perhaps a more interesting question is whether the police force is racist. What I want to emphasise here is that, when I say an organisation or an institution is racist, I’m not saying that every single individual officer who works for that organisation is racist. I’m certainly not saying that every individual police officer is motivated by racism or makes decisions based on covert racial bias on a regular basis. I have constructive working relationships with many of the police officers in my electorate, and I have found many of them to be very decent people who are motivated by good intentions and who, on a regular basis, try to do the right thing.


But when we’re assessing whether a particular organisation or system is racist, we shouldn’t focus on individuals within that system, but on the results and outcomes of the system as a whole. Now, we know based on recent Census data and statistics released by the State Government, that Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people are roughly 15 times more likely to be incarcerated than non-indigenous people—15 times. Now, whichever way you spin it, a system that locks up Aboriginal people at 15 times the rate of non-indigenous people, is a racist system.


Now, yes, there are a whole bunch of complex factors behind that, and yes, that’s partly the fault of the criminal justice system more generally, and I’m happy to say that other parts of the criminal justice system are racist as well. I don’t say I’m happy to say it, but I’m willing to acknowledge it. But the police play a big role in that, and that’s partly because police officers and those directing their resources make decisions to enforce and police certain kinds of crimes at a higher rate than others, and often those are crimes which, for a range of reasons, might be more likely to occur in certain communities than others. 


Partly, it’s because when some officers engage in interactions with members of the public, they are motivated by racism on an individual level, and partly it’s because of the structural biases and disadvantages that influence Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people’s access to justice and to be treated fairly by police, both when they’re attending on the frontline and in later interactions. 


But the deeper problem here, and the reason I stand by my comment that the police force as an institution is racist, is that on multiple occasions in recent history in this State, when individual officers have been found to have engaged in racially motivated behaviour where they’ve used disproportionate levels of violent force and have been motived to do so in part because of the aboriginality of the people they were dealing with, the Queensland Police Force, the Queensland Police Service, sorry, repeatedly lines up to back those officers. 


Now it would be a very different thing if an organisation, having realised that members of its staff were racist, said, oh, we’re letting that person go, they’ve been fired, in fact. They’ve used violence without authorisation. We’re going to charge those police officers. We’re going to hold them accountable. 


But instead, what happens regularly, time and time and again, is that when police officers are found to use excessive force, when they are found to behave inappropriately, and particularly when they are found to engage in racist behaviour towards Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people, and also to people of colour from other migrant communities, the Queensland Police Service and the hierarchy, the leadership of the Queensland Police Service, resists scrutiny, covers up complaints, refuses to release important information that should be in the public record, and fails to properly discipline those officers.


So I’m not saying that every single police officer is individually a racist person, but what I am saying is that a police service, which when presented with clear examples of racism by its officers, instead of disciplining those officers appropriately and taking the necessary steps to make the cultural changes within that organisation which are so sorely needed, when that police service instead reinforces and supports that behaviour by failing to appropriately censor those officers, then yes, the Police Service is racist.


So, I want to end briefly by reading a media release from May 2018 by the Australian Human Rights Commission. It refers to a Federal Court case where the Federal Court of Australia found that the Queensland Police had been racist. I’ll read it into the record verbatim, because I think it’s useful context. This is just one of many examples in our recent past where Queensland Police officers have been found to engage in using disproportionate force, excessive violence, targeted against Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people. I’ll read from the release.


In one of the most significant racial discrimination cases in Australia’s history, the Queensland Government has agreed to apologise and deliver a $30 million settlement to residents of Palm Island for racial discrimination linked to riots in 2004. The riots took place after the death in custody of local Aboriginal man, known as Mulrunji, who died of internal injuries while being held by police. The compensation was awarded to 447 Palm Island residents following a class action in the Federal Court which found that there was unlawful discrimination in contravention of the Racial Discrimination Act. 


‘This settlement highlights how the Racial Discrimination Act is an instrument of justice. This is good news for the people of Palm Island, and we welcome the Queensland Government’s acknowledgement of the pain and suffering of the residents of Palm Island’ said Race Discrimination Commissioner Tim Soutphommasane.

 
‘The proud residents of Palm Island have demonstrated their resilience, commitment and patience in waiting for their rights and suffering to be acknowledged. It’s never too late to be vindicated and receive an apology, but it is a shame it’s taken so long,’ said Social Justice Commissioner June Oscar AO.


The Commission hopes this case gives the community an opportunity to heal from the events that took place 14 years ago. The Australian Human Rights Commission has been involved in the events surrounding the case over a number of years.


On 19 November 2004, a 36-year-old Aboriginal man known, after his death as Mulrunji, died in police custody on Palm Island. His death was investigated by the Queensland Police Service. A week after his death, there were protests on Palm Island a number of people were charged with criminal offences. In 2005, the Commission was granted leave to appear at a Coronial Inquest into the death of Mulrunji. The Coroner adopted all 40 of the recommendations in the Commission’s submission to the inquest.


In 2010, a group of Palm Island residents made a complaint to the Commission about the role played by the Queensland Police Service in investigating the death of Mulrunji in managing community concerns on the island in the week after his death, and in their response to the protests. The applicants claimed that the police officers conducted themselves differently because they were dealing with an Aboriginal community and the death of an Aboriginal man. The matter could not be resolved by conciliation and the complainants commenced a class action proceeding in the Federal Court.


In December 2016, Justice Mortimer in the Federal Court found that there had been breaches of the Racial Discrimination Act. Her Honour found that QPS officers with command and control of the investigation did not act impartially and independently and that there were substantial failures by officers to communicate with the Palm Island community and defuse tensions prior to the protests.


Significantly, Her Honour found that the policing response to the protests was excessive and disproportionate. Masked officers of the Special Emergency Response Team broke into the houses of 18 families on Palm Island with assault rifles and confronted unarmed local men, women and children. Her Honour found that the police acted in these ways because they were dealing with an Aboriginal community, and with the community of Palm Island in particular.


The Court made declarations that the Racial Discrimination Act had been breached—

Chair:
Councillor SRI—Councillor SRI, your time has expired.

Councillor SRI:
—and awarded damages to members of the Wotton family.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I stand to support the motion that we have before us this afternoon, and I think what we just heard from Councillor SRI is the actual confirmation that Councillor SRI lacks the basic understanding of what it means to represent your local community as a Brisbane City Council Councillor. 


We have often said that Councillor SRI is in the wrong level of government, and we have seen this time and time again, and nothing more than the 10 minutes of digging the hole deeper than we just heard then.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors! 

Councillor JOHNSTON! 

Councillors, this debate has been conducted exceptionally respectfully, and I’d ask that that continue, please.

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you. This motion is about condemning Councillor SRI for his branding of the QPS as violent and racist, and that’s exactly what I am speaking about, Councillor JOHNSTON. He sides with fringe groups like Extinction Rebellion and would rather protest to peddle his own extreme ideology than do his job as a local Councillor. 


His comments over the weekend—and we’ve heard many comments over the last three and three-quarter years—but his comments over the weekend took it up a notch. What we saw over the weekend is that he does not have the integrity to drill down on an issue. He pulled out his broad brush—and he just did it again then. I do not agree with what he just said. He painted the whole Queensland Police Service as violent and a racist organisation.


He quotes one-off issues that are dealt with on individual basis to paint 15,000 hard-working officers in Queensland as violent and racist, including Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander recruits that work within the QPS, including our community liaison officers. These comments are at best misguided, but in reality, they are completely abhorrent. Congratulations, Councillor: you have just demonstrated bigotry in its most basic form. 

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor ADAMS:
This man across here has called the QPS violent and racist, and I’m not allowed to call him a bigot.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, please stick to the material in front of you.

Councillor ADAMS:
I know for a fact that my local station in Holland Park are neither racist nor violent. They are a terrific station that is staffed by men and women completely dedicated to keeping our area safe. They are underfunded by the Palaszczuk Government, but they are committed none the less. They work across this city and, indeed, the State, focused on tackling—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Councillor ADAMS:
—crime, putting criminals away, and now apparently that is some sort of crime itself.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, look, as much as I don’t like what Councillor SRI has said, I don’t feel that calling another Councillor a bigot in this place is appropriate, and I believe that is an offence under our Standing Orders, and I was hoping that you would voluntarily address it, Mr Chairman. But as you are not, I feel that that comment, if Councillor SRI had said what he’s said in here, he’d be in trouble, and I don’t believe that describing him in such a way is appropriate under our Standing Orders.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. I appreciate your point. 

DEPUTY MAYOR, can I ask you to consider withdrawing that and finding a more proportional term.

Councillor ADAMS:
I will clarify what I said. He demonstrated bigotry. I did not call Councillor SRI a bigot. The Hansard will show—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
No, okay. Alright.

Councillor ADAMS:
—that my comment was he demonstrated bigotry in its most basic form. 

Chair:
As I say, please—this debate is sensitive. It’s been conducted very respectfully so far. I ask that we all keep a sense of proportion in the debate. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you. The violent and racist comments were added to by his Facebook quotes on the weekend, that the QPS was an immoral and unjust service, and that anyone who signs up to the QPS does so without personal consideration. That in itself is an extreme case of imputing motive to our Queensland Police Service. They are focused on a—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I’m just concerned about the fact that the DEPUTY MAYOR might be paraphrasing and taking—and misinterpreting comments, so I’d ask that the DEPUTY MAYOR either quote directly or do not attribute statements to me.

Chair:
Alright. Well, that’s not really a point of order, but I appreciate it. As I say, what I will say on that matter, is that I ask that all Councillors continue conducting themselves to a very high level and please be considerate of others, and be proportional in their statements. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, look, Mr Chairman, I think possibly one of the outcomes of all of this is that some of these statements may be considered by others as defamatory, and by giving them oxygen in this place, as the Deputy Chairman is doing, we may be creating a problem for ourselves that is unnecessary. So, I draw your attention to the issue about defamation and your obligations as the Chairman to deal with matters so that we don’t have a problem arising from it being aired in Council’s Chamber. 

Chair:
I understand what you’re saying, and the point you’re attempting to make is that no one in this place has privilege, and everybody is accountable for their personal statements—not the institution, yourselves. Alright, and I will remind everybody of that obligation—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
The obligation is to yourself. You have indemnified this organisation from the things that you say. So each individual is responsible. 
DEPUTY MAYOR.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor ADAMS:
I will clarify, and I will read word for word. ‘Yes, you might happen to know a nice person with good intention who works as a police officer, but these people have signed up, even sworn an oath to enforce laws passed by corrupt politicians and to use violence to enforce those laws, without questioning orders or thinking for themselves, even when the practical operation of those laws is immoral and unjust’. That is word for word from Councillor SRI’s Facebook, and that is imputing motive on the 15,000 hard-working Queensland police officers in this State.


Councillor SRI needs to get back to taking his residents’ phone calls. He needs to quit disrupting the city during peak hour, and he needs to stop labelling everybody he doesn’t like as a racist. He calls for participatory democracy, but only if everybody agrees with his policies. He needs to withdraw his comments, apologise and get back to the job he is paid to do.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
One of the great things about this job is the opportunity to engage widely across the community, particularly with our multicultural groups. At countless multicultural functions across the city, almost always are representatives from the Queensland Police Service. Police liaison officers, senior officers, making the effort to show up, to engage, to break down barriers, to promote tolerance and diversity, and to break any issues that have been there in the past. 

Now, Councillor SRI made a very clear statement. He said the Queensland Police Force—and it’s not a force, it’s a service—is violent and racist. Now, he didn’t say that there are elements of history that are violent and racist. He didn’t say that the Queensland Police Service has a history that is violent and racist. He didn’t say that there are some individuals in the Police Service that are violent and racist. He labelled the entire organisation in the present tense, saying it still is, and everyone involved can’t think for themselves and have to unthinkingly follow orders. I mean, I’m not the only one who can see the problems with these statements and these comments.


Now, Councillor SRI is in this place—he’s in an elected position. It’s a position of responsibility, and it’s a position that his residents put him in to do a particular job. I don’t think there were too many of those residents, when they voted in Councillor SRI back in 2016, expected that they would get a Councillor that would actively disrupt the city, that would actively encourage people to break the law, that would actively label the Queensland Police Service and all of its officers as violent and racist. I’m not sure if they knew what they were getting when they supported Councillor SRI. But the good news is: they know what they’ve got now, and I can tell you, there’s a lot of people across the community that aren’t happy about it. 


Now, Councillor SRI, like all of us, will face the people next year at the election, but I am giving him the opportunity now in this Chamber to withdraw those comments. Because Councillor JOHNSTON is right: there are actions that can be taken for comments like this made by elected representatives, because we are held to a high standard for our public comments, and we are responsible for those comments. Councillor SRI has the opportunity now to withdraw those comments, but even Councillor JOHNSTON suggested in this place that Councillor SRI’s comments were defamatory. Now, I’m not a lawyer, so I don’t know whether that it is the case, but I suspect it is.


So, there’s an opportunity now for Councillor SRI to do the right thing and to either withdraw the statements he’s made or even to qualify them, like I suggested. There’s various ways those statements could be qualified that may seem more reasonable to people, but it was a sweeping statement he made right here, right now, affecting every man and woman in the Queensland Police Service. I don’t think that’s right; I don’t think that’s fair, and I don’t think the majority of Brisbane residents would agree with the claims that Councillor SRI has made. I would simply once again ask for Councillor SRI to please consider withdrawing those comments and doing the right thing.

Chair:
Councillors, the resolution comes in three sections. 

For those who support the first section that begins with the word ‘Declares’ and concludes with ‘community’.

Paragraph 1 put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Paragraph 1 of the motion was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, the LORD MAYOR and Councillor Angela OWEN immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 23 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.
NOES: 1
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
Chair:
While you’re returning to your seats, I’ll take a moment to recognise former Councillor Flesser, who’s in the gallery; welcome back.

Alright, the second section that begins with the word ‘Condemns’ and concludes with the word ‘racist’.
Paragraph 2 put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Paragraph 2 of the motion was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillor Ryan MURPHY and the DEPUTY MAYOR immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMIING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Jonathan SRI.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
To the third item that begins with the word ‘Further’.
Paragraph 3 put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Paragraph 3 of the motion was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, the DEPUTY MAYOR and Councillor Angela OWEN immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMIING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Jonathan SRI.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON.

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

206/2019-20

At that juncture, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER) moved, seconded by Councillor Peter MATIC, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
In relation to the use of Council facilities.
Chair:
LORD MAYOR, the topic is the use of Council facilities? Right, now, three minutes, and can I stress the three minutes be used to demonstrate why this matter is urgent please. 

LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, just so we can understand what the request for urgency relates to, can we hear the motion that is proposed to be urgent so we can make a decision, please?

Chair:
I trust that the LORD MAYOR will make it very clear what it is that he’s proposing, and then at the conclusion of his speech we’ll make a consideration about whether it’s urgent or not. I think that that’s something that we would allow in this place regularly. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Over the Council recess—and obviously we’re in the first meeting back from the recess—a number of things happened. Most importantly is that last week, we had a week of continuous disruption of our city by extremist protesters. Now, one of the things that many people have contacted me about is the fact that this group, Extinction Rebellion, who are arranging the protest and actively disrupting the life of this city, are using Council facilities such as libraries to organise their protest and to hold meetings. 


I have given a commitment to the people of Brisbane, and in fact to the people that have contacted me, that I will urgently review this situation. So, I have had a look at what policies may be in place or what policies may exist on this matter. Now, this is not something that the city has experienced in the past. This is quite a unique situation. Certainly, the use of Council facilities by groups like Extinction Rebellion is something that generates a lot of opinion and controversy in the community.


So, the motion that I am putting forward today, the urgency motion, deals with this issue decisively and makes it clear what this Administration’s position is on the use of these facilities. 
Chair:
Alright, to the matter of urgency—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Just a question of whether the motion is valid, because I don’t think Extinction Rebellion is a formal organisation.

Chair:
No, no, Councillor SRI, the motion before us is urgency, and can I ask—

Councillor SRI:
Sure.

Chair:
—that you make these comments about the material motion in a moment when that is before us. 

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

207/2019-20
At that juncture, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER) moved, seconded by Councillor Peter MATIC—
That this Council:
Notes Council’s facilities, including libraries, are not suitable meeting places for organisations that advocate or incite illegal activities.

Further, considers that the Extinction Rebellion organisation falls into this category and disallows them from booking Council meeting facilities in the future.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, I noted that you were reading and I was hoping that I would be able to be provided a copy of that and, if there are enough copies, that they be distributed to Councillors. 
 
Thank you. 

Now, Councillor SRI, can I invite your point of order again, please?

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I don’t have the text of the motion before me, but it does refer to the Extinction Rebellion organisation. My understanding is that there is no formal organisation, and that in practical terms, it would actually be quite difficult for this motion to have any effect because there’s no legal entity as such that the motion could be directed at.

Chair:
I appreciate the point you’re making, but for there to be coordinated events around the world in many western capitals, there has to be some level of organisation. So, I will allow this to proceed on those grounds. 

LORD MAYOR, to your resolution, please.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay. So, just being clear what this is putting forward, is that Council facilities, including libraries, are not suitable meeting places for organisations that advocate or incite illegal activities, and also that this Council considers that Extinction Rebellion falls into this category and disallows them from booking Council meeting facilities in future. Now, before anyone puts on some mock outrage about a new policy, I refer to this staff only guideline dated 4 June 2018, so last year, June, which talks about booking Council meeting facilities and libraries. In relation to community groups, it says, ‘Meeting rooms are not suitable for activities which advocate or incite illegal activities, such as trespass, vandalism, theft, violence or hate speech.’ The same applies for other not-for-profit organisations and community groups.


So, this is something that, in the past, Council has had a guideline on. I am simply saying that we should enforce this guideline with the backing of this Administration and this Council Chamber, and that Extinction Rebellion quite clearly fits into that category. Now, not only is Extinction Rebellion causing major disruption to the city during peak hours deliberately, they are also encouraging people to break the law. 


There wouldn’t be hundreds of people getting arrested if there wasn’t law‑breaking going on. That is the reality of the situation. I don’t think anyone can argue that this group—whether it’s a formal group or not is irrelevant; it is an organisation that is organised enough to disrupt the city, and I think it is time that we make sure that they are not using Council facilities to plan their disruption of this city. Once again, I think this is something which the vast majority of Brisbane residents would be supportive of. This is something that I have been contacted by many people about, and something that I have agreed to review urgently. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. What an absolute farce this is. There’s nothing urgent about this. The only urgent thing about this motion is March 28 next year. This LORD MAYOR is running scared. He says people are running around contacting him about these issues. Well, let me tell you, Chair, what people are contacting me about: it’s this LORD MAYOR. It’s about him trousering $100,000 in cash payments—

Chair:
No, okay, Councillor CASSIDY—

Councillor CASSIDY:
—unaccountable cash payments—

Councillor HOWARD:
Point of order.

Councillor CASSIDY:
—misusing ratepayer funds—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY!

Councillor HOWARD:
Point of order.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor HOWARD. 

Councillor HOWARD:
Relevance.

Chair:
As I was going to—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY!

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, righto, please Councillors. 

There’s going to be a lot of opportunity for you to make comments like this today, Councillor CASSIDY. This really isn’t one of them. Can you please keep your comments to the matter at hand, and as I say, you’ll have many opportunities to make the points you’re making, but please refrain from them now and stick to the matter in front of us.

Councillor CASSIDY:
This motion is a joke, and this LORD MAYOR is a joke. He’s a shell walking around looking for a personality. This LORD MAYOR is showing no leadership when it comes to the absolute rorting and misuse of ratepayer funds, Chair—

Chair:
Again, Councillor CASSIDY—

Councillor CASSIDY:
—and yet he comes in here with this ridiculous smokescreen.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY! Please, stick to whether the Extinction Rebellion organisation can use—should be able to use Council facilities or not. 

Councillor CASSIDY:
What this LORD MAYOR shouldn’t be able to do is misuse ratepayers’ money, Chair, and that’s what we should be talking about. We should be talking about this LORD MAYOR’s misuse and rorting—

Chair:
Okay, Councillor CASSIDY!

Councillor CASSIDY:
—of ratepayers’ money.

Chair:
Let’s just take a moment.

Councillor CASSIDY:
This is an absolute smokescreen.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY! Please stop.

Councillor CASSIDY:
This is a farce.

Chair:
Right now, I’ve asked you to come back to the topic at hand three times. Very soon—well, actually, we are right on the cusp of just being an act of disorder. Please stick—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Please stick to the matter at hand—

Councillor CASSIDY:
His misuse of ratepayers’ money should be an act of disorder.

Chair:
Now, I appreciate that it’s your first day. I appreciate that there’s enthusiasm. That’s good, right. But please, as I’ve said, there’s many, many opportunities for you to make these comments. I suspect this meeting will go well past—well into the evening. Can we please just—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Can we please just stick to the matters in front of us. 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
So, the LORD MAYOR in his opening just then did exactly what he just accused Councillor SRI of doing, of painting every single person who participated in any of those activities as law breakers, as scum of the earth.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, bigotry, that’s right. So, what we should be discussing is this LORD MAYOR’s appalling, appalling track record when it comes to rorts. But instead, of course, he will do everything, everything he can between now and March 28 next year to distract from the issues that ratepayers out in the suburbs are facing. What two weeks does, it’s quite amazing, isn’t it, for this LORD MAYOR to start chasing his tail and going into a spin.


We’ve got LNP Councillors left, right and centre jumping ship, jumping ship. They know something’s coming, Mr Chair.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Again, you have called him to relevance. This is literally not relevant for the fifth time.

Chair:
Again, we can—I do allow a lot of tolerance in the presentations to the Council, but please, Councillor, can I ask you one more time to address your comments to the resolution in front of us. 

Please proceed.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, Chair, this is a farce. 

Chair:
Oh right, you’ve concluded. 

Alright, Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I rise in support of this urgency motion by the LORD MAYOR. It’s disappointing to see Councillor CASSIDY, as Leader of the Opposition, his first time in this Chamber, to take an important issue around this issue and to then simply dismiss it, and then decide that he would rather play the game of politics rather than address the issues that are genuine to our city.


Now, when Councillor CASSIDY made that spray to the LORD MAYOR, he spoke about the LORD MAYOR condemning others and calling people names. He did no such thing. What the LORD MAYOR spoke about was an issue that is genuine, and that has been addressed and raised with him on a number of occasions, and that is the resourcing of people who would choose to take the law into their own hands.


Mr Chair, nobody says here that we are in any way trying to stifle democracy. In fact, this Chamber is a reflection of the importance of democracy, not only in this city but across our State. Those people that choose to speak on the issue of climate change should be heard. They should be given the opportunity, and in our libraries, we do. There are many, many organisations that use our meeting spaces within our libraries to exchange ideas and to talk about a better future, and they should be entitled to do so.


All of those organisations enjoy the ability to be able to use those meeting rooms free of charge in order to do that. That’s an important part of the service that this Council provides to all Brisbane residents, and continues to do so. That’s why these guidelines were established. It’s the guidelines that the LORD MAYOR has raised today. It is the guidelines that he is concerned about in that organisations such as Extinction Rebellion are utilising for their own means to coordinate their efforts on the streets of our city.


Now, we have seen over time these organisations, as Extinction Rebellion, go out and cause the kind of chaos that they are causing. We have seen the Labor State Government put up with it to a certain extent. We have seen the Queensland Police Service put up with it as much as they have, contrary to the kind of point of views that Councillor SRI raised in the previous motion. But, Mr Chair, even the State Government is saying enough is enough.


This State Government is now implementing and introducing new laws in the Parliament to address this issue of Extinction Rebellion and the impact that it’s having on all Brisbane residents, those that support them and those that do not. As a Council, it’s important also that we take those necessary steps so that those meeting rooms that are provided to all community organisations are not abused.


Now, as the LORD MAYOR quite clearly stated, there is a policy provided, there are guidelines provided, I’m sorry, to Council staff for when they provide these meeting rooms. The majority of those organisations meet that criteria. But there is, on occasions, such as Extinction Rebellion, a breach of those guidelines. So, the motion today is about making sure that we reiterate the importance of those guidelines and provide the necessary guidance to the Council officers when they take these bookings.


Now, as we all know and we often say in this place, our libraries are more than just a place to borrow a book. They are places to meet and for people to gather. We as Councillors support that. But it’s important, also, that we don’t support the kind of activities that even this State Government has said enough is enough.


As the LORD MAYOR has quite clearly stated, in the guidelines around community groups and not-for-profit groups, we have seen Extinction Rebellion make bookings in that name. We have seen them as places of gatherings for the purposes of coordinating their efforts. The guidelines quite clearly state that meeting rooms are not suitable for activities which advocate or incite illegal activity such as trespass, vandalism, theft, violence or hate speech.


Now, the actions of Extinction Rebellion meet some of these criteria around their illegal activity, such as trespass, such as vandalism. We have seen wide‑scale disruption to our city, day upon day, week upon week, by these individuals who have lost all sight of what they’re there for—to talk about sustainability, to talk about climate change, to talk about a brighter future, to where their actions now go in all kinds of directions. That is not the place for our community meeting rooms. That is not the place of Council offices. That is not the place of this Council to support those kinds of activities.


It’s easy for the Leader of the Opposition and his Councillors to grandstand on this issue, to somehow try and support Councillor SRI in whatever arrangement they have, but their own colleagues in George Street are doing what they need to, to bring about that change. Their own colleagues in George Street are bringing about the necessary laws to empower the Queensland Police Service to take the actions they need so that our city can function. 


How can we as an organisation be any different? How can we as an organisation simply ignore the guidelines that have been in place since last year? How can we as an organisation and as Councillors not support the Council officers in their day to day activities? As I said, Mr Chair, there are many, many organisations that meet within our meeting rooms, covering all variety of topics, including the issue of climate change. But this particular one goes outside of that. 


So, our role here today is to make sure that we provide the necessary guidance to do that. Because ultimately, it’s also, as a community, that we need to do the things we need to, as a Council and as a Government, to bring some kind of certainty back to people’s activities. All of us have stories about the extent of damage and inconvenience that Extinction Rebellion has provided and has brought upon people throughout our city, people who are just going about their day to day activities, getting their children to work, getting to work themselves, getting their children to school, going shopping, visiting family, doing their business. Why should those people be impacted by this group of people who are being supported in some form or fashion by the resources of this Council?


The answer is they shouldn’t, and that is the position of the LORD MAYOR, and that is why this is here today. There are many people who have approached the LORD MAYOR. You’ve also seen it on radio and television, where people are frustrated at these actions, where the actions of these people are actually impacting on the day to day lives of everyone. 


So, as a Council, we say today within this motion that enough is enough, that the resources of this Council, the rates that people pay to provide those services should not be utilised for activities which are illegal, for activities which cause inconvenience, and for activities which obviously are contrary to these guidelines, these guidelines that are common sense, these guidelines that are in the public interest. That’s all we’re saying here today, Mr Chair. It’s unfortunate that those opposite choose not to support it—or maybe they will, who knows. 


But ultimately it is the responsibility of this LORD MAYOR, this Administration and this Council to do the right thing by our community in being able to support—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point or order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry, just a clarification. It might be a question of whether Councillor MATIC will take a question or perhaps it’s a question for you to explain and interpret. Does the term ‘Council facility’ include parks? Is that something you can rule on, or should I direct that as a question to the—

Chair:
Look, of course, I can’t read the minds of the authors, but I—

Councillor SRI:
Sure. Will Councillor MATIC take a question?

Chair:
Councillor MATIC, would you clarify that matter, please? Would you take a question?

Councillor MATIC:
I’ll take the question. So, in regards to this motion, what we’re speaking about—

Councillor SRI:
So, shall I ask the question?

Chair:
Yes, please. Councillor SRI, please ask the question.

Councillor SRI:
Through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor MATIC, thank you for engaging in discussion. The term ‘Council facilities’ is obviously quite broad. Does that include public parks? Does that include public squares such as King George Square? Are these facilities as you understand that term to include?
Chair:
Councillor MATIC.
Councillor MATIC:
In response to Councillor SRI’s question, Mr Chair, the purpose of this motion is specifically in regards to our libraries and meeting rooms. King George Square is a meeting place and a public space. There are guidelines and rules that exist in regards to its use and its bookings. 


So, what we’re speaking about here is the utilisation of community facilities such as libraries and community rooms in order to be able to not provide those, including also ward offices, for example, would be included in this as a facility that we are speaking about today. In regards to the other issues, of King George Square for example, there are clear guidelines in respect of what can be accessed through there. 


In regards to this motion today, Mr Chair, it is important to outline that, again, the State Government themselves have taken the necessary steps, and this Council is doing what is required of itself in response to the public outcry around what Extinction Rebellion is causing to this city. I would think that the majority of Brisbane residents would think that it was appropriate that we do not provide our facilities for the purpose of, as we said before, illegal activity. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. Well, this is how it starts. This is how human rights are eroded, by ultra right-wing conservative governments who try and silence dissent, who try and silence groups who they don’t agree with. This is how it has started over the eons in history. Every generation, every century, this is how it has started. It is extraordinary, in the 12 years I’ve been here, we’ve only had one other debate that I felt was massively inappropriate, and there were—the debate itself wasn’t, but some of the comments by some Councillors in that debate were massively inappropriate. But this just takes the cake. This just takes the cake. 

 
The jackboot of Councillor SCHINNER is coming down hard and fast on groups in Brisbane who don’t agree with what he’s saying. Who will be next? Who will be next is the question that I’ve got, because if he doesn’t like what you’re saying, if he believes you’re doing something wrong, you will—

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—fall foul of his policy.

LORD MAYOR:
That is a complete misrepresentation of what I said. 

Chair:
It’s noted, and I’ll call you at the end of the presentation. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, what’s to stop them coming in here next week and banning the Country Women’s Association, because they’re unhappy with government policy on water. Or what’s to stop them coming in and doing it to another group in this city? Nothing. This is an abuse of power, clear and simple, clear and simple—

Councillor MATIC:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Councillor JOHNSTON is misleading the Chamber. We quite clearly set out within the debate, Mr Chair, that there are guidelines in regards to our facilities within libraries.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor MATIC, I’m going to stop you there. Points of order aren’t to—will not be used to rebut people’s notes in the middle of their speeches. 
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. Let me be clear: in my view, this motion, moved by Councillor SCHRINNER and his right-wing conservative cronies, is an excessive abuse of—

Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
It is my understanding that the Meetings Local Law stipulates that Councillors are to be referred to appropriately as Councillors in this place, not by name calling.

Chair:
Yes, thank you, Councillor OWEN. 

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Now, Councillor JOHNSTON, it wasn’t that long ago in this meeting where you—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, okay.

Chair:
—where you took umbrage to—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, okay, that’s fine. I’m happy—

Chair:
—certain titles being used against other Councillors. I remind you of the standard you asked other people to uphold. Please use it yourself.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, happy to rephrase, Mr Chairman. Thank you for giving me the opportunity to say it again. This is what we see from this right-wing ultra conservative LNP cabal of Councillors who are unable to recognise that not everybody in the City of Brisbane has the same opinion. Now, do I think that Extinction Rebellion should be blocking our streets, gluing themselves to things, putting booby traps in devices they’re locking themselves to on public streets? No, I do not. 


Do I think that is a matter for the police? Absolutely. We just spent an hour discussing how we support the police in their activities. We could have just left it to them. But instead, this brand new LORD MAYOR, with his training wheels on, brings a motion into this place that wants him to take the training wheel off one foot, teeter around on the other one and whack his jackboot down on dissent in this city. That is unacceptable, absolutely unacceptable.


Here’s some things in not that distant history that were completely legal, and under his view of what should and shouldn’t be happening in Council libraries, people couldn’t have met in a publicly funded space to discuss the following issues: apartheid—completely illegal—completely legal, I’m sorry, in South Africa, and the support in this country for people fighting against apartheid would not have been allowed under the reign of Adrian SCHRINNER, the LORD MAYOR of the City of Brisbane, because if anybody had discussed doing a protest, they couldn’t do it in a Council funded library. Example one.


Example two: segregation in the United States, and even here in Australia. It’s only a few years ago in both countries that indigenous peoples and black peoples did not have the same rights as those of the white Australians or in the US. Now, if they’d have met in a public library to protest or discuss protesting, and fight against segregation or fight for black rights, they would have been breaching Council’s policy. Would the LORD MAYOR have banned that too? 


Would we have seen the same things that we saw in 1967 where Australians overwhelmingly voted to support recognition of indigenous peoples in our Census—in our—in recognition as an Australian people? No. This LORD MAYOR would say not acceptable to have meetings about that, because it was illegal before that time. Finally, the Vietnam War. Now, certainly in Australia there was a huge movement to protest against the Vietnam War, but you couldn’t have had a meeting in a Council library to meet to discuss a protest because protesting would have been illegal. 


So, let me be clear: this is how human rights are eroded. It starts small. It’s a creep. It creeps up on you. That’s what this Administration has just started doing. I’m going to leave everybody in here with a question, including for the LORD MAYOR in summing up. I haven’t heard a single reason here or a single bit of evidence to support that there’s a problem in our libraries—not one bit of hard evidence. Here are my questions: how many times have Extinction Rebellion meetings been held in Council libraries? That is my question. 


If we’re having a massive problem with the misuse of Council libraries, presumably the LORD MAYOR can stand up and answer a simple question. How many times have meetings of Extinction Rebellion people been held in a Council library? No doubt he’s done his homework. He’s checked; he’s rung around all the libraries and he’s asked: have you got a problem with your Extinction Rebellion people there? Are they booking a meeting room? Have they caused any problems in your library? Have they destroyed any public facilities? Are they inciting hate speech? Have you had any problems? Have you had to call the police?


How many library bookings have Extinction Rebellion made, LORD MAYOR? I’d like to know. I’m aware that they might have used some public parks, and we’ve got another problem here with this motion, because it says, notes Council facilities. So, what does that mean? What is the extent of a Council facility? I think that was a valid question by Councillor SRI. If he wants to have a meeting with them in his office, what is wrong with that? What is wrong with that? 


If he incites them or does something wrong, and they go out and break the law, that is a matter for the police. But to regulate the behaviour of a group that is engaging in protest on an issue that they’re not happy about, and to say that you can’t meet to discuss that, in my view that is a step too far. That is an erosion of human rights. That is how we go down the slippery slope into a terrible conservative state where dissent is not allowed. 


So, LORD MAYOR, in your summing up—and I hope the journos are listening to me—how many, how many library bookings have Extinction Rebellion made, and have there been any problems with those bookings whatsoever? Where is your evidence to justify this motion that is before us today? That’s what I’d like to know. Again, having spent the last hour debating the importance of the police, this is a matter that is best left to them. This is a matter where they can take action, and this is a matter that is properly a matter for the police to ensure that there is no illegal behaviour happening. It is not a responsibility of Adrian SCHRINNER, the newbie Councillor and LORD MAYOR for the City of Brisbane.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, you have a misrepresentation. Please limit your remarks to the misrepresentation at hand.

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Quite clearly, I indicated that this is all about groups that incite people to break the law, not groups that I might disagree with—groups that incite people to break the law. That point was very clear and is simple, and Councillor JOHNSTON was misrepresenting me.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair, and I rise to speak against this outrageous attack on freedom of political expression and the freedom of public assembly. Having seen this motion, I think the LNP has made a grave strategic error, because they’ve made visible just how authoritarian and intolerant of alternative views they really are. The motion is very poorly defined and poorly drafted, and regardless of what Councillor SCHRINNER might say his intentions are in bringing this motion to the Chamber, the practical effect of this motion would be to make it impossible for any community group that is advocating an activity that is current illegal to meet in any public facility that’s controlled by the Council.


So, let’s just think about the practical implications of that. A few years ago, in this State, abortion was essentially illegal. Now, if a group of women, if a group of people had met in a Council library to say, here are some pathways to abortion that are available to you, keeping in mind the fact that it’s illegal in this State, they would not have been allowed to meet in a Council facility. Even now there’s some debate about the legalisation of euthanasia and assisted dying. Now, it seems to me that, according to the way this motion is worded, if a group of advocates of the right to assisted dying were to meet in a public park or a Council facility, they too would be falling foul of this motion.


The motion is far broader than the Mayor seems to realise, or perhaps pretends to realise. I’m particularly concerned that the term ‘Council facility’ could be interpreted down the track as applying to any Council park. I think it’s important that the LORD MAYOR clarifies whether this motion also applies to community facilities that might be owned by Council but leased by other groups. 


But, putting aside the technical debate about the wording of the motion, the broad problem here is that this Council is setting itself up as an arbiter of what people can meet about and what people can talk about and in fact as an arbiter of what counts as an illegal activity. Because, in practice, what this would mean is that when community groups apply to book a meeting place, someone from the Council is going to say, oh, what are you meeting about, and then make a subjective decision as to whether that group is advocating an illegal activity. So, we’re essentially criminalising or cracking down not on illegal activity itself but on what a Council officer might decide could possibly constitute illegal activity.


Think about the way the Public Land and Council Assets Local Law is currently worded. Under that local law, there’s a wide range of activities that are technically illegal unless you have a permit from Council. Last time I read it—and it’s been a little while—but the last time I read it, it seemed to make it illegal to hold a large public organised sporting activity in a park without a Council permit. So, if 20 people get together and want to kick a soccer ball around in a park without a permit, they’re breaching the Public Land and Council Assets Local Law.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
No, so they—I’ll take that interjection, Councillor JOHNSTON. So, they can’t even meet in a library now to plan their informal soccer game, because not only is the informal soccer game illegal due to the excessive provisions in an overreaching Public Land and Council Assets Local Law, but now simply meeting to contemplate the organising of an informal game of soccer in the park would itself be prohibited in Council facilities.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
I think what this really makes visible is that this Administration pretends to like the idea of freedom of political expression until people start to express ideas that contradict the LNP’s desire to maintain power and maintain a stranglehold over this city. I would much rather we were spending this time talking about more meaningful and important issues, but instead we’re here fighting a rear-guard action against attacks on our basic civil liberties.


When I put my hand up to become a Councillor, I did not expect or anticipate that such sustained and consistent attacks on our basic democratic rights would take up so much of my time here as a Councillor, but I’m seeing that again and again in this place. Spaces such as King George Square, which may or may not be a Council facility—I’m still not quite sure because no one has been particularly clear on that point—but spaces like King George Square are increasingly controlled and heavily regulated by Council to limit who can use them. 


We’ve heard from a number of groups that have tried to organise protests in Council parks and squares and been told they can’t do so unless they have public liability insurance. I’ll just say that again. We’ve had protest groups that have been told they can’t hold a public meeting in a Council park or square because they don’t have public liability insurance. 


So this isn’t just about this one motion; this is about a broader pattern of regulation changes, of policy changes, of local law changes, alongside increasingly totalitarian restrictions from the State and Federal Government that a form of network of legal barriers to anyone who seeks to get organised for changes to the current laws or to organise against the totalitarian control of the State. 

 
I’m sure there will be Councillors in this place who are rolling their eyes and saying, oh, no, no, they’re deliberately misinterpreting the motion, but when you read the motion, that’s actually what it does. I think it’s a very bad look for this Administration. I think the people of Brisbane, once they understand how far this Administration is going in terms of seeking to exert control over its citizenry, will start to wake up and realise just how concerning this is. 


We hear continued double-speak from this Administration: oh, we support the right for peaceful protests, but we don’t support the right for peaceful protests during peak hour, and we don’t support the right for peaceful protests if someone is advocating for law reform, and we don’t support the right for peaceful protests if we don’t agree with what the protestors are saying. That’s essentially where we’re heading now. I wish this was hyperbole. I wish I was exaggerating, but I don’t think I am. 


I had a little chuckle when I read the motion because I guess I’ve been in the position in the past of advocating activities that might not currently be lawful. For example, I would have meetings where I would say, I think people should be able to have access to abortion if they wish. Now, I don’t know if my office is actually a Council facility or not, but if that is the case, does that mean I can’t have a meeting in my own office where I talk about the fact that euthanasia should be legal?

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
I’m really concerned by the ramifications of this. Does this Chamber here count as a Council facility? If that’s the case, am I not allowed to stand up in this place anymore and say that, oh, maybe people should be able to get support when they wish to end their lives because of extreme suffering?


There are so many issues where people have a legitimate right and reason to call for changes to the law and to advocate for activity which is currently illegal. It would be extremely undemocratic to try and prevent that or to limit people’s ability to organise in those ways. When you take away the Council libraries and the Council meeting rooms and the public squares and presumably the public parks, there are very few public spaces left available to community groups who are advocating for social change. 


If Council proceeds down this road and denies anyone who seeks to advocate for an activity that’s not currently lawful, it’s going to have a very chilling effect on our right to free speech and our democracy more generally. I think it’s a shame that the Council is not willing to engage in a more meaningful discussion about how best to balance the rights of different members of our society, and instead is taking a one-size-fits-all broad-brush approach to silence dissent, to crush protests, and to take away our basic civil liberties. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. It’s been fascinating to see the absolute over the top response from Councillors opposite on this issue. Councillor CASSIDY went off half-cocked and did his Question Time performance early. He’d practised in front of the mirror, his first day in school. Unfortunately, he entirely botched it. Wrong issue. He’s just got one line that he’s going to repeat constantly. We’ve heard it already, thanks Councillor CASSIDY.


Councillor JOHNSTON—Google Godwin’s law. You might be interested in that one, because mentioning jackboots is just way over the top.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, just Google it. You’ll like it. To make it very clear, what type of facilities are we talking about? Generally speaking, if you can book it, it’s a Council facility, and we won’t be accepting bookings from Extinction Rebellion. It’s as simple as that. Now, that doesn’t include—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor SCHRINNER take a question?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, will you take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
No. 

Chair:
He will not. 

LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
If you can book it, it’s a Council facility. Now, there are some—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—sections of parks that you can book.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I’m just seeking to clarify, because I think this is becoming quite a broad motion now. I want to understand if your understanding of the term ‘Council facility’ does include Council parks.

Chair:
I think that there’s been two lengthy responses to that question provided by Administration speakers today. I think if you take a moment to re-read the transcript next week, I think it will be clear where the limitations are. 
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I’m actually in the process of clarifying right now. There are some sections of parks that you can book. We won’t be taking bookings from Extinction Rebellion. Libraries and meeting rooms, you can book; community halls, you can book. We won’t be taking bookings from Extinction Rebellion. Like, it’s pretty clear. Like, it’s pretty straightforward.


Having said that, there’s nothing to stop people meeting in other sections of a park that can’t be booked. There’s nothing to stop people meeting in their own homes and in other public places. So, this absolutely ludicrous idea that we’re stopping people meeting and talking about something—I’ll tell you what we’re doing. We’re doing what Councillor CASSIDY claims he’s interested in, which is the use of ratepayer funds and facilities. 
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
We’re actually making sure that ratepayer funds and facilities aren’t used to disrupt the lives of Brisbane residents. That’s what we’re doing.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
If Councillor CASSIDY actually had any genuine concern about this, he’d be backing this motion, because he’s quite happy—it’s interesting, it’s his first test of leadership today. Two fails in a row. He backed Councillor SRI’s outrageous comments about the Queensland Police Force being violent and racist, and now he’s backing Extinction Rebellion’s misuse of ratepayer funds and facilities to disrupt the community. Two strikes—a third and you’re out, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Given Labor’s record on rolling leaders, he doesn’t have much time left, I would predict.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please!

LORD MAYOR:
It’s killing season for the Labor Party.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Please stop interjecting the same way over and over.
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
So, let’s not hear any of these hyperbolic arguments about shutting down debate. What is very clear here, and it is very, very clear, is that organisations—and we’ve specifically named one, and one only—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Organisations that incite people and train people to break the law won’t have the privilege of using Council funded facilities or ratepayer funded facilities.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order—point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Just wondering if the Mayor would take a question about whether this would also apply to Lock the Gate, the organisation Lock the Gate?

Chair:
We’ll use the same process as normal. 

LORD MAYOR, will you take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
No.

Chair:
No, he will not. 

LORD MAYOR, continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor SRI made an interesting claim. He said that if you’re advocating for law reform, you’ll somehow fall foul of this rule. No, no. Advocating for law reform is completely lawful. Encouraging people to break the law is an entirely different thing. They are two different things. If you can’t understand that simple difference, then back to school, Councillor SRI.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON! You’ve interjected for the majority of this speech. I direct you to cease interjecting. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Now, let me make it very clear. As far as I’m aware, the Greens political party can use Council facilities. They can book. The Labor Party can use Council facilities. They can book. There’s no rules preventing that from happening. The union movement can use Council facilities—and in fact they regularly do. We’re not saying that none of that can happen. So, this argument that somehow someone we disagree with is not allowed to use Council facilities, absolute fallacy, absolute rubbish. This is about people actively encouraging and training people to break the law and disrupt Brisbane residents.


Now, if there’s any doubt that Extinction Rebellion is doing that, let me read from their own publication here. 
Councillor interjecting

LORD MAYOR:
Who are we, and why we rebel? This is Extinction Rebellion South East Queensland, so this is the local one we’re talking about.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, the organisation that apparently doesn’t exist. We are a complex web of small autonomous groups across the world who are evolving and growing together. We promote, train and participate in peaceful direct action. We transform our despair tactics into tactics of rebellion. The third world war, that of profit versus life, is well under way. We break the rules to convey to those who profit from the destruction of our future that we are serious and unafraid.


According to their own material, they break the rules. Now, civil disobedience by its nature is breaking the rules. When you have hundreds of people being arrested by the police, it’s not because the police don’t happen to like them; it’s because they’re breaking the law.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Can I ask that the LORD MAYOR table that document?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, would you consider tabling that document?

LORD MAYOR:
Once I get a copy of it. This is the only copy I have. But once I get a copy of it, I’m happy to table it, yes.

Chair:
Thank you.

LORD MAYOR:
It’s interesting reading, Councillor SRI. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
The reality is civil disobedience is about breaking the law. So, we’re not saying that you can’t advocate for law change. By all means, you can. We’re not saying that, if a group disagrees with us, you can’t meet in a Council facility. No, because the Labor Party can, the Greens can, the unions can. All types of organisations can, but they’re not advocating and training people to break the law.


And they’re not, this is very detailed. It’s not just a general thing. They’re actually explaining how you use locking devices, how you glue yourself to things, how you can maximise the disruption to the community, but also how you can resist arrest when the police come to make sure that the law is enforced. So, this is what is happening, and Council libraries are being used for these purposes. I don’t think that’s appropriate. This is not about debate here. This is about encouraging and inciting people and training people to break the law.


If Councillor CASSIDY and his Labor colleagues do genuinely care about ratepayer funds, and the use of ratepayer money, they will back this motion. 

Chair:
Councillors, to the urgency resolution in front of us, the resolution in front of us.

The Chair submitted the motion to the Chamber and it was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, the LORD MAYOR and Councillor Angela OWEN immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.
Chair:
Councillor SRI, Councillor SRI, could you arrange to have a discussion with the media outside, but not at a Division, please.
The voting was as follows:

AYES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order.

Chair:
Who have I got? Oh, Steve—Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Point of order to you, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I was also waiting to move an urgency motion as well.
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At that juncture, Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS moved, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That this Council reaffirms its commitment to allow every Councillor to have their right to speak in Council meetings.
Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, you have three minutes to establish urgency as to why this matter must be dealt with today.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair, I will. Mr Chair, we all know, and we’ve heard today, we’ve heard some fine speeches in the last hour. I think the one that I liked was that this Chamber is a reflection of the importance of democracy, and that was Councillor MATIC. They were fine words, and well rehearsed. What we think is that this Chamber should be a place of robust debate, an exchange of ideas, whether we like them or not, and the opportunity to challenge those ideas.


But what we saw at the last Council meeting, the last time we met in this place, was exactly the opposite. That’s why I’m raising this as a point of urgency today, because what we saw at that last meeting on Tuesday 10 September this year was that the LNP used its massive majority to guillotine or close the meeting. This was despite the fact—despite the fact that at least three Councillors in this place had said they wanted to speak in General Business.


So, despite the fact I believe that Councillor SRI, Councillor JOHNSTON and myself had all indicated that we wanted to speak in General Business, this LORD MAYOR and his LNP team shut down the meeting. The reason they shut down the meeting, as far as I can tell, was that they didn’t want the issue of bushland acquisition to be discussed any further.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
They didn’t want to hear what we had to say. They didn’t like what we had to say. In fact, the very debate we were having, the very debate we were having about bushland acquisition—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Just asking what the urgency for this motion is, please.

Chair:
I appreciate that. Councillor GRIFFITHS, I appreciate you’re making the point material to the resolution, but can I ask you to draw your comments back to why it is urgent, why it must be dealt with immediately.

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
The urgency is what we’ve just spent the last hour talking about. The urgency is in relation to the fact that all Councillors in this Chamber should actually be able to have a say and should be able to be listened, and not be guillotined, not be shut off. That’s the urgency. This is the opportunity for the LNP to vote for this urgency motion which says that it reaffirms the commitment of every Councillor to have their right to speak in Council meetings.


That’s the opportunity here. The LNP have the opportunity now of voting for this motion. It’s not controversial. It’s actually saying that we believe in robust debate, that we believe that people have a right to speak, and that we shouldn’t be cutting debates off. People of Brisbane expect us and want us to do better, and they expect that by us participating in robust debates.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, your time has expired.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Thank you. I encourage all Councillors to vote for this motion.

Chair:
All those in favour that this matter is urgent say aye.

Councillors say aye.

Chair:
To the contrary, no.

Councillors say no.
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
I believe—could I ask for that vote again, please, because—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Now, now, hang on, hang on, Councillor JOHNSTON. For urgency, there has to be two-thirds, okay.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman, if there has been—if you’ve called the vote and the vote is clearly won by one side, you cannot recall the vote because you do not like the outcome. So, in my view, Mr Chairman—

Chair:
Well, Councillor JOHNSTON—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, that’s pretty much against the Standing Rules, and I’d certainly ask that you allow Councillor GRIFFITHS to move his motion now.

Chair:
Well, Councillor JOHNSTON, the thing about it is that it’s not a simple majority, but rather a two-thirds majority that is required for urgency. There was also a lack of clarity in this, and if you wanted to lean into the democracy argument, then everyone should have their say, right, do you understand?

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Alright. Alright. On the matter of urgency.

The Chair submitted the motion for the suspension of the Standing Rules to the Chamber and it was declared carried on the voices.
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At that juncture, Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS moved, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY—
That this Council reaffirms its commitment to allow every Councillor to have their right to speak in Council meetings.
Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, to the material matter in the resolution please.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oh wow, I congratulate the Chamber on supporting this motion.
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
It was rather—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
—surprising. I will go back to my point. I will go back to my point. The reason we have done this today is because we were disgusted by the way the meeting was shut down last time. It was wrong that the meeting was shut down because the LNP didn’t like what was being discussed. What was being discussed was about the way the bushland funding is being used. What was being discussed is the way and the misappropriation many of us believe—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Sorry, Councillor GRIFFITHS, can we have a copy of the motion? We haven’t heard it in full. We got a motion for urgency, but no motion before us.

Chair:
I apologise, Councillor GRIFFITHS, I have a copy of the resolution. Do you have enough copies for everybody?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No, sorry, I don’t.

Chair:
Alright. Okay, excuse me, everybody, I’m just going to—the resolution is that this Council reaffirms its commitment to allow every Councillor to have the right to speak in Council meetings. Would anyone like me to say that again? That this Council reaffirms its commitment to allow every Councillor to have the right to speak in Council meetings. I trust everybody understands that. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS, apologies for that, please continue.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, it’s a pretty simple motion. It’s a pretty hard one to argue against, Mr Chair. The reason, as I said, we did it was because the meeting was shut down, it was guillotined by this LNP Administration using its massive majority. It wasn’t done actually in the best and most technically proficient way either, which was the result of confusion as well.


But what we are clearly saying on this side of the Chamber is, just because the LNP don’t like what is being discussed, they don’t like the points that are being made, they don’t enjoy the effectiveness of the debate, it’s not a reason to shut the meeting down. The whole idea of this Chamber is to be able to present many ideas, present different ideas, even though the majority mightn’t like hearing those ideas.


So, Mr Chairman, this is very important that we have a commitment from the LNP in particular that they will not cut General Business in the future without Councillors being given the opportunity to have their say. That is all we’re asking for. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I rise to support this motion. But the mock outrage from Councillor GRIFFITHS and the re-writing of history is absolutely amazing. We did not shut down debate on that night. 

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Councillor CUMMING, I would keep your head down. There’s a reason you’re third seat along, now.
Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
We had a very clear discussion—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—between our Whip and our Leader of the Opposition—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, look, honestly, is that appropriate? It just seems that that kind of level of personal attack which Councillor ADAMS doesn’t like—she doesn’t like it and raises it, is that really appropriate—

Chair:
Councillor, you’re not shy when it comes to personal attacks.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Pot, kettle, black, thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, please continue.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
We had several discussions between our Whip and the Leader of the Opposition, three confirmations with the Leader of the Opposition that they had no General Business speakers. Three.

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
No, not wrong, Councillor GRIFFITHS. It should have been had with the Whip, but the Whip at the time does not discuss with our Whip. That’s how the floor of Chambers work across the nation. We also talked with the Councillor for the Gabba Ward who made it clear he had an appointment; he was leaving at 7 o’clock. He made that very clear, which is why when the meeting was closed, he saw a great opportunity for mock outrage and came screaming back in because he’d already left.


We were told the debate for the evening was finished. We closed the meeting as per usual at 7 o’clock, but we are happy to support this motion. I just hope that, when we go to dinner, they bother to come back.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the motion. I take issue with some of what the previous speaker said, but in the interests of healing and constructively moving forward together, I thought I’d just clarify what I think went wrong at the end of that last meeting, because it is indeed the case that I initially told Councillor RICHARDS that I didn’t have anything to say in General Business.


But what then happened was that the LNP tabled a motion that had been brought by another Councillor in this Chamber and prevented discussion on that motion. Now, that wasn’t part of any discussion about when the meeting would end. I simply said, yes, I’ve got nothing to say in General Business. Then suddenly, this Administration guillotined debate on a notified motion—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
That is total misrepresentation. We laid the motion on the table. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no—now, hang on. The resolution wasn’t about the procedural matter of that motion; it was about—it occurred in General Business. So, the moment you’re talking about, the period for notified motions had passed in this meeting. It was in General Business. 

Please continue, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I’m not sure if I’m debating you or whether you’re impartially facilitating the meeting. But I’ll take what you’re saying, because I think this is important to understand, and particularly for Councillor RICHARDS and anyone else who takes on that role of Whip in the future, which is that we had a notified motion that was on the agenda for debate, and this Administration, without consulting me, and I presume without consulting Councillor JOHNSTON who’d moved the motion, decided to move to lay that motion on the table. 


Now, I wasn’t told that that was going to happen, and I certainly wouldn’t have agreed to that, because I think if a notified motion is brought on to the agenda, then it should be debated. 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
So, the moment that the LNP decided that that notified motion would not be open to debate and moved to leave that to lie on the table, I had a lot to say in General Business after that. I had plenty to say, because I thought it was outrageous that a notified motion could be left to lie on the table like that without proper discussion. 


Now, I might disagree with some of the other Councillors in this place, because I don’t personally think that that was done by Councillor RICHARDS out of malice. I think it was just a communication breakdown.
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
But I think that there was a communication breakdown, and the correct way to resolve that would have been for myself, Councillor JOHNSTON and the major party Whips to meet out in the Antechamber and have a quick conversation before a decision was made to cut short debate.

 
I was further incensed by the fact that, while I’d been given the impression that the LNP did not wish to speak during General Business, my recollection is that the DEPUTY MAYOR did indeed speak during General Business. So, after persuading us that it was important that we finish by 7pm and that we shouldn’t raise any matters during General Business, I was sitting here still at five past 7 listening to the DEPUTY MAYOR speak during General Business. That, too, felt very one-sided and unfair, because I’d agreed that I wouldn’t raise anything in General Business in order that we might finish by 7pm, only to find that the LNP DEPUTY MAYOR was speaking during General Business. That, too, felt like a betrayal of trust and a breakdown of the agreement that we’d reached previously.


So I’m sure others will watch the video back and draw their own conclusions, but what’s very clear to me is that there was a clear communication breakdown, and rather than seeking to rectify and mediate that breakdown, and make amends, the Administration dug its heels in, silenced debate and cut short the meeting when Councillors from the Opposition still had things to say. That’s entirely inappropriate. 


It’s very rare for me to shout and interject in this Chamber. I pride myself on the fact that I don’t ordinarily interrupt other Councillors, but I was very angry at the end of that last meeting, because I felt I’d been betrayed by Councillor RICHARDS, and I’d been betrayed by an Administration that I’d tried to negotiate with in good faith. 


Now, as I said, I’m willing to accept that that was an honest mistake, that it wasn’t deliberate malice, but I think for this Administration to try and blame the Opposition Councillors for grandstanding when actually you guys made a significant error and then failed to rectify it is very poor form. So, I hope in future that there be clearer communication between the party Whips. It would be nice, for example, to have phone numbers so that we could coordinate this stuff, even when someone steps out of the room. But more importantly, it would be nice to feel that there’s a genuine commitment to free and respectful debate in this place. Unfortunately, I don’t feel that at the moment. I feel that this Administration uses every opportunity to silence dissent, to cut short debate and to avoid scrutiny over important issues.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:
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At that time, 4.06pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by Councillor Angela OWEN, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors have been locked.

Council stood adjourned at 4.09pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back Councillors. Are there further speakers to the resolution?
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, there are, Mr Chairman. I thank Councillor GRIFFITHS and the Labor Party for moving this motion. One would have thought that it may be redundant in a democratic place, that all elected representatives in a representative democracy would get the chance to speak. But that is not how this Council has functioned for many years. One of the most egregious examples of that was at the last Council meeting in September. Now the DEPUTY MAYOR stood up and said the Whip had consulted with the Leader of the Opposition and consulted with Councillor SRI.


What she had to withdraw in the media statements at the time that happened about this were that I was not consulted as the Councillor for Tennyson. So let me be clear. The LNP could not be bothered to speak to me. Two things happened on that night that stifled democratic debate and the rights of Councillors to speak. That was firstly, I moved a motion, seconded by Councillor GRIFFITHS, calling for the buy-back of important bushland at 67 Chapman Place, Oxley. That motion was shut down without discussion with me, without reason, without any debate. It was shut down by the LNP to stop debate. That is what happened.


They stopped debate on an important issue of concern to Councillor GRIFFITHS’ area and soon to be my area in Tennyson Ward. That was wrong. If there was some reason, did they discuss it with me? No. Did they talk to me? No. They used their massive majority to shut down debate. The LORD MAYOR has been overwhelmed I know with emails and letters from residents of Oxley who are concerned about this matter. Do you know what he’s done? He’s written back to them saying we’re only interested in this land if we can get it for free.
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Meanwhile this Administration will not allow a debate to occur. Now that’s the first thing that happened. The LNP shut down debate on a properly notified motion—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—without reason or discussion.

Chair:
Point of order to you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
A history lesson is not relevant to whether we support debate in the Chambers.

Chair:
Thank you DEPUTY MAYOR.
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Look, I think it’s fair for Councillor JOHNSTON to make comments regarding what motivated this. 

So, Councillor JOHNSTON please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Of course it is. We’re having a debate about the right to have a debate. Yet again, the DEPUTY MAYOR is on her feet trying to stop it.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
She’s trying to say that what I’m saying is not relevant and I shouldn’t be allowed to say it. She’s trying to stop debate. Now let’s be clear, everything I’ve said tonight is factually true. I moved a motion. I was the only speaker to that motion. Without warning, discussion or reason the LNP Whip stood up and shut down debate. Councillor GRIFFITHS who wanted to debate the motion was not allowed to. That is wrong. There was no reason, no discussion, no warning, no consultation. That’s how this Administration rolls. They want to shut down debate so that Councillors do not have the chance to have a discussion. That was the first time.


The second time it happened was minutes later when in General Business they decided to shut the meeting down. Now I—no one had spoken to me on the LNP side. Isn’t it fascinating? Apparently they’re having discussions with the ALP. They’re having discussions with the Greens. They’re not even bothering to speak to me. So I had no idea the LNP was going to shut down debate. I certainly wanted to speak in General Business about the disgusting way in which they stifled debate on 67 Chapman Place, Oxley. I wasn’t able to because this Administration shut down debate. They did so without consultation with me, without discussion and without explanation.


That is appalling. But they have form when it comes to this type of behaviour. Let me be clear, the former Chairman of this Council used to shout at Councillors to sit down if you were saying something she didn’t like. She would shout at you repeatedly to resume your seat if you were saying something she didn’t like. She would stop you from speaking about a matter that was under discussion in the debate before us if she didn’t like what you were talking about. Let me give you an example. In the budget debate two years ago, I was discussing the Fairfield neighbourhood plan and the Sherwood neighbourhood plan both of which were funded for different reasons in the budget of that year.


The Chairman of Council said I could not speak about them. She then illegally ejected me from Brisbane City Council to stop me speaking at all. Two years later here’s a court case with some really interesting comments from the judge along the lines of it’s very hard to find a reason of why this happened at all. Now that is how this Council has rolled for the best part of 10 years. The worst part of it is the LNP Administration have done a disservice to the residents of Oxley by saying that the important issue of concern to them is not worthy of debate in this place without consultation, without discussion and without reason.


You can be clear they all know how this LNP Administration rolls. I’ve let them know. I’ve put it on Facebook. I’ve emailed them. It is appalling the way the LNP treat non-LNP ward Councillors. It is appalling the way the LNP treat non‑LNP wards. They are denied the right to debate in this place. They are denied the right to vote in this place. They are denied the right to even have motions considered in a timely way. That is how this LNP Administration rolls. It is wrong. So again I thank Councillor GRIFFITHS for putting the motion on the table. You can be sure every time they try and stifle debate—they’re going to get an opportunity in just a little bit—we can see how they go.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. I just rise to speak in support of Councillor GRIFFITHS’ motion here which I think is very topical particularly today where we have heard—it seems like from the Administration both sides of the argument around freedom of speech and the ability in a democratic place to air one’s views. This has come about because I think it is important; it is timely for us to reinforce our democratic right to contribute to debate in this place whether that’s on a particular item like this, on a motion, on an E&C item, a Committee report or in General Business.


I do note that Councillor GRIFFITHS as the Whip, as the Labor Party Whip, wasn’t consulted about who would be speaking on what in General Business. I was part of the conversation that Councillor RICHARDS had with Councillor CUMMING at the time. We told Councillor RICHARDS that we believed the meeting would be going beyond 7pm. That’s what we said at the time. That’s what we said at the time. Now Councillor ADAMS has gone out there in the media and told anyone, all and sundry, that we were consulted and we said we didn’t have General Business.


Now this is all ancient history now but it is important to put on the record the correct sequence of events and actually what happened. The arguments that the Administration made last time we were in this place and to the media was that, oh the meeting had gone past 7pm therefore the staff had to go home. We couldn’t proceed beyond then. However, except for the fact that the meeting had already gone past 7pm we should have adjourned for dinner. That is the rule in this place. That’s what we all accept as Councillors here. It happens quite frequently. We have that hour break. We come back and contribute to the debate in General Business.


So I think it is really important and I’m glad that Councillor ADAMS has said that even though she was part of guillotining the debate—guillotined debate on the motion about bushland—gagging debate in this place by closing down the meeting even though Councillors were on their feet saying they wanted to continue to contribute to General Business in this place even though Councillor ADAMS was part of that disgraceful act in this place in silencing debate and seeing the further erosion of democracy in the Brisbane City Council. I’m glad to see today that the LNP in this place will be supporting Councillor GRIFFITHS’ motion today.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, I welcome the debate. It’s been interesting to hear the various sides. I’m glad there’s so much agreement with this very simple motion. I suppose what I am seeking and what we are seeking as Opposition Councillors is the fact that debate is allowed to happen. For that to be allowed to happen it needs to depend on the majority to keep the Chamber functioning. So what we are clearly saying here is that you’re going to get the debate. It’s going to happen. There’s going to be things said that you don’t like. But that’s how it works.


It’s really up to the LNP majority and the MAYOR to ensure that that happens. Because anything less than that happening is not good for us. But it’s also not good for the residents of Brisbane and I believe it delivers bad outcomes for our city. So, I would encourage everyone to support this motion when we do the call of voices. Thank you.
Chair:
Alright.
The Chair submitted the motion to the Chamber and it was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Steve GRIFFITHS 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, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Alright, another point of order. Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s just a procedural motion.

Chair:
Oh, right, another motion—alright, okay.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
But it may lead to motion debate.
211/2019-20
At that juncture, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the notified motion submitted by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON at the meeting on 10 September 2019, be taken off the table. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion 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: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

QUESTION TIME:
Chair:
Alright, Councillors are there—alright I will now draw the Council’s attention to item 4, Question Time. Are there any questions of the LORD MAYOR or a Chair of any Standing Committee?

Councillor TOOMEY.
Question 1

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. I thought we’d never get here.

My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, this Administration recently announced that we are fast-tracking investment in parks and green spaces through our Green Future Fund. With the first purchase from the fund coming through Council today, can you outline how the Schrinner Administration is keeping Brisbane clean and green and increasing our green space for future generations?
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you Councillor TOOMEY for the question. You rightly point out that the very first acquisition from the Green Future Fund this year, a $20 million fund to create new parkland opportunities around Brisbane, we are bringing through for approval today the first purchase. That purchase is just one of many purchases that will occur over the coming months. This particular one is at 97 Chilton Street, Sunnybank Hills. It is a property that has been put on the market. It is consisting of quite a significant amount of bushland but also an area that would be suitable for community use and community space.


So we’re moving to purchase the land. We’re using $2 million from the Green Future Fund towards the acquisition of part of the land, in particular, the part that is suitable for parkland purposes, then $1 million from the Bushland Acquisition Fund for the acquisition of the bushland on the site. This is something that I must say has been championed by Councillor Kim MARX. It is something that she as a local Councillor brought to our attention, she fought for and she has been successful in identifying what is a good opportunity for her local residents and her local community.


Interestingly I wanted to point out that it is very different from a case where for example the State Government wants to flog off land and then the Labor Party says oh we should spend ratepayers’ money to buy land that is already owned by ratepayers. This is privately owned land that we are acquiring, taking the opportunity while it’s on the market to create new parkland and new bushland reserve that will come into public ownership and be an asset to the community for the long term. This is an initiative that I am particularly excited about because like I said this is the first acquisition but the first of many acquisitions.


We have $20 million to invest in the current budget. There will be more funding becoming available as the dividends from CBIC roll in. I can’t think of a better way to invest in the city’s future than creating new parks and also preserving our green space in this way. So it’s a great example of two absolutely critical Council programs. The Bushland Acquisition Program and also now the Green Future Fund coming together to create a good outcome for the people of Brisbane. We will continue to do that. 


Now in relation to some discussion we just had in the Chamber about a particular site at Chapman Street that Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON—Chapman Place—mentioned. I want to be very clear. We have not ruled out purchasing that land. We have not ruled that out. I made it very clear in my letter to residents. But we wanted to see what the outcome of the DA is which is currently under assessment before we make that decision. That is a perfectly reasonable approach to take because we know—
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
—we know that in the case of—we know that Labor Councillors would prefer to see that money going to the Labor State Government to fill their budget black hole. But you know what? We want it to go to protecting bushland that is not already owned by ratepayers. So as part of the DA assessment process we will as we regularly do, seek to obtain the bushland component of that particular block at low or minimal cost to ratepayers which is the best use of ratepayer funds. So while we certainly haven’t ruled out purchasing the site we want the DA to take its course before we make a final decision.


So Councillor JOHNSTON can try to spin this any way she likes. This is not about stifling debate. This is about making sure that when we debate it is an informed debate knowing all the facts at hand and knowing the outcome of the DA which is under assessment right now and knowing also that Council is working very hard behind the scenes to obtain that bushland but to obtain it at the lowest possible cost to ratepayers so that we can get a great outcome because every dollar saved when it comes to land like this is a dollar that’s available for protecting at risk bushland across the city.


It’s certainly not a dollar that’s available for buying State Government owned bushland which is already owned by the ratepayers and taxpayers of Brisbane. This demonstrates—this issue demonstrates very clearly the big difference between Labor and between the Administration here with Team Schrinner. We are focused on protecting land, focused on buying land. The Labor Party is quite happy to see their State colleagues up in George Street selling off publicly owned land. But we won’t tolerate it. We won’t stand for it.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 

Further questions? 

Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 2
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR when asked by the media how much your cash payment expense of office was costing ratepayers each year you couldn’t or wouldn’t answer. Can you tell us exactly how much this perk is costing ratepayers on record?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the question Councillor CASSIDY, but look I would simply say don’t you believe what you read in The Courier-Mail? Don’t you believe what your Lord Mayoral candidate says? Because there are two sources of information there. Ultimately though what I can say is this—in all of the time that I have been in this Chamber and all the time I am aware of in Brisbane City Council dating back to the very first Lord Mayor of Brisbane this allowance has existed.

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors. Councillors.

LORD MAYOR. 
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
Councillors please allow the LORD MAYOR’s answer to be heard in silence. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
So if you’ve got a gripe with someone William Jolly would be the place to start as the first Lord Mayor of Brisbane. But ultimately, I would suggest you have a read of The Courier-Mail.

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor DAVIS.
Question 3
Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, I refer to the full standing load data that is being published by this Council every month, the data that details every bus service that is unable to stop and pick up passengers because there is overcrowding. I understand TransLink has now issued Council with a breach notice for releasing this data. Why is the State Government so afraid of these figures being made public? How beneficial is the Metro project to decreasing these numbers?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chairman and thank you Councillor DAVIS for the question because not only is it a pertinent question but it’s one that drives right to the heart of the lack of integrity that we see by the Palaszczuk government. Another month has passed and hundreds of Brisbane busses have skipped their stops. Hundreds of would-be passengers left behind because the State is spending $5.4 billion on Cross River Rail and not one new bus service when 67% of Brisbane residents actually travel by bus. In the past seven years an extra 300,000 people have moved to Brisbane yet there hasn’t been any new investment into the bus network to match this growth.


As a part of our Administration’s commitment to openness and transparency we don’t want there to be any secrets. That’s why LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER has committed to releasing the full standing load data each and every month. These figures detail every bus service that is unable to pick up passengers because it’s too full. But where is this happening? Why is it happening? What can we do about it? Before I get to this I want to report on being silenced again by the Transport Minister. We didn’t even get to our third release of this information before Minister Bailey intervened and tried to gag us.


He ordered his officers to slam Council with a contract breach. That’s what you get for being up front with your residents, a breach notice.
Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Will he cancel Brisbane’s bus services because we’re releasing this data? Only time will tell. He knows the figures are really bad. That’s why he wants us not to tell anyone about it. So with the greatest of integrity he doesn’t want them shared because of course it reflects on his poor performance. Most of all—most of all—he knows that Metro is going to fix the problem. But he continues to play party political games with no consideration for commuters that are sitting in gridlock day in, day out on full busses.


We think residents should be kept in the loop on why their busses aren’t picking them up. They should know what we are doing about it. But Minister Bailey has a different idea. He wants them left in the dark, left on the platform, with no reasons why.

Councillor interjecting.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
The breach notice does show us one thing. He is actually capable of making a decision. That’s a nice start. But it is more about keeping residents in the dark from this do-nothing Palaszczuk government. Minister Bailey has had nearly a year to approve Council’s Metro Station—over 300 meetings and it’s still on the to-do list. His in-principle support is no longer sufficient. He needs to make a decision. Metro is the game changer for Brisbane. It will slash travel times. It will ease congestion and get residents home quicker and safer. It’s all about making sure the Brisbane of tomorrow is better than the Brisbane of today.


It is hardly surprising because this is exactly why we planned the Metro, that the Metro will cover the city’s worst bus routes. The ones the Metro will take over are our full standing load bus stops. It will free up the existing busses. It will get them servicing the suburbs more often. The Metro is a plan to fix the bus network. But the Transport Minister simply refuses to lend a hand. We’re not asking for a cent. We’re just asking for a signature. He is literally doing the opposite of what his job asks. The Metro would triple the number of services on Route 66, the same route which has over 3,000 missed stop services this year.


It is a plan to get residents home quicker and safer. It will ease our congestion. It will get Brisbane moving. Currently those on the 66 don’t have a turn up and go service. But the high capacity and high frequency Metro will make sure they do. Building Brisbane Metro is part of Team Schrinner’s plan to make sure that people get home quicker and safer and the Brisbane of tomorrow is even better than the Brisbane of today. We will continue to make sure the residents of Brisbane know what the bus services are delivering and, in this case, not delivering and call on Minister Bailey to step up. Get out of the way and let us start building Metro.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 4
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, when pressed on what you are spending your ratepayer funded cash payments on as LORD MAYOR you wouldn’t answer. In the interests of accountability will you tell the ratepayers of Brisbane what you have been spending these cash payments on?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I did answer the question at the time. Just because you don’t like the answer doesn’t mean I didn’t answer the question. In fact I answered it about three or four times. The answer is this. Exactly the same thing every LORD MAYOR in the city’s history has spent it on, exactly the same thing.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry to interrupt I just want to note and draw to your attention you previously confirmed that Opposition Councillors will get one in every seven questions. There have now been seven Opposition Councillors—
Chair:
Look, Councillor SRI, I tend not to—I was intending to give you the next question.

Councillor SRI:
Sure, so that would be one in eight rather than one in seven. So I just want you to recognise that it’s not—
Chair:
Yes I appreciate—your argument has been made to me a few times. I appreciate the substance of it and I hope that by the end of the session the ratio is satisfactory to you. Okay? But also at the same time at this point it is an Administration question.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.
Question 5
Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Chair, my question is to the Chair of the Community, Arts and Lifestyle Committee, Councillor MATIC. Councillor MATIC in this year’s budget the Administration announced a series of outdoor cinema events to be held in our suburbs. Can you outline some of the highlights of this program and how well it has been received by the residents of Brisbane?

Chair:
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I thank the Councillor for the question. To be able to speak on this important program initiated by the LORD MAYOR which is our Cinemas in the Suburbs program. Mr Chair, this is about this Administration’s commitment to more to see and do within our city. As Councillors within this Chamber we know the importance of when we put our movies in the park and how successful those programs are, importantly also, the community that we build through those events.


So it’s fantastic to see that the LORD MAYOR has invested $221,000 in being able to provide 40 free move screenings at different locations within this financial year to get the message out there to provide more activities to local residents and to continue to spread that strong sense of community. We have already started to roll the program out. Mr Chair, just last weekend there was the first one in your ward. We will continue to roll these out throughout the months ahead in wards across the city to the benefit of all Councillors making sure that we place them in locations that all Councillors can enjoy.


These movies will also add value to the events that we already run. For many Councillors we run them in different forms and being able to provide add-ons to these events. For some of us it’s free popcorn. It’s providing opportunities to our Lions and our Rotaries as far as sausage sizzles so that they can provide some community fundraising as well and benefit from that. For some of them it could be a jumping castle or other activity. All of these things we will continue to do in the ordinary course as Councillors. But what this opportunity provided to us by the LORD MAYOR will add even further to that.


We all know that the costs associated with putting the movies in our parks can sometimes be sizeable. By being able to offset the costs through this investment we can add further value so that we can utilise those funds within our community funds for even more movies events or providing more funding for different community organisations. That’s the value of what this does. So this announcement by the LORD MAYOR is such a great announcement for all of us in being able to make the dollars stretch even further.


Mr Chair, we know that the officers will be working in conjunction with ward offices around timing of different events. I know that with Halloween approaching for example there will be Councillors holding movies to add value to the events they are already having which is great to see. Halloween continues to grow and grow in popularity every year. The opportunity for Councillors to add value to local community events is so important.


Importantly also as we lead up to the New Year there could be Christmas events. We could put on the appropriate movie for residents to enjoy. So there are so many opportunities that exist within this program that the LORD MAYOR is rolling out making sure that we continue to provide that outcome. But Mr Chair, this is just another example of this Administration’s commitment to our communities and importantly to this program area of being able to provide more to see and do throughout our city by being able to provide those opportunities for engagement and working in collaboration with community organisations and with the community as well.


By being able to do this we will help also the various cultural experiences that Councillors may be able to participate in the types of movies that they could provide. I know that for example we have always worked through a list. But there are opportunities for appropriate movies in conjunction with our contractors to provide different varieties and different opportunities. So I encourage all Councillors to engage with their contractors as they already have in many instances to look for those opportunities of enhancing that experience by looking at movies that might be specific or culturally specific to some of their wards but also the opportunities of bringing family together.


So as we start to roll these out we hopefully will see even more opportunities. I certainly encourage Councillors to promote them obviously in the ordinary course but certainly on the What’s On page through Council’s website. By being able to do this we will be able to create those exciting opportunities for people to enjoy our beautiful climate. As we start to approach summer we will start to see more opportunities for more activities in those afternoons leading into movies and making sure that we’re connecting our communities together, bringing young and old to our parks and providing those opportunities for people to enjoy our great city and the outdoor experiences that it can bring. Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor SRI.
Question 6
Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR I have repeatedly raised with you the importance of completing the Riverwalk between Mowbray Park in East Brisbane and the Dockside precinct at Kangaroo Point. You’ve advised me in writing that rather than Council spending the money up front to complete that Riverwalk in one go, that as each development along that Riverwalk is approved Council will complete those sections of the Riverwalk as part of those development application approval processes.


But we’ve now seen that with the DA for 104 and 108 Lambert Street, Kangaroo Point the developer is not completing their section of Riverwalk. No money has been allocated to complete that section of Riverwalk. So can you confirm that the section of Riverwalk adjacent to 104 and 108 Lambert Street will be completed as part of the DA? If not, when will it be completed?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the question. Obviously Councillor SRI knows that I am a big supporter of Riverwalk being responsible for the construction and delivery of the New Farm Riverwalk and also kicking off the Botanic Gardens Riverwalk and starting the work on the Indooroopilly Riverwalk. So my commitment to Riverwalk I think is quite clear and there for everyone to see. Ultimately though when it comes to missing sections of Riverwalk we would generally prefer to see them delivered through development as part of the development process. That is generally our position. There are some cases though which are individual and unique cases where that is not possible.


Now with the DA for 108 Lambert Street, Kangaroo Point, Council received a code assessable development application for three 10-storey towers containing 200 units on a number of parcels of land at that location. The site like the rest of Kangaroo Point has been identified for high density living for a number of decades. It’s code assessable as 10-storey development. The 10 storey being the general sort of high density height limit—10 storey or above. There is already an existing approval on part of the site for two residential towers.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
On relevance. The LORD MAYOR is avoiding the crux of the question which is about when that section of Riverwalk will be completed and whether Council will complete it.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR—my opinion was that the LORD MAYOR was answering the question. It was a very detailed question and I anticipated a very detailed answer. 

So, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
So essentially my understanding is that an application has been lodged. The developer doesn’t propose to build the Riverwalk. But there’s no decision been made on that application according to my understanding of the situation. So as you know there are differences between what someone might propose on a site and what the end outcome might be. So it is quite often in this place where we see people claiming that Council is going to allow this or that or the other based on a development proposal when in fact a decision hasn’t actually been made on that particular application.


So in terms of our concerns that were raised in the information request on the 1 October 2019, one of—I quote from the information request—Brisbane’s long term infrastructure plan identifies riverfront land in this location to be acquired as a corridor park as per Table 10.3.1(a) of the Brisbane City Plan and to ensure this area is labelled on revised plans for that purpose and is not prejudiced by a built form. One of the other issues that Councillor SRI should be aware of as well is that there have been mixed results with the construction of private sections of Riverwalk.


So it has been the case sadly that some of the sections of Riverwalk that have been constructed privately have not experienced or had the longevity of flood resilience that we would now anticipate. So for example there are a number of sections of Riverwalk along the city reach where we’ve had to spend literally scores of millions of dollars upgrading the sections of Riverwalk that have been built by developers. Because one of the things that has happened over time has been that—the 2011 flood has very much caused us to take a different view to the resilience of infrastructure, the strength and design of that infrastructure.


Often it is the best way to build these facilities as we’ve seen with the Botanic Gardens Riverwalk and the New Farm Riverwalk that it is done as a single project to Council standards as a whole. Having said this we are absolutely determined to make sure that Council acquires the section of land at the front of this site—the riverfront of this site—so that we have the ability to construct Riverwalk in the future. I suspect though that ultimately having one single section of Riverwalk that doesn’t actually connect into other sections is not the ideal outcome. But it is Council’s intention to connect Riverwalk further along the river through there.


Just like Councillor SRI desires we certainly would like to see a good cycling and pedestrian connection through to Mowbray Park. That is something that we share as a desire. But ultimately this particular application is still under assessment. We are certainly moving to make sure that the land on the riverfront comes into Council ownership—
Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
—which will allow us opportunities in the future.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor OWEN.
Question 7
Councillor OWEN:
My question is to the Chair of Environment Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor HAMMOND. Councillor HAMMOND the transformation of Oxley Creek is well underway including the recently commenced adventure park in the Heathwood Larapinta precinct. Can you please update the Chamber on this exciting project?

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you Councillor OWEN for the question. I know that you have been involved in this program from the very beginning. You have been working exceptionally well with the Oxley Creek Transformation team and the board to help deliver this very exciting project. As you said stage one of this new nature‑based adventure parkland in Heathwood is now under construction and is due to open in 2020. The new parkland is the first priority project outcome from the Oxley Creek Transformation master plan bringing life to the 20 year vision to transform the Oxley Creek corridor to a world class green lifestyle and leisure destination for Brisbane.


This nature park is located on Paradise Road and as the first stage of the new parkland will provide the foundation for nature-based adventure and outdoor activity including—which I’m really excited about and I know you are as well—a nature-based playground incorporating water play, a lakeside walkway and jetty, picnic areas including shelters, barbeques and toilets, walking trails for wildlife and bird spotters and internal carpark with access from Paradise Road. On entering the parkland residents and visitors will be greeted by views of the picturesque lake towards picnic areas nestled into the shore land.


You can wander along the lakeside, spot some fish from the new jetty or learn more about the wildlife that call the parkland home. The new nature-based playground will provide a setting for children to create their own adventures and exploring. I think I might do that with them as well because it sounds so exciting and so much fun. This will give the kids the ability for experimenting, building, developing their curiosity and imagination and physical skills. With plenty to fire the imagination kids can race leaf boats—how many of us can remember doing that as children down the watercourse—build a bush cubby or climb the bridge to the tree house.


Since the announcement by the previous LORD MAYOR in 2016 the recognition of this project has had many awards. 2018 the Australian Urban Design Award was short-listed for the leadership, advocacy and research city and regional scale award. Planning Institute of Australia, Queensland awards—awards for planning excellence and the best planning ideas for a large project in both 2018 and 2019. Received awards for excellence in the category of land management at the Queensland 2019 Australian Institute of Landscape Architecture and most recently the national award for excellence in land management in 2019 Australian Institute of Landscape Architecture National Awards.


I know and am very proud to stand with this LORD MAYOR as he is committed to achieving the incredible vision of Oxley Creek corridor revitalising one of the city’s most urbanised waterways and creating a legacy world class 20 kilometre parkland along Oxley Creek. Mr Chair on this side of the Chamber we are working hard to create more to see and do for the residents and visitors by protecting and enhancing our green space and making this Council Bris-better.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 8
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR how much of the $100,000 a year ratepayer funded slush fund you receive in weekly payments have been used on private holidays?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
This is just lame, Mr Chair. If he wants to know about it he should ask Jim Soorley or Tim Quinn because it’s the same one that they had.

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Under the Meetings Local Law, the LORD MAYOR is not allowed to debate the question. He is required to answer the question though.

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

LORD MAYOR:
Well look I can’t remember the last time I went on a private holiday and certainly can’t remember going on a private holiday since I was LORD MAYOR. So I don’t know, I’m just speaking from memory here—I wish I had a holiday but well—look I’m not aware of anything like that. I’m not aware of going on a private holiday any time recently.

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor RICHARDS.
Question 9
Councillor RICHARDS:
My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport, Economic and Tourism Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, the LORD MAYOR announced today a raft of initiatives to support small business in Brisbane in addition to the many initiatives that area already underway. Can you please provide an update on how the Schrinner Administration is backing small business?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Thank you, Councillor RICHARDS. LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER and myself as Economic Development Chair know that Brisbane is built on our local economy, and when local businesses are stronger our local communities are stronger as well. There are 124,000 businesses in Brisbane and 97% of those registered businesses are small businesses; 63% of them are sole traders. So this side of the Chamber, Councillor TOOMEY and Team Schrinner are absolutely passionately focused on making sure that small businesses thrive and contribute to that diverse economy.


I’m very thrilled to announce today three exciting new initiatives that will bring the suburbs back to life while backing small business at the same time. They’re going to help our small business owners feel less isolated, ready to tackle the challenges of starting, running and growing a business. The first one includes the suburban shopfront program which will inject $50,000 into the better use of local shopfronts. We know that there are many local retail precincts across Australia but also in Brisbane that are struggling with vacancies


Empty shopfronts have an issue with our foot traffic and suburban life in our city neighbourhoods. So through this program we’re trying to encourage property owners to lease their unused space in the suburban precincts to emerging businesses. Pop-up usage will bring our suburbs to life, create more to see and do right across Brisbane by giving residents more opportunities to enjoy our beautiful climate and connect with friends and family in their local areas as well.


We know statistics are not great when it comes to failure in the early years of starting a business. So we really want to give small business every chance of success right from the beginning. The LORD MAYOR’s small business forums and workshops are held throughout the year. They have been a remarkable success. More than 6,000 people have attended the forums and workshops since they began. Consistently we hear the same thing. Businesses want to network. They want to connect. They want to share their experiences. So we have been listening.


The second one of our initiatives is a free monthly suburban network event throughout Brisbane. Small and home-based businesses who face many challenges and among those, social isolation, will have an opportunity to talk to others that are also putting in their blood, sweat and tears to make their businesses operate as well. We want them to know that they’re not alone. We are there to support them in their business. So this new series will continue to offer industry speakers, access to information and help from Council.


We’ll be launching a refresh series of two-hour free intensive business training sessions. So we’re looking at skill shots workshops. These sessions will help small business owners to enhance their skills and capabilities in specific areas. They could be business basics. They may be marketing, business development. They will be focused on developing real world skills needed to run a successful business. With so many sole traders it’s important to show small businesses that they are not alone. That is why we are offering these new opportunities to network and access training for micro businesses, home businesses and new businesses.


They will be introduced over the coming months adding to our existing suite of small business support services like the $2 million we have slashed worth of fees this year that impact our small businesses right across the suburbs of Brisbane. They include dining permits, food van licence, market stall fees, advertising applications and many more. We are giving our businesses the best opportunity to survive that first 12 to 24 months. We are talking the talk and walking the walk with our new Local Buy in our procurement policy as well, improving the chances of small businesses for getting work with the largest Council in Australia as well.


Winning a contract with Brisbane City Council is a great benefit to so many businesses and one of the many ways that we are working hard to make sure that our time-poor businesses get all the skills that they need and the support from Brisbane City Council.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.
Question 10
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR the stated purpose of Lennium Group undertaking work at the MacGregor Green in Yeronga, is in its own words in the application to Council—And I quote—to enable future redevelopment of the MacGregor Green—end of quote. Given Council’s DA team has refused this development on the basis of the site’s sporting and cultural history and the planning and development court has refused the development approval on the basis of the sporting and cultural histories of the 106 year old site, why has Council backflipped with a triple somersault and a pike and is now facilitating massive destruction and development of a heritage listed site zoned for sport and recreation contrary to the decision of the Planning and Environment Court?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you Councillor JOHNSTON. I’m glad you asked this question because it provides an opportunity to put some actual facts on the table as opposed to the rubbish being pedalled in the media, the outrageous rubbish that we’ve seen which unfortunately some people seem to have bought hook line and sinker. So let’s put the facts on the table. Council received a development application on the site on 24 May 2016. The application was for 50 units on land zoned sport and recreation, land that was formerly part of the Yeronga Bowls Club and has been sold to another party.


The application was impact assessable under the City Plan and underwent public notification. Following an assessment in accordance with the State’s Sustainable Planning Act and City Plan, Council’s independent planning officers refused the development application on 9 December 2016. The applicant chose to appeal the court’s decision to the Planning and Environment Court. I understand others, including Councillor JOHNSTON, chose to join Council as co-respondents. Following the normal procedures of the Planning and Environment Court and a trial, the court ruled in favour of Council on 26 April this year, and upheld the decision to refuse the application.


Since that time the owner of the former Bowls Club green has chosen to lodge a heritage exemption certificate with Council. For those who aren’t aware, the State Government’s Queensland Heritage Act 1992 allows local governments to issue heritage exemption certificates to owners of places identified as being of local cultural heritage significance. Heritage exemption certificates are not intended to deal with major changes or complex developments but to cover work which will have no more than a minimal impact on the heritage significance of a local heritage place.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
In this instance the owners of the former bowls green in partnership with Yeronga Bowls Club relocating some minor heritage items from the former bowls green to the Yeronga Bowls Club site as well as removing some non‑heritage items. In fact the heritage impact assessment that was lodged with Council states it was the Yeronga Bowls Club itself who were proposing to relocate the heritage items back onto its site. To quote directly from the heritage impact assessment—
Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Consistent with the situation of many bowls clubs in Australia Yeronga Bowls Club is no longer financially and practically viable in its current context.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON—Councillor JOHNSTON you have interjected for much of this answer. Some of the things you’ve said are disproportionate and not becoming of the standards we’d hope for in this place. I appreciate it’s a sensitive topic, but please allow the LORD MAYOR to answer the question. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
It goes on to say—I’m quoting from the heritage impact assessment—the majority of clubs are struggling to—
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, I just—I appreciate that this is an important matter to you. But please allow the LORD MAYOR to answer the question and provide this information.

LORD MAYOR:
It sounds like Councillor JOHNSTON is trying to stifle debate in this place.

Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
The majority of clubs are struggling to attract and retain bowling members and many of the smaller clubs like Yeronga Bowls Club are closing or amalgamating with larger clubs with enhanced facilities. Yeronga Bowls Club are using the proceeds of sale of the study area in order to promote and maintain the playing of lawn bowls, organising social functions and other appropriate programs. Importantly the club can now renovate the clubhouse and attract other recreational opportunities that occur in the club at all hours including karate, dance and pilates.


The transition from the former MacGregor Green into private ownership requires the Yeronga Bowls Club to relocate the heritage elements remaining within the study area onto land that the Yeronga Bowls Club owns so that these assets can remain within the club’s control. The current owner of the study area has agreed to allow Yeronga Bowls Club to relocate these elements from their land as soon as required. So if you believe what’s been portrayed by Councillor JOHNSTON in the media it’s the absolute destruction of heritage. What’s happening here is heritage elements are being relocated to the bowls club to be preserved.


So this is a dishonest approach that we’ve seen here, completely misrepresenting the facts, going for the sensational headline and the media story by completely neglecting the facts. This wasn’t some kind of—
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, as you are well aware, I don’t mind the occasional interjection, but please refrain from repeating yourself and saying the same thing over and over again. Interjections here are a part of life, but just to repeat yourself again and again is a little tedious and please refrain. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
So this wasn’t some so-called greedy developer laying pillage to a heritage site. This was the former owner, the Bowls Club, relocating the heritage to their own site. Now Council, rightly, allowed that relocation to occur, as we should. It’s about preserving heritage. 


Now ultimately we expect that this heritage will be and should be preserved, and we expect the reinstatement of the heritage items as well and that is what we expect to happen. But Councillor JOHNSTON, sadly, has misrepresented the facts here.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 

Further questions? 

Councillor MACKAY.
Question 11
Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee, Councillor ALLAN. Councillor ALLAN, over the recess this Administration introduced a rates remission to first home buyers to help them crack into the property market and provide relief when they need it most. Can you outline how the Schrinner Administration is making it easier for residents to buy their first home in Brisbane?
Chair:
Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you Councillor MACKAY for the question.


While spring is undoubtedly a very popular time to buy a house in Australia, it is turning out to be a particularly great time to buy a house in Brisbane, with the first home owner’s rates remission now available.


This remission is committed to making the Brisbane of tomorrow even better than the Brisbane of today. We are making Brisbane even better, with the introduction of our first home owner’s rates remission, which started at the beginning of this month.


As part of the program, first home owners in Brisbane will receive a remission of 50% of their first year of Council rates up to a value of $1,000. So for some home owners this can mean savings of $1,000 in the first year of home ownership.


As those of you who know, buying a first home can be a pretty taxing time. The financial stress is evident. You have to rustle up a deposit, you have to gather funds together for stamp duty and then there’s a list of additional costs like application fees, legal fees and search fees. So the financial costs are evident.


Then low and behold once you decide to move to your new home, you’ve got costs such as moving, removalist’s fees, cleaning and in some cases even the costs of breaking a lease. So the costs in owning your first home mount up and are significant, and obviously are most critical in that first year. This particular remission is designed to try and ease those first-year woes.


Now we recognise that a lot of people have an aspiration to move into home ownership. Owning a home in Australia has been a very popular part of our culture and ethos for many years. Certainly there is a cross-section of our community who prefer not to, but for the vast majority of young people home ownership is still an ambition.


So, Brisbane remains a hotspot for home ownership in Australia. Certainly our properties here are more affordable and we have diversity in housing options in Brisbane, which ensure that people have choice, that there is a competitive pricing environment and that properties remain affordable. In fact 42% of Brisbane suburbs offer median property prices under $500,000. So it’s no surprise that 1,300 people per month are choosing to move to Brisbane and call Brisbane home.


The remission will apply to any purchases under $750,000. Unlike other first home owner incentives, it does not matter if the property is new or established. It only matters that the property transfer occurred after 1 October, and we encourage residents who believe they may qualify to visit the Council website to check their eligibility and the conditions of the remission.


Our rates remission and the recent announcement by the Reserve Bank to again reduce rates to below one per cent, have made home ownership a real prospect for a lot of first home buyers. With the Reserve Bank cash rate now under one per cent, interest rates remain at a historically low level, and the opportunity to buy a home has probably never been better.


I urge all Councillors to convey the benefits of this remission to their residents. We need to get the message out there. We really want first home buyers to take up this offer and I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
That concludes Question Time. 

Councillors I draw to your attention the reports. In particular, the consideration of the recommendations of the Establishment and Coordination Committee during the Spring Recess 2019 on matters usually considered by the E&C.

CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE DURING RECESS:

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Adoption report)

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the report setting out the recommendations of the Establishment and Coordination Committee during the Spring Recess 2019, on matters usually considered by that Committee, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, Mr Chair. Well it has been an interesting few weeks. I particularly liked all of the fireworks around Riverfire time, and I’m not talking about on the river; I’m talking about in the Labor Party.


My favourite part of Riverfire was always the F-111 dump and burn, and we’ve seen the Labor Party revive the dump and burn this year on Riverfire night by canning their candidate and canning their Leader of the Opposition.


It is absolutely unprecedented that we have seen such a rabble of an Opposition that knifed their own candidate six months out from an election. It’s fascinating because when you hear Councillor CASSIDY’s comments earlier. Personal attacks on myself and apparently he thinks I’m doing an appalling job. I’m not the one getting knifed and rolled. I’m not the one getting booted out.


So if I’m doing such a bad job why am I still here when Rod Harding’s not and Councillor CUMMING is not? The reality is Labor is absolutely a disunited mess, with no plans for the city, with no vision, no policies and no idea about how to run a city; how to run Australia’s largest city Council.


Interestingly enough though, we come into Council today and, as I said before, it’s Councillor CASSIDY’s first day in school. He’s got his socks pulled up; he’s ready to put on a performance; make some new friends. Unfortunately on the two motions that we saw today he completely mishandled and botched those.


I have never seen—look I must admit, in predicting what Labor might do to these motions, in response to these motions, I would never have predicted that Labor would back a Councillor calling the Queensland Police Service violent and racist.
Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
I would have never predicted that they would be that stupid and that politically naïve to do something like that. 


Moreover, given their claimed concern about ratepayer funds, I would never have predicted that they would back Extinction Rebellion over the people of Brisbane, but they have done both of those things today. As I said, two strikes; a third and he’s out.


It has been sadly not a good day for Councillor CASSIDY because it started badly with a knifing from Minister Hinchliffe. Minister Hinchliffe, Cassidy’s mate—Cassidy’s best mate—said don’t worry Jared, I’ll get you there. You don’t need any policies; you don’t need any vision; keep dishing the dirt, keep digging the dirt, keep throwing the mud, we’ll get you elected. We’re going to rig the system in your favour. I promise you Jared we’ll do it for you. You don’t have to do anything. Keep dishing the dirt.


Then there was the phone call this morning from Minister Hinchliffe; sorry Jared, I’ve been rolled by the Premier. My secret plan—actually it wasn’t that secret—my plan to get you elected has been overturned by the Premier. 


I have to commend the Premier for a sensible outcome here. The Premier has made the right decision, the sensible one and you know what, my estimation of the Premier and her ability to make a decision has increased massively today. Now we are looking forward to her intervening in the same way to get out of the way of Brisbane Metro. To overturn her incompetent Minister, Mark Bailey’s game-playing when it comes to Metro so that we can get on the with the job. 


Why? Because it benefits the Labor State Government as well if we’re getting on with Metro. It benefits all of the people of Brisbane and indeed all of the people of South East Queensland. They would see that if they had any political nous; that they would get out of the way of Metro, get onboard. 


So you know what, I will invite Premier Palaszczuk down to the sod-turning for Metro. She can stand there with me, turn the first sod and we can get on with it. Just like she’s listened on the issue of compulsory preferential voting, throwing out that rotten idea, she needs to step in and intervene with her incompetent Minister, Mark Bailey, and help us get on with Brisbane Metro.


It’s a fully-funded project. We’re keen to get on with it. We’re moving forward with procurement. Work can start within weeks and we urge the Premier to get onboard. I look forward to working with the Premier constructively and positively going forward. We’re off to a good start with today’s sensible decision, and overruling incompetent Ministers is a good start today. She needs to do it again with Mark Bailey and then we can get some real progress for the people of Brisbane.


We will continue to focus on our positive plans and projects of the city. We will continue to move forward on Brisbane Metro, on Victoria Park, on the five green bridges, on the Green Future Fund, on creating new parklands, on saving bushland. We will continue to do those things that we’re passionate about.


I hope Labor will realise that throwing mud is not enough, that digging the dirt is not enough, because I know, from being around in politics for a little while, that when you start talking about salary and allowances and superannuation, you’ve got nothing; especially when it was a system that you brought in as a party.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Especially when you’ve been collecting the pay cheques for so long without saying a peep. Without saying a peep. Especially when the only person in this Chamber, the only one person in this Chamber to vote for 20% super is sitting on that side of the Chamber and his name is Councillor Peter CUMMING. He voted for it.
Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
He’s left. He’s left.


The reality is, Labor’s got nothing for the people of Brisbane. They’ve got no plans, no substance and all they have is a plan to dish the dirt, a plan to throw the mud, a plan for personal attacks and the people of Brisbane are already seeing right through that. Changing leaders won’t change anything if you continue to take such a negative, destructive, personal approach to the job that you’re doing.


So my gratuitous advice is the best thing you can do to get some credibility is to actually stop dishing the dirt, pick up the phone to Premier Palaszczuk and get her to approve Metro. If you do that, you know what, I’ll even put you in my Cabinet. Councillor CASSIDY, you can have a seat at the Cabinet table. If you do that that will be a good outcome, because we’ll be working together for a positive future for the City of Brisbane.


We’ll be working together to make sure that those buses that are currently full on the busway are actually supplemented—
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
The buses that are full on the busway will have new Metro services turning up every three minutes in peak, every five minutes during the day and every 10 minutes at night. That’s what will make a difference. Not personal attacks, dishing the dirt and throwing mud.


Mr Chairman, we have a number of items before us today, but before I go onto those, I will just briefly touch on the lighting of Council assets, which includes this week the Story Bridge, Brisbane City Hall and Reddacliff Place, lit up in a colour scroll to celebrate the INAS Global Games that are happening here in Brisbane.


This is a great event for the city because it is not only an incredibly important elite sporting event, but is a sporting event that supports and encourages our vision for an inclusive city. For a city where everyone can participate.


INAS, as people would probably be aware, are a games specifically for athletes with an intellectual impairment. So these men and women, these boys and girls, participating are incredible athletes that can perform absolutely at the highest international levels. It is fantastic to see them here in Brisbane.


It was good to share the stage with the Premier just a couple of days ago to officially open the Games. So we have 1,000 athletes here in Brisbane participating and competing throughout the week and supporting an inclusive Brisbane, so that people of all abilities can participate and achieve amazing things.


On Wednesday, the Victoria Bridge will be lit orange in support of the State Emergency Services Week, and obviously in the leadup to summer and the summer season in Brisbane, the State Emergency Services are—they’re someone or an organisation that we all appreciate and respect. We all hope we don’t need to use their services, but we certainly appreciate that they’re there, staffed by volunteers, ready to help in times of need.


That also reminds me as well about the Get Ready for Summer campaign which we launched jointly with the State Government—
Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

212/2019-20
At that point, the LORD MAYOR was granted an extension of time on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND.

Chair
LORD MAYOR please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Mr Chair, the Get Ready for Summer campaign that we launched jointly with the State Government just yesterday in King George Square—and this is all about making sure that residents are aware of the upcoming storm season. They sign up to our early warning alerts so they can get emails and SMS, depending on their choice. 


They can check to make sure that they’ve got their emergency plan in place, that they’ve got the torches ready to go, they’ve got radios with batteries in them, they’ve also got their insurance updated, and more importantly as well that they’ve cleaned up their yard.


We’re providing free green waste tipping at our transfer stations this week for residents across the city to get rid of their green waste and clean up their backyard. This is the third free green waste tipping weekend we’ve had already in the leadup to summer, and we encourage residents to take advantage of that and get involved.


It’s certainly something that we’re working very closely with the State Government on and the different State Government agencies, including the Queensland Fire and Emergency Services, the Rural Fire Brigade, Energex, the Queensland Police and many different agencies that are involved in helping in the lead-up to the summer season.


In terms of the reports before us, item A is the Archerfield Wetlands Precinct Plan, and as we’ve heard from Councillor Fiona Hammond before, the whole Oxley Creek corridor is just such an exciting and massive opportunity for our city, and one that the community is only starting to become aware of. As they’re becoming aware of it, they’re getting really excited because it is truly a transformative opportunity for the city to create a real one-of-a-kind green leisure and recreation destination.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
It’s sad that the local Councillor doesn’t support such a positive project, it really is, because the Archerfield Wetlands Precinct Plan is an important component in that whole Oxley Creek Transformation project. That is why we’ve put more than $5 million in the Budget for this particular project out at Archerfield this year.


Now Councillor JOHNSTON always likes to say there’s no money ever going anywhere near her area—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Oh, oh, it’s not in her ward. I said anywhere near her area. It’s funny because it’s just down the road from the bus depot that she didn’t want either. So when it comes to investment in her area she pooh-poohs it. When it comes to investment that will benefit her residents she pooh-poohs it, but that’s alright. We’re not going to be deterred by her negativity. We will persist and go ahead—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Let’s see how that goes next time Councillor CASSIDY. Let’s see how that goes next time, or was that Councillor GRIFFITHS was it? We’d all like that situation to happen with our opponent, but good luck next time Councillor JOHNSTON.


So community feedback we received on the draft Precinct Plan earlier this year was incorporated into the plan, and the inclusion of a one kilometre long discovery trail, a canoe and kayak destination and the provision for cultural and interpretive experiences has been incorporated. So I’d like to thank the community for their input and also the Oxley Creek Transformation team for the amazing work that they’ve done.


Item B is the contracts and tendering report for August 2019, and we’ve seen here a range of different contracts, in particular, I wanted to point out the work that was progressing when it comes to Brisbane Metro and the appointment of accessibility and inclusion advisory services to the Brisbane Metro project. 


That is obviously an important part of the project to make sure it is accessible for people of all abilities, so that people can easily access high-quality, turn up and go public transport that gets them where they need to go. So we’re moving forward, receiving that advice, which is critical to making the project the best it possibly can be.


Item C is the Significant Contracting Plan for the construction of the South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals, and this is also something that I’m really excited about. We obviously have been upgrading a number of terminals across the city. The Howard Smith Wharves terminal though will be a brand new facility and it will provide for that absolutely booming precinct which Council has created at Howard Smith Wharves.


Just every time you go to Howard Smith Wharves you just see how many people are enjoying that precinct from all corners of the city, how popular it is and we want to make sure that people can get there more easily on high-quality public transport, like our CityCats or our ferries. So we’re building a new terminal at Howard Smith Wharves.


We’re also upgrading probably two of the busiest terminals in the network at South Bank, and we’re moving forward with that critical upgrade as well. So construction for both terminals will begin in the new year.


I think that’s it for the current report. Thank you for the extension of time.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair, and I thank the LORD MAYOR for attempting to bribe me with an inducement. People in Parliament would have been referred to the Ethics Committee and the CCC (Crime and Corruption Commission) over things like that, so I certainly appreciate the LORD MAYOR trying to get me to do his work for him. I say LORD MAYOR sort out your Metro mess yourself because it is your mess.

I think the LORD MAYOR’s attack on me, Chair, was fun and entertaining. I think Paul Keating summed it up best—and this applies to our LORD MAYOR here—he is a shiver looking for a spine to run up.

Seriatim - Clause B
	Councillor Jared CASIDY requested that Clause B, CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR AUGUST 2019, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
On contracts and tendering we see a few interesting items in here. Contract 6, communication and engagement services, this is quite an extraordinary contract; $6 million worth of schedule of rates and you can see here a whole heap of providers receiving hundreds of thousands of ratepayer dollars for communication services and corporate communications. This is just a very clear example, Chair, of how so out of touch this Administration has got when you have to pay private companies millions and millions of dollars to talk to the community. 


That should be something that Council does as core business you would imagine, but this Administration has gotten so bloated and so out of touch that they have to pay $6 million to private companies to do the communication on their behalf. Paying spin-doctors is probably the better way of describing that, because what we see is not engagement when it comes to these corporate comms. They are an exercise for this LORD MAYOR to put his face onto brochures, onto 10 or 11 million brochures a year, and stuff them into letterboxes.


So it is not community engagement. It is spin-doctors telling a particular story at the LORD MAYOR’s whim. That says all you need to know about how this Administration treats community engagement.


The first contract, the lease and operation of the café, the Engine Room, located at 71 Macquarie Street, Teneriffe, it’s good to see this sorry, sorry saga is finally being wrapped up after we saw what was exposed as a so-called charity. Having received the original contract, never carrying out what they were supposed to have done and this facility that the community should have been enjoying, being left idle for far, far too long.


Now on the item C, Stores Board submission for Significant Contracting Plan for the construction of South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals. The last time we saw a major ferry terminal contract go out under this LORD MAYOR’s watch, when he was the then Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee, we saw that ferry terminal at New Farm made in China.


Now I certainly hope that this contract will actually lead to jobs here in Brisbane, rather than offshoring those jobs to prefab—prefab those elements of those ferry terminals, ship them out and construct them here. Because we have more than enough companies here in Brisbane—or in South East Queensland, but definitely here in Brisbane—that can do this work.


We always hear the LORD MAYOR in his previous role talk about how it is far too expensive to construct things here in Brisbane. It is little wonder when the Brisbane City Council, the largest Council in Australia, is doing local businesses out of work and out of capacity to do work competitively, because we’re offshoring those jobs, those construction jobs, those manufacturing jobs to companies in China to prefabricate ferry terminals over there.


In more recent times we’ve had the LORD MAYOR pay lip service to local procurement and local buy. So we call on this Administration to ensure that these ferry terminals are constructed here in Brisbane, and we actually put our money where our mouth is and ensure that we are supporting local industry. Jobs here in Brisbane instead of in Beijing.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, just briefly on—well I’ll try and do all three and we’ll see how we go—but firstly with respect to the Archerfield Wetlands Precinct Plan.


Our LORD MAYOR seems to be a little bit uninformed about where this is. That’s the first problem. He seems to think it’s in my ward and somehow I’ve been critical of this, but that’s not actually the case. It’s in Moorooka Ward. I think it’ll then go to Forest Lake Ward and it’s not coming anywhere near Tennyson Ward.


So number one LORD MAYOR if you’re going to have a go at me, I would suggest you need to make sure you know what you’re talking about before you do it.


Number two—I’ve not been opposed to the Oxley Creek Transformation project per se. What I have concerns with—and it’s clearly documented in all of my submissions which are in writing, which I’m sure you could read if you could ever be bothered—is the emphasis that is being placed on development in this extremely degraded catchment.


The first and most important aspect of ensuring this is a place that people want to visit is restoring the habitat and the biodiversity of the Oxley Creek catchment in Brisbane City Council. Now that is not happening. Now you don’t even have to take my word for it. Because this is not in my ward I have not been involved in it per se. I’ve been watching what’s happening and I presume this is a similar process that will roll out when it does come down to my ward.


But LORD MAYOR if you’re not aware I’m going to run you through some of the elements of feedback about this, and not unsurprisingly, I listened to my residents. Clearly they’ve got the same level of concerns that Councillor GRIFFITHS’s residents have and they’ve expressed them to Council.


So I’m going to say this: this Council got nine written submissions about the Archerfield Wetlands Plan, nine. That’s it. There were 144 responses to an online survey, so Council is going out on the basis of having nine written submissions.

Council goes on to talk about how important unique webpage views are, but let me tell you, even I looked several times about things. So there is a problem here—that nine written submissions and 144 online surveys, no doubt push polls—with respect to how the information should be provided to Council in a structured way were done.


So let me be clear: what were the big issues that the residents raised? One of the key issues that residents raised concerns about was the balance between the community and recreational outcomes with the biodiversity, habit values and functionality of the wetlands.


It is obvious to anybody who lives along this corridor that the most important thing you can do to improve Oxley Creek is to improve the quality of the waterway corridor itself, which gets a D or a D minus rating, which on all Council’s reports on contaminants in the creek—which happens not far away at Cliveden Avenue at the testing location—it’s usually high transmission of illness or sickness. That’s the quality of the water in this creek.


There is significant habitat that’s been degraded. There are significant biodiversity issues with flora and fauna in this area because the creek is not being well maintained. Council’s only response to this—in all of my years that I’ve been here I’ve got lots of really great, hardworking Bushcare groups; lovely people who go out there and they’re doing Council’s work. They’re still the only people out there doing the work and they are planting trees and trying to weed, and there might be half a dozen of them each time.


Yes, Council gives them a bit of mulch, yes, Council does this, but Council, in my time, in my ward has made no effort to do anything with respect to Oxley Creek and I’ve been asking. It’s clear to me that the fundamental priority here has to be restoration of the waterway corridor.


Oxley Creek is the largest tributary of the Brisbane River. When it spews polluted water into the Brisbane River that’s not a good thing, and that is happening every day. But what is this Council doing? It is pushing ahead with development in these locations rather than environmental rehabilitation.


This is fundamentally what I have said since this project started and I will continue to say—you have put the cart before the horse. There is no point in attracting people to an environment that is toxic; that is degraded; that if people get in the water the recommendation from Council’s own website is there is a high risk of the transmission of illness. That is not an appropriate way to attract people to use our outdoor spaces.


I support certainly a lot of what needs to happen along the Oxley Creek corridor, but what is a concern to me is that this Council is pushing ahead with the development opportunities first, and one of the key themes that came out of the masterplan was the importance of restoring the health of the waterway corridor itself. From what I can see there’s been no steps taken to do that.


Now in the report itself it gets even more interesting when you look at what’s happening here. Yes, there’s wonderful images of the great facilities Council’s building, and then there are comments like this: ongoing sustainability; Oxley Creek will seek opportunities to generate revenue and funding for the parkland’s ongoing management and experience. So we’re just looking at revenue raising out of our Council parks. 


Council also goes on to talk about the importance of looking after the habitat, but they don’t say how it’s going to be done, they don’t say where the money’s coming from, they don’t say who’s going to do it. 


Restoration and enhancement activities—it talks about environmental restoration and enhancement will both reinstate natural systems, improve wetland function. 


Designated wetland conservation area—work to rehabilitate the land will be progressively undertaken. Who’s doing it? Why is there no list in here of what the objectives are? Who’s undertaking the work? Is it just going to be we’re asking our volunteers to do it? Because if that’s what we’re going to do here it’s not enough. That’s what they do now. They work so hard. 


This document may have some good ideas in it, but the key is how it is going to be delivered and who is responsible for it. Is the Oxley Creek Transformation project going to pay for the ongoing environmental stewardship of this land in future? It doesn’t say that. Or is it going to fall back to Council who do nothing, and then it’s going to fall back to the bushcare groups to do the work as it is now. 


So the lack of clarity in this document is a problem, the lack of detail about what is going to happen is a problem, and the lack of focus on ensuring the rehabilitation and the restoration of the waterway corridor first, and then bringing people to a safe, clean, natural environment, that should come second.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I stand to speak on item C, the Significant Contracting Plan for the construction of South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals.


The item we have today seeks approval to procure and construct the new Howard Smith Wharves and South Bank terminals. Last year Council announced that in partnership with the Howard Smith Wharves Corporation that we’d be adding a brand new terminal to the ferry network, bringing the total to 26.


We recognised the roaring success that Howard Smith Wharves has been, and has been a welcome addition to the city, and we just remind people it was when Kate Jones was the Minister of Environment that they said no to Howard Smith Wharves. But glad to see that Minister Jones has changed her tune now and is down there making sure she’s celebrating the wonderful tourism opportunities.


Having said this, the closest ferry terminals to Howard Smith Wharves are over 700 metres to Riverside, Sydney City Street ferry terminal over a kilometre away. So I think it is exactly within the parameters and with its popularity a great opportunity to get around and have more to see and do on our riverways.


We want to ensure that people have quick and easy access to all of Brisbane’s greatest assets, and of course if you’re a senior you can travel off-peak from Monday to Friday free on those CityCats as well and the Howard Smith Wharves will be a great addition to that as well.


We’re also delivering an upgrade at the South Bank ferry terminal. We have done South Bank ferry terminal 2 so we have got the process of a terminal that can be used while we’re in the construction phase of South Bank. Both terminals are now in design phase. They include new gangway walks down to the floating pontoon. They will be fully DDA (Disability Discrimination Act 1992) compliant, in line with all the Federal Government requirements and construction will begin in 2020.


We do know that the patronage on our CityCats is continuing to grow, with over five million trips each year, and with the addition of new terminals, we are anticipating this trend to continue.


With regards to Councillor CASSIDY’s comment around procurement, this is about how many people we can employ in Brisbane, and anything that is being built in Brisbane is employing Brisbanites to work on it. So we welcome the opportunity that this procurement process actually gives us, and we look forward to being able to deliver more to see and do and easier ways to get to it in the coming years.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman, I won’t take long. I just wanted to get up and support item A which is Archerfield Wetlands Precinct Plan.


There was a one month consultation done and I believe that it covered a number of issues for local residents, certainly residents that I deal with. We have to remember at the moment that the Archerfield Wetlands is, as Councillor JOHNSTON said, significantly degraded. It is our largest catchment, but it has been significantly degraded over Brisbane’s history, particularly by sand mining and also industrial uses of that particular part of Brisbane.


This project, which goes over 20 years, seeks to redress some of that at the same time that significant corridor development is happening in terms of suburban growth, particularly in the suburbs I represent such as Pallara and so forth.


So we’ve got the two things happening side by side. I think that makes a lot of sense. I think investing in park infrastructure makes a lot of sense. I think in improving this corridor in terms of the environment and in terms of the health—not only the Brisbane River but the health of the bay makes sense. So I’m supportive of those things.


As I said, the area is growing and one of the things that is happening at the moment is the Ipswich Motorway from Rocklea to Darra—is actually being upgraded significantly—being made I believe four lanes either way. With that particular upgrade there’s also additional work that is impacting on this wetland as well.


So that impact is there and it is occurring. I believe the two organisations are trying to manage that. Council and the Department of Transport and Main Roads are seeking to manage that and mitigate any negativity in relation to that.


Just in relation to resident feedback, I represent the largest of Aveo home I believe in Australia and that’s out at Durack. I had meetings and went to meetings out there with residents. There were concerns about how close some of the pathways were coming to their particular residence, and they were concerned about crime. We were able to find a solution to that and I thank the people who did the consultation for that. So that was dealt with.


The other thing was in another part of Durack there’s a number of residents in a neighbourhood watch—are very concerned about the fact that we’re going to do a canoe launching pad that was going to impact on their area. We’ve managed to relocate that pad and reduce some of their concerns about traffic and parking and so forth. While we’ve done that now, we have the opportunity in the future to go back and revise that should their attitude change in the future. So I believe the consultation’s been good. They’ve listened to residents and it will produce good outcomes for the community.


Finally, the last thing that hasn’t been mentioned today is that Oxley Creek Catchment Association potentially will get a new site that will be in the old Inala wastewater treatment facility that will be renovated for a park as well.


So I believe—and I understand that is how we’re progressing. It makes sense to give them a permanent home, a decent home, if we’re going to build a partnership with them over the years. So overall a good project, I support it and they have listened to residents. Okay, thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise in favour of item A, the Archerfield Wetlands Precinct Plan, which establishes the vision, priority actions and improvements to this neglected, misused piece of land.


Let us remember the history, as Councillor GRIFFITHS said. The wetlands used to be an industrial precinct and was home to a wastewater treatment and waste disposal plant. I would also like to thank Councillor GRIFFITHS for correcting the mistruths of the Councillor for Tennyson, to say that there was consultation, and that you were heavily involved with that Councillor GRIFFITHS—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
It’s noted. I’ll call on you at the end. 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Clearly remember her saying that there was no consultation or very little consultation. So Councillor GRIFFITHS again I would like to thank you for your input and talking to your local residents about their issues with the bikeways, walkways that all part of this project, and with the canoe and kayak launch facilities, and that you acknowledge that Council did listen and moved that launching pad from that location to another location.


I would also like to remind everybody that communities are not defined by electoral boundaries. They are not. It is very interesting that Councillor JOHNSTON says her residents are not going to get any benefit out of this. So Councillor GRIFFITHS I encourage you—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
I have noted it already, but I’ll call on you for both.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s a different one.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I encourage you Councillor GRIFFITHS to remind people of the good Tennyson Ward people there that they are allowed to cross that electoral boundary, which is not too far away, to enjoy this beautiful greenspace that this side of the Chamber is delivering.


I would also like to correct the record where Councillor JOHNSTON says that no one talks to her about this. This is simply not true.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order again, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Because I know the board of Oxley Creek Transformation meets with the Councillor for Tennyson, Councillor GRIFFITHS and Councillor Angela OWEN to keep them updated on this wonderful project.


Let us remember this is 150 hectares of underutilised greenspace in a one of a kind—bringing it altogether for a one of a kind recreational area, which will be opened up to all of Brisbane’s residents and our visitors to this great city.


I’d also like to correct the record when Councillor JOHNSTON mentioned that the Oxley Creek Catchment Association are not in contact or they don’t seem to be kept up to board with what’s happening with this project—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order. Claim to be misrepresented. 

I didn’t mention Oxley Creek Catchment Association at all. 

Chair:
Okay.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
This is like—I don’t know what she thinks I said but this is ridiculous now.

Chair:
Alright, okay, thanks Councillor JOHNSTON. As I said, the misrepresentations will be dealt with in one thing at the end of the presentation. 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
—which is part of the volunteers that she refers to that aren’t kept up-to-date. I can assure the people of the Chamber that the Oxley Creek Transformation continues to work closely with the Oxley Creek Catchment Association and the volunteers in that area.


On saying that, I would like to thank the board, especial Nigel for his very capability chairmanship, and keeping the local Councillors involved. More importantly, I would like to thank the people of Brisbane and the people of Oxley Creek for getting excited about this project, because, yes, it has been neglected for too long. It has taken this side, this Administration under the stewardship of Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, LORD MAYOR of Brisbane, to bring this project and push it forward and a massive investment.


This side of the Chamber is all about opening up more greenspace; protecting greenspace for future generations; opening them up so every single person of Brisbane can enjoy different leisure activities, whatever they like; whether they want to be on the water at this particular project or walk around or have a look at the natural wildlife that this area will give to the community of Brisbane.


It is also working—because we’re continuously checking the water quality in this area. No wonder the water quality was poor at the time; because a waste treatment plant doesn’t do the best things for the water quality. But we’re continuously working on that to improve the quality of this waterway, which this project—I said there’s 150 hectares. Sixty hectares of it will be wetland conservation, which is a great asset to this community.


Again, in closing, I’d like to thank Councillor GRIFFITHS for his excitement for the project. I know your residents are absolutely going to love it, and this is for the whole of Brisbane. Thank you.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, you have a number of misrepresentations.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, four.

Chair:
I recall there’s four, but please be succinct.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Firstly, the first point of misrepresentation by Councillor HAMMOND was apparently she said that I said that there was no consultation. So let me be clear, Mr Chairman, I actually referred directly to the consultation, quoting from the report provided to us to outline that there were nine written submissions and 144 surveys. So I certainly did not say there was no consultation as claimed by Councillor HAMMOND.


The second point of misrepresentation Councillor HAMMOND said that I said that my ward would get no benefit. This is a complete fabrication. I just did not say anything of that. That is a made-up statement by Councillor HAMMOND who’s living in fantasy land.


The third point of misrepresentation—
Chair:
There’s no need to editorialise. Just stick to the facts, no need to editorialise.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, well she’s making things up in her head. The third point of misrepresentation is she claimed that I said that no one had spoken to her about this. I didn’t say anything at all like that, at all. Let me be clear, I debated the motion before us today which is about the Archerfield wetlands and all of my discussion was about the Archerfield wetlands, and at no point did I ever say—

Chair:
Yes, alright, okay. Keep it up. Next one.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
At no point did I say that no one had spoken to me. 


Finally, Councillor HAMMOND said that I said that OCCA (Oxley Creek Catchment Association) had not been consulted. In fact in my speech today I talked about the problem of placing too much emphasis on the local bushcare groups to undertake all of the remediation works. I didn’t mention OCCA. I didn’t talk about consultation. That is a fabrication.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor JOHNSTON. Thank you for taking the opportunity to make those final statements.


Alright, any further contributions? 

Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise briefly to speak on item B, Contracts and Tendering, and in particular Contract 6, the communication and engagement services panel. I just wanted to bring a little bit of clarity to what this panel’s all about, what services they undertake and perhaps allay some fears.


So Council undertakes community engagement to augment its decision-making processes and to ensure that decisions are made in the public interest. As part of Council’s commitment to meaningful community engagement, appropriate resourcing is essential to ensure those affected by decisions have access to relevant information.


So to allay one of the concerns Councillor CASSIDY raised, Council uses, wherever possible, internal resources to engage the community with many skilled and professional communication officers working as part of Council. All of us in this Chamber would have had opportunities to engage with CPO (City Project Office) and their engagement team when working on local projects.


However, Council has a diverse range of service requirements and it is sometimes necessary to engage additional resources or specialists to undertake engagement. The communication and engagement services panel enables Council officers access to resources and specialists to meet Council’s community engagement needs.


The panel is split into two categories, community engagement and project infrastructure. Community engagement suppliers may assist with master‑planning, open space and parks planning, community facilities’ upgrades and infrastructure and citywide strategies and plans.


Project infrastructure suppliers may assist with transport infrastructure projects, including roads, corridors, intersections and blackspot upgrades; Active Transport infrastructure projects including bikeways and cycle corridors, Safe School Travel, pedestrian paths and safety initiatives.


Civic infrastructure projects including parks, boulevards, malls. pools and buildings are also included, along with waterways infrastructure and remediation projects, including bridges, culverts, stormwater upgrades and harvesting and creek remediation.


Prior to this renewal, Council’s average annual spend for the existing communication and engagement services panel, which finishes at the end of this month, was approximately $1 million per annum. This includes supply of qualified communication specialists for projects such as Brisbane Metro, Better Bikeways for Brisbane, road infrastructure projects such as Green Camp Road, Waterworks Road, Raymont Road and Grange Road intersection upgrades. It also includes our Bus Stop Accessibility Improvement program, the Stones Corner precinct Hanlon Park project, Plan your Brisbane, the Archerfield Wetlands Precinct Plan and Enoggera Creek Sport and Recreation Precinct Plan.


So all of these are important projects and high-quality engagement is key, and this organisation, this Administration, is committed to high-quality community engagement and the engagement of specialists to support that objective. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none, LORD MAYOR?


I will now put the clauses A and C. 

Clauses A and C put

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

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B of the Adoption Report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Kara COOK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 18 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Nicole JOHNSTON.
ABSTENTIONS: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMIING, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.
The report read as follows(
A
ARCHERFIELD WETLANDS PRECINCT PLAN


161/590/785/47
213/2019-20
1.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

2.
Oxley Creek Transformation Pty Ltd (Oxley Creek Transformation) is a wholly-owned subsidiary of Council that was established to guide the long-term vision to transform the Oxley Creek corridor (the corridor) into a world-class green, lifestyle and leisure destination.

3.
The first major milestone in planning for the corridor was the development of the Oxley Creek Transformation Master Plan (the Master Plan), a comprehensive long-term plan released in October 2018, to guide the creation of the future parkland. With the release of the Master Plan, Oxley Creek Transformation is now focusing on the delivery of the six priority projects identified in the Master Plan. One of those projects is the Archerfield Wetlands project.

4.
The Archerfield Wetlands Precinct Plan (the Precinct Plan) (refer Attachment A, submitted on file) is the first step in planning for the delivery of this project and establishes a clear direction and vision for the parkland. It provides the overall concept for the parkland, with a focus on translating the Master Plan’s vision and goals into a tangible outcome.

5.
The development of the Precinct Plan has been informed through collaboration with external consultants, engagement with identified key stakeholder groups, previous and new technical studies to understand the constraints of the site and ensure the proposed improvements are feasible, as well as an extensive community engagement program.

6.
In addition, engagement and feedback from the following Council branches has been sought:

-
City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability (CPAS)

-
Development Services, CPAS

-
Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, CPAS

-
Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services

-
Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure (BI)

-
City Projects Office, BI

-
Transport Planning and Operations, BI.

7.
The draft Archerfield Wetlands Precinct Plan (the draft Precinct Plan) was released for consultation on 17 June 2019. A four-week community and stakeholder engagement program followed, which closed on 15 July 2019. The engagement program included a range of online and face-to-face engagement activities targeting community and stakeholder groups, land owners and businesses within the corridor, local bush and waterway care groups, and the general community.  

8.
On conclusion of the engagement period, feedback from the online survey, written submissions and meetings were reviewed and, where appropriate, amendments were made to the Precinct Plan. A report summarising the engagement activities, survey results and key feedback themes is set out in the Archerfield Wetlands draft Precinct Plan Community Engagement Report (refer Attachment B, submitted on file). The report demonstrates that the draft Precinct Plan received a high level of community support, with 90.3% of survey respondents in general agreement with the draft Precinct Plan.

9.
It is proposed that the Precinct Plan be publicly released through the Oxley Creek Transformation website and social media channels.

10.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL APPROVE THE PUBLIC RELEASE OF THE ARCHERFIELD WETLANDS PRECINCT PLAN, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A (submitted on file).

ADOPTED

B
CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR AUGUST 2019


109/695/586/2-04

214/2019-20

12.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

13.
Sections 238 and 239 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 (the Act) provide that Council may delegate some of its powers. Those powers include the power to enter into contracts under section 242 of the Act.

14.
Council has previously delegated some powers to make, vary or discharge contracts for the procurement of goods, services or works. Council made these delegations to the Establishment and Coordination Committee and Chief Executive Officer.

15.
The City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation) was made pursuant to the Act. Chapter 6, Part 4, section 227 of the Regulation provides that: (1) Council must, as soon as practicable after entering into a contract under this chapter worth $200,000 or more (exclusive of GST), publish relevant details of the contract on Council’s website; (2) the relevant details must be published under subsection (1) for a period of at least 12 months; and (3) also, if a person asks Council to give relevant details of a contract, Council must allow the person to inspect the relevant details at Council’s public office. ‘Relevant details’ is defined in Chapter 6, Part 4, section 227 as including: (a) the person with whom Council has entered into the contract; (b) the value of the contract; and (c) the purpose of the contract (e.g. the particular goods or services to be supplied under the contract).

16.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

17.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTES THE REPORT OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR AUGUST 2019, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

	Details of Contracts Accepted by Delegates of Council for August 2019

	Contract number/contract purpose/successful tenderer/comparative tender price/value for money index (VFM) achieved
	Nature of arrangement/ estimated maximum expenditure
	Unsuccessful tenderers/VFM achieved
	Comparative tender price/s
	Delegate/

approval date/start date/term

	BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE
	
	
	
	

	1.  Contract No. 511102

LEASE AND OPERATION OF THE CAFÉ AT THE ENGINE ROOM, LOCATED AT 71 MACQUARIE STREET, TENERIFFE

The Trustee for The Murillo Family Trust trading as Barko and Co

Achieved the highest weighted evaluation criteria score of 67%*

*Comparative tender price included in weighted evaluation criteria score.
	Rent

Base rent of $30,000 over a three-year term and a financial contribution equivalent to 10% of profit to be paid annually to Communify Queensland Limited.
	Bellissimo Coffee Pty Ltd*

Achieved a weighted evaluation criteria score of 66%*


	N/A
	Delegate

E&C

Approved

27.08.2019

Start

01.10.2019

Term

Three years.

	2.  Contract No. 520570

ACCESSIBILITY AND INCLUSION ADVISORY SERVICES TO THE BRISBANE METRO PROJECT

Architecture and Access (Australia) Pty Ltd – $446,584

Achieved the highest VFM of 17.24
	Schedule of rates

$446,584
	Daniel David Bedwell trading as Obvius Access Consultants

Achieved VFM of 16.21

Philip Chun Access Pty Ltd as Trustee for Philip Chun Access Unit Trust

Achieved VFM of 9.54

Wayfinding Australia Pty Ltd trading as Access All Ways Consultants

Achieved VFM of 7.60

McKenzie Group Consulting (Qld) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 8.35

SNC Lavalin Rail and Transit Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 7.18

Systra Scott Lister Australia Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 6.58
	$337,725

$532,183

$651,589

$676,466

$797,441

$839,663
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

20.08.2019

Start

21.08.2019

Term

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

	3.  Contract No. 531895

DESIGN AND CONSTRUCT AN OUTDOOR CINEMA AT E.E. MCCASKIE PARK, KELVIN GROVE

Probuild Industries Australia Pty Ltd – $521,208#
Achieved the highest VFM of 14.33

#price has not been adjusted for cost saving of $26,810 to install an alternative product for the tactiles and removal of two steel columns
	Lump sum

$494,398
	JMac Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 10.15

Offers not recommended

Dart Holdings Pty Ltd

trading as A Dart and Co*

Box and Co Pty Ltd*

Kane Constructions Pty Ltd*

*VFM not applicable as offers not recommended did not meet minimum non-price quality requirements.
	$629,161

$500,000

$631,473

$749,903


	Delegate

CPO

Approved

09.08.2019

Start

12.08.2019

Term

Six months.

	LIFESTYLE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	TRANSPORT FOR BRISBANE
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY ADMINISTRATION AND GOVERNANCE
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	4.  Contract No. 510984

CHEMICALS FOR THE CONTROL OF PESTS

Garrards Pty Ltd – $255,369

Achieved the highest VFM of 28.0

Globe Australia Pty Ltd trading as Globe Pest Solutions – $261,426

Achieved VFM of 26.6

Pacific Biologics Pty Ltd – $274,510

Achieved VFM of 25.1
	Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) (Panel Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$2,125,000

(over the potential maximum five-year term of the CPA)
	All tenderers who submitted an offer have been included in the CPA.
	N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

06.08.2019

Start

01.09.2019

Term

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

	5.  Contract No. 511023

COMPRESSED INDUSTRIAL GASES

BOC Limited – $133,815

Achieved the highest VFM of 65.39
	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$1,080,000

(over the potential maximum nine-year term of the CPA)
	Coregas Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 64.77

Air Liquide Australia Limited

Achieved VFM of 48.16
	$105,757

$159,895
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

21.08.2019

Start

01.09.2019

Term

Three years with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years for a maximum term of nine years.

	6.  Contract No. 511059

COMMUNICATION AND ENGAGEMENT SERVICES

Category 1 – Community Engagement Services

Leisa Prowse Consulting Pty Ltd – $259,006

Achieved the highest VFM of 30

The Comms Team Pty Ltd – $266,075

Achieved VFM of 29

AECOM Australia Pty Ltd – $308,488

Achieved VFM of 28

Atria Group Pty Ltd – $246,718

Achieved VFM of 28

Articulous Pty Ltd – $342,381

Achieved VFM of 26

Struber Pty Ltd – $302,325

Achieved VFM of 26

Category 2 – Project Infrastructure Community Engagement Services

The Comms Team Pty Ltd – $183,244

Achieved the highest VFM of 44

AECOM Australia Pty Ltd – $206,625

Achieved VFM of 38

Jacobs Group (Australia) Pty Ltd – $238,888

Achieved VFM of 33

GHD Pty Ltd – $216,956

Achieved VFM of 33

Articulous Pty Ltd – $230,188

Achieved VFM of 31

Struber Pty Ltd – $218,225

Achieved VFM of 31

Phillips Communications Group Pty Ltd as trustee for the Stephanie Phillips Family Trust trading as The Phillips Group – $244,234

Achieved VFM of 30

P4 Group – $251,213

Achieved VFM of 27
	CPA (Panel Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$6,000,000

(over the potential maximum five-year term of the CPA)
	Category 1 – Community Engagement Services

Shortlisted Offers Not Recommended

Jacobs Group (Australia) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 24

SMEC Australia Pty Limited

Achieved VFM of 24

Urbis Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 23

Place Design Group Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 23

GHD Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 23

Sequel Communications Pty Ltd trading as Sequel PR

Achieved VFM of 22

Rowland Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 20

Phillips Communications Group Pty Ltd trading as trustee for the Stephanie Phillips Family Trust trading as The Phillips Group

Achieved VFM of 20

BBS Communications Group Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 19

ORIMA Research Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 18

Ethos Urban Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 18

Elton Consulting Group Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 17

Offers not Recommended

P4 Group*

Promedia Pty Ltd trading as Promedia Public Relations*

Human Ventures Limited*

Category 2 – Project Infrastructure Community Engagement Services

Infrastructure Advisory Group Pty Ltd*

Atria Group Pty Ltd*

Urbis Pty Ltd*

Place Design Group Pty Ltd*

Ethos Urban Pty Ltd*

RPS AAP Consulting Pty Ltd*

SMEC Australia Pty Limited*

*Tendered price and VFM not applicable as offers not recommended did not meet minimum non-price quality requirements.
	$339,300

$312,475

$355,214

$335,131

$325,706

$308,923

$391,174

$365,400

$367,756

$412,525

$373,738

$437,538

N/A*

N/A*

N/A*

N/A*

N/A*

N/A*

N/A*

N/A*

N/A*

N/A*


	Delegate

CEO

Approved

27.08.2019

Start

01.11.2019

Term

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

	7.  Contract No. 511113

ROAD PROFILING SERVICES

Base Course Management Queensland Pty Ltd – $2,680,504

Achieved the highest VFM of 30
	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$15,000,000

(over the potential maximum six‑year term of the CPA)
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

Ellis Profiling (Qld) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 27

Bitu-Mill (Road Maintenance) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 22

Accurate Road Profiling Services Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 20

Offers not recommended

South East Profiling Pty Ltd*

Stanley Macadam Pty Ltd*

*Tendered price and VFM not applicable as offers not recommended did not meet minimum non-price quality requirements.
	$2,531,052

$3,357,179

$3,225,700

N/A*

N/A*
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

27.08.2019

Start

27.09.2019

Term

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

	8.  Contract No. 531861

EXPENSE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

Inlogik Pty Limited – $170,970

Achieved the highest VFM of 38.38
	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

Schedule of rates (services consumed) and lump sum (transition-in services)

$215,107

(over the potential maximum five-year term of the CPA)
	Concur Holdings (Netherlands) BV trading as SAP Concur

Achieved VFM of 11.25
	$531,257
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

23.08.2019

Start

02.09.2019

Term

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 THE CONSTRUCTION OF SOUTH BANK AND HOWARD SMITH WHARVES FERRY TERMINALS


165/210/179/3442

215/2019-20

18.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

19.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 17 September 2019.

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

21.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence].


Purpose

22.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan (SCP) for the Construction of South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves Ferry Terminals. 


Background/business case

23.
The current budget provides that: 

“there is a commitment to upgrading the city’s ferry network to provide improved access for everyone. All future upgrades and ferry network assets will meet the requirements for public transport in the DDA, Disability Standards for Accessible Public Transport 2002 and the Disability Standards 2010 (Premises Standards).”

“In 2019-20, Council will continue to progress with the design and delivery of ferry terminal upgrades with Guyatt Park ferry terminal due for completion in late 2019, the upgrade of the South Bank 1&2 terminal and construction of the new Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminal, both to commence in mid 2020.”

24.
This SCP seeks approval to procure construction of the South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals.


Policy and other considerations

25.
Is there an existing CPA/contract for these goods/services/works?

Yes, Council has an Infrastructure Design Consulting Services panel arrangement (Infrastructure Design panel) which is proposed to be used to procure the further design work.

Council also has a panel arrangement for Ferry Terminal and Maritime Infrastructure Construction and Upgrades (Ferry Terminal panel). The segment of this panel arrangement for major works includes three suppliers. In July 2019, Waterway Constructions Pty Ltd (Waterway), which has delivered the construction of several ferry terminals for Council, [Commercial-in-Confidence]. However, Council has yet to be advised of [Commercial-in-Confidence]. In addition, if South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals are tendered together, the contract may attract other larger suppliers. It is therefore proposed that Council publicly tenders the construction of the South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals, reserving the right to consider the addition of further suppliers to the Ferry Terminal panel.

Consultants firm GHD Pty Ltd (GHD) have been engaged from Council’s Infrastructure Design panel to prepare designs for South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals. GHD was initially appointed following a competitive procurement process under Council’s Infrastructure Design panel in 2016 and was engaged to undertake the design of multiple ferry terminals. In August 2017, GHD was engaged to provide additional design work for ferry terminals. GHD has a strong understanding of the current design requirements and stakeholder issues for all sites due to its involvement from concept stage. 

GHD has performed to a high standard to date and has developed standard component details that can be taken through to site specific detailed design. GHD is able to provide consistency in key team members to leverage all learnings to date and has confirmed ability to service South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals concurrently as well as other terminals as required to support the program.  

Approval of anticipated further engagements will be via a separate submission by the appropriate delegate.

26.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

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

27.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No 

28.
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. Environmental sustainability is considered in the design process. Access and equity has been considered in the design to meet Disability Discrimination Act 1992 (DDA) requirements. Quality Assurance will be considered as part of the evaluation process. Local benefit has been included in the non-price weighted evaluation criteria. In determining the weighting to be applied to local benefits, it was noted that there is a limited number of local suppliers with the capability and capacity to fabricate the steel pontoons and gangways for the terminals, and the number of terminals remaining for construction is likely to be insufficient to seed or sustain local industry development. However:

-
the weighting applied for local benefits will support opportunities for local participation (including steel fabricators)

-
tenderers will be requested to tender using local steel fabrication, non-local steel fabrication or price both options for Council to assess in the evaluation process.

29.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

Yes 

30.
Does this proposed contract involve leasing?

No


Market analysis

31.
The May 2019 IBISWorld report for the construction industry indicates that divergent demand trends have affected the division’s performance over the past five years. While non-building construction activity has experienced a marked down-turn, there has been moderate growth in public sector capital expenditure over the past five years. The Brisbane marine industry is relatively small, and large infrastructure projects such as the Brisbane International Cruise Terminal, Queen’s Wharf Brisbane and Neville Bonner Bridge may tighten the market.   

32.
While a number of local engineering consultancy suppliers have the capability and capacity to undertake the further design works, GHD has undertaken significant work on the ferry terminals to date and is well placed to complete design services required.


Procurement strategy and activity plan

33.

	Procurement objective:
	To procure ferry terminal design services and construction of South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals 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:
	Separable Portion 1 – Construction of the Howard Smith Wharves Ferry Terminal, Separable Portion 2 – Construction of the South Bank Ferry Terminal.

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a once-off contract for construction of the Howard Smith Wharves Ferry Terminal and a once-off contract for construction of the South Bank Ferry Terminal.

	Process to be used:
	Request for Proposal (RFP) with negotiations.

	RFP standard to be used (and any amendments to the standard):
	Council’s standard RFP (with negotiations) template.

	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	The RFP will be publicly advertised. Known suppliers will be advised of the release of the tender. 

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

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

	Part offers:
	Tenderers may submit a proposal to construct either or both terminals.

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will not be considered

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

	Term of contract: 
	24-36 months (if terminals not delivered concurrently)

	Insurance requirements:
	Council’s Principal Arranged Construction Insurance will apply. In addition, the contractor will provide motor vehicle and asbestos insurance (if required).

	Price basis:
	Lump sum 

	Price adjustment:
	Pricing is to be fixed and not subject to rise (subject to negotiation and approval via the post-market submission).

	Liquidated damages:
	$5,000 per day 

	Security for the contract:
	Security in the form of two unconditional bank guarantees each to the value of 2.5% of the contract sum. 

	Defects liability period:
	12 months from practical completion

	Other strategy elements: 
	Tenderers will be requested to price pontoon and gangway fabrication locally or non-locally, or provide a price for both options. It is anticipated that the two terminals will be separable portions tendered as part of one RFP. However, if either of the terminals is delayed, the construction of the terminals may be tendered as two separate RFPs (with amendments to anticipated timings to be approved via the Brisbane Infrastructure Procurement Board). 

In the event of any delay/issues requiring a separate RFP for construction of one of the terminals, a registration of interest process may be used to provide interested suppliers with earlier access to project documents to minimise delays.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Use of Council’s Ferry Terminal panel was considered for the construction of the two terminals. For the reasons stated in paragraph 25, a public tender has been recommended including the option to add additional suppliers to the Ferry Terminal panel for future major works. 



Anticipated schedule

34.
Pre-market approval:

15 October 2019


Date of release to market:

24 January 2020


Tender closing:


20 March 2020


Evaluation completion:

24 April 2020


Contract prepared:

8 May 2020


Post-market approval:

26 May 2020


Contract commencement:

1 June 2020


Budget

35.
Estimated total expenditure under this CPA/contract (including any options):

Estimated total expenditure for the construction of both South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminals is [Commercial-in-Confidence].

36.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA/contract? 

Yes

37.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):

To be advised and reported in the post-market submission and at project completion.

38.
Program budget line item: 

Program:
Program 1 – Transport for Brisbane 

Outcome:
1.2 Public Transport

Strategy:
1.2.1 Providing High Quality Ferry Services

Service:

1.2.1.1 Enhancing the Ferry Infrastructure Network 

Project: 

Ferry Terminal Upgrades

39.
Program budget funding availability:

	Financial year
	2019-20

($000)
	2020-21

($000)
	2021-22

($000)
	2022-23

($000)

	Capital (Ferry Terminal Upgrades)
	11,004
	24,203
	20,650
	20,102

	Expenses
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Revenue
	-
	1,000
	500
	500


40.
Breakdown of budget spent to date:

	Budget for financial year

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

($000)
	Amount of budget for financial year remaining

($000)

	11,004
	9,000 
	2,004 


This SCP continues from the previous tranche of works from the program which includes the completion of Guyatt Park ferry terminal due in December 2019. The remaining program budget for 2019-20 is sufficient for the design and management of the program.

	Budget for financial year

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

($000)
	Amount of budget for financial year remaining

($000)

	2020-21
	24,203*
	-
	24,203

	2021-22
	20,650
	-
	20,650


* A bring forward will be requested at 3BR of 2020-21.

41.
Breakdown of budget and identifiable costs:

	Line item description
	Budget estimate

($)
	Pre-market estimate

($)

	Professional fees/design management, project and program management 
	3,000,000
	3,000,000

	Construction (South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves)
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Construction contingency ([Commercial-in-Confidence]) (South Bank and Howard Smith Wharves)
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Project Risk Allowance ([Commercial-in-Confidence])
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Corporate overhead – 2019‑20 (11.8%)
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Estimated total:
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]



Procurement risk

42.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Design changes due to community objections
	Medium
	Early engagement with community to manage possible objections. Management of objections will allow any issues to be resolved.
	Council

	Possible delay due to overseas procurement (if applicable)
	Medium
	Early involvement with manufacturers, including oversees travel, to ensure fabricators are prepared and capable.
	Council

	Fluctuation in prices of steel, foreign exchange rates
	High
	Sufficient contingency allowance. 

Explore Council/tenderer hedge options during negotiations.
	Council

	Construction does not meet schedule
	Medium
	Negotiations and due diligence will ensure realistic program and identify any delay risks. This includes liquidated damages in the contract. 
	Council

	Stakeholder agreement delays construction 
	High
	Early stakeholder engagement as well as negotiation with key stakeholders for each site.
	Council

	HSW proponent’s Queensland Government grant results in further changes to the design outcomes
	Medium
	Ongoing engagement with HSW. Planned meeting with HSW commercial pontoon designer.
	Council

	Stakeholder and developer dependencies influencing timing of design
	Medium
	Design service has flexibility (in fee) to respond to change in key stakeholder decisions.
	Council


43.
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

44.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
Satisfactory financial position

-
Satisfactory response in relation to legislative compliance and Modern Slavery.

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria for construction only:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Methodology and program
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Proposed team, personnel, capacity
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Plant and equipment
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefits
	20

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:

Estimated cost to Council. This will be the lump sum price to construct the terminals, which may be risk adjusted to reflect additional costs such as delay rates and supervision costs

45.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

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

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

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

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

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

(b)
Value for money method:

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

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

47.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF SOUTH BANK AND HOWARD SMITH WHARVES FERRY TERMINALS.
ADOPTED

Chair:
Councillors, I draw to your attention item 6, the decisions of the Establishment and Coordination Committee. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Mr Chair—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. I have a procedural issue I’d like to raise—
Chair:
Yes.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—with respect to item A.

Chair:
Yes.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
My understanding with respect to the issues at the beginning of the year is that any transactions relating to land must be approved by a full Council decision, and that was discovered when we had all those leases that weren’t being handled properly.


I note that E&C made a decision out of session which we cannot change today, and I’d just ask whether or not, legally speaking, this matter should be for adoption rather than for information only.

Chair:
I don’t have that information at hand. LORD MAYOR, do you have—
LORD MAYOR:
Yes, just a bit of clarification. I understand that related to the disposal of land and disposal of assets, as opposed to the purchasing of land.

Chair:
Alright. 

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
This—well it is going before Council, but, no, the disposal was done about leases’ disposal, community facilities, and that has to definitely come before Council, but not the purchase of land or assets.

Chair:
Look just because of the environment we’re in I’m going to be really conservative in this. Councillor JOHNSTON can I ask that you move that that item be taken in seriatim for debate and vote and then we’ll separate it out, and I’ll get legal advice from the Chief Legal Counsel and then we’ll come back. Does that work? Does that make sense?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So we can continue but just—
Chair:
That’s right. So what we’ll do is we’ll—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you.

Chair:
—take A out for—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chair, I’m happy to do that. I ask that item A is taken in seriatim for debate and voting purposes.
Chair:
Yes. So what I’ll—yes, we’ll make sure that that works from a procedural point of view, but the LORD MAYOR’s got to move it and then we’ll accept that.

LORD MAYOR please.

NOTATION OF DECISIONS OF THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL:

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Information report)

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the report setting out the decisions of the Establishment and Coordination Committee as delegate of the Council during the Spring Recess 2019, on matters usually considered by that Committee, be noted. 

Seriatim for debate and voting - Clause A
	At that time, the LORD MAYOR rose and requested that Clause A, PURCHASE OF LAND FOR ENVIRONMENTAL (BUSHLAND) AND PARKLAND PURPOSES, LOCATED AT 97 CHILTON STREET, SUNNYBANK HILLS, be taken seriatim for debating and voting purposes.


Chair:
LORD MAYOR, is there any debate on items B through E please.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, item B is the Stores Board submission regarding enterprise storage, and this is a contract with EMC Holdings for their enterprise storage products and services.


Council obviously relies on a large amount of electronic data storage to conduct its business. For the past 10 years Council has used EMC’s enterprise storage products to store, access and retrieve this data. The data supports a key number of programs that Council uses, including SAP, DART, RIMS, GIS and OPTIMISE. 


Council’s existing contract is due to expire at the end of this month, 31 October 2019. In order to ensure the continued management of Council’s data, Council is proposing to enter into a contract directly with EMC for an additional five years. Obviously we are happy with the service being provided and would like to continue it.


Directly contracting with EMC enables Council to secure the products and services at a 4.5% discounted rate than compared to what we were offered under the previous contract, and we anticipate as we continue to move to a cloud-based system, Council’s future expenditure under this contract will continue to reduce over time.


Item C is the lease for the new Bracken Ridge Library project and the partial surrender of reserve. The Bracken Ridge Library and community facilities are constructed on reserve. In order to undertake the project, an energy transformer is required. The upgrade is being considered within the overall project delivery. Discussions commenced with Energex last year with a view that an easement could be created for the transformer upgrade. The arrangement noted is slightly different to retain existing trees on the site. This is just part of the larger project to upgrade the Bracken Ridge Library. The new library and ward office are being built in the former car park, adjacent to the current facility and that project is now well underway. The project is expected to be completed and officially opened next month. 


Item D is the Stores Board submission for GIS systems, or geographical information systems. The Stores Board submission is to enter into a contact with Environmental Systems Research Institute or ESRI, for geographical information systems. Council has been using this system, GIS, with ESRI for the last decade. The system provides us with integral mapping for a number of external and internal facing programs, including interactive mapping, flood mapping, spatial open data, BrisMAP, land activity and more.


Over the past decade, Council has made significant investments in software implementation, upgrades and training to build our capability and improve Council’s business. The software is considered market leading and is utilised by a number of local governments, as well as Queensland Government agencies. This Stores Board submission will enable Council to continue under the current corporate procurement arrangement for another nine years.


Item E is the Queensland Urban Utilities (QUU) draft Water Netserv Plan: The endorsement of planning assumptions. The Netserv Plan provides an overview of planning for the delivery of infrastructure for supplying QUU’s water and wastewater services for at least 20 years. The plan is primarily a regulatory document for planning and development control. It applies to five participating local governments, being Brisbane, Ipswich, Lockyer Valley, Scenic Rim and Somerset Regional Council.


Under the South-East Queensland Water (Distribution and Retail Restructuring) Act, QUU is required to review its Water Netserv Plan every five years. The current plan commenced in 2014 and is now being reviewed. QUU requests Council review and endorse the planning assumptions for the Brisbane Local Government Area in the draft Water Netserv Plan. Key components of the Water Netserv Plan relevant to Council’s key review can be summarised as planning assumptions, proposed investments, connections process and connection area maps. 


The Infrastructure team in City Planning and Economic Development has reviewed the planning assumptions and liaised with QUU to resolve several inconsistencies in the data. QUU wrote to Council on 10 September to provide an updated draft Water Netserv Plan. The assumptions in the updated draft Water Netserv Plan are considered generally consistent with the planning assumptions in the City Plan 2014. On this basis, E&C, as a delegate of Council during the Spring Recess, decided to endorse the planning assumptions using the QUU draft Water Netserv Plan as being consistent with the planning assumptions for Brisbane’s Local Government Area and approved the issuing of correspondence to that effect to QUU.


Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair, we support all these items.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


There being none, LORD MAYOR? No? 


Okay, Alright. I’ll put now items B through E.

Clauses B to E put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for Clauses B to E of the Information Report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
Now Councillors I have received legal advice and I’ll now read it to you in regards to item A. The Chief Legal Counsel advises purchase of land can be done by the Establishment and Coordination Committee as delegate in the recess; matters which relate to the disposal of land must come to full Council. For example, lease or sale of land must come to full Council.


So, we will now proceed with item A for debate.
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, for that advice and for clarifying, this is the item that I referred to in Question Time. The first acquisition through the Green Future Fund, but it’s also jointly funded through the Bushland Acquisition program as well. So there is $1,082,500 being funded out of Bushland Acquisition Fund and $2 million being funded from the Green Future Fund. We’re expecting the property to settle early next month and believe it is a good positive outcome for residents in that part of Brisbane.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Yes, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. Just surprised there’s not more speakers. I rise to speak on item A, which is the acquisition of land at Sunnybank, I believe it is and thank you for clarifying that so we can debate the matter. Firstly, I’d just like to say not often have I voted against other people’s projects in their area and I want to say that Councillor MARX should be contended not often. Councillor MARX should be congratulated for pushing for land in her ward to be bought back. It seems that this is a suitable area in that it is, well, I’m not sure that it’s zoned actually, now I look at this, it says there was remnant bushland, but it is zoned in the high biodiversity area? But anyway, I just want to say I don’t begrudge Councillor MARX for trying to have land in her ward bought back.


However, what is an ongoing problem and it is now being replicated out of the Bushland Preservation Levy, is that it is land in LNP-held wards that are being prioritised for buyback purchase. So the LORD MAYOR has made a big song and dance today about the fact that the first time that this $20 million fund is being used and it happens to be in an LNP ward. Now I’ve been asking for years about the purchase of land in Oxley and now I’ve been asking for several months about the purchase of land in a different location in Oxley. That can’t even get debated in this place because the LORD MAYOR won’t entertain a discussion.


But an LNP Councillors asks, they ask for land to be bought back and it is fast‑tracked through this place. That is political, that is not appropriate and the same amount of effort should be put into purchasing back bushland in non-LNP wards, including my own and I don’t think it is appropriate that it is the LNP wards that are being prioritised at the expense of significant remnant bushland in other areas.


Now the other thing that I would like to express some concern about is this has been done behind closed doors. The LORD MAYOR did not feel that the first time this fund was being used, it should come for debate and voting in this place where we could actually contribute to the process. He made the decision behind closed doors in the recess and we have to accept this decision because it is here for noting purposes only.


Now the fundamental problem with that is what is on page 2 of the report. I’ll start with page 1 actually. What this actually says is that $3 million has been set aside for the purchase of the land and an estimated disturbance cost of $82,500. So that would indicate that’s the amount of expenditure that’s been approved by E&C. But as we now know, it’s probable that up to another $1 million, we don’t know how much, but another $1 million of corporate overheads will be gouged out of this green fund to support this purchase. 


So my question to the LORD MAYOR is what other costs will you be deducting from the $20 million Green Fund, how will you publicly account for those, when will we be told what they are and why have you delegated the decision to spend this money to the Chief Legal Counsel? If this Council is approving the purchase of bushland and ratepayers’ funds in the millions of dollars, it should be very clear the terms, the conditions and the amount of funds that are being directed towards that purpose and that is not clear on the information that we have before us today. I don’t want to find out in a few months’ time that it really wasn’t $3.082 million, it was more like $4 million, because suddenly there were marketing costs and suddenly there were extra legal costs and suddenly there was two lots of stamp duty and then suddenly there was corporate overheads, car mileage, all those other things that you tacked on to Councillor ADAMS’ special deal at Mt Gravatt.


So what I would like to know is what are the actual and true costs of this purchase, where they will be accounted for, will you be releasing a report detailing the expenditure of the $20 million and I certainly don’t think that these sorts of very large financial decisions should be made behind closed doors in the recess and leaving us here with no place to debate or change the motion if we wanted to.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Further speakers?

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise in support of item A and are extremely proud to be on this side of the Chamber where we believe in buying green space for the future generations to enjoy. Currently our Bushland Acquisition program, we have 737 hectares of land, which is up from the 722. We’re well on target for the 750, in fact we will exceed that target because on this side of the Chamber we are absolutely serious and passionate about our green space and adding it to the collection of publicly owned properties.


Unfortunately the Councillor for Tennyson has nothing positive to say about anything in this Chamber and it is disappointing that she is speaking so negatively about purchasing land for green space for our city. I am surprised at this one, Councillor MURPHY, that she would be against the purchasing of green space for this city.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
That’s been noted and I will call on you at the end. 

Councillor HAMMOND, please continue.

Councillor HAMMOND:
The LORD MAYOR has explained to the Chamber in his comments at the beginning of this of how much this land has cost and using the Green Future Fund for the existing piece of land there that we can open up to the community for actual green space and recreational space. This is giving the community more to see and do in their suburbs, letting them be active in our community and getting in touch with nature, which this block of land connects beautifully to bushland and a bushland corridor for the Bulimba Creek corridor.


So I’d like to say the bushland acquisition, just in case some of the newer Councillors and the Councillor for Tennyson doesn’t know, is voluntary. Bushland Acquisition program is voluntary. There is a lot of people that we talk to across this city because you know what, our hardworking Council officers are just as passionate and share our LORD MAYOR’s vision for a cleaner, greener, sustainable city. 


But so you know, Councillor CUNNINGHAM, just in case you don’t know, voluntary means we don’t force them to sell it to us. It also means that we have private conversations, which are protected by the privacy legislation. So I’m not going to stand up here and breach those good residents of Brisbane who we have been speaking to who don’t want to sell their land to us because do you know what, they enjoy their land, that is their castle, they want to continue to have that land. 

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
So, Mr Chair, it is disappointing that the Councillor for Tennyson does not want green space for this city. It is disappointing—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented again.

Chair:
I will add it to your already existing one. 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Councillor JOHNSTON was very clear that she didn’t think this land should have been bought, which is an absolute shame and do you know what, with that land—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented again.

Chair:
Okay.

Councillor interjecting

Councillor HAMMOND:
Yes, I don’t think—
Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I’ll leave that comment. The Green Future Fund is about opening up spaces for the residents of Brisbane. So yes, Councillor JOHNSTON, we will go back into that area that we’ve bought for recreational areas through the Green Future Fund, yes we will. But no, no, no, one minute, Councillor JOHNSTON just wants it or does or does not want it bought, but does or does not want it actually developed into anything. So she’s against opening it up, that open space that we’ve bought, to maybe some swings for those beautiful children we’ve got.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Yes, I can imagine what it’s going to be, but what is your point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Alright, all four, I’ve got four, alright. 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Yes, so I dare say in the future we will be spending money in that area to open it up as a parkland for our community to actually use. So that will be consultation, that will be consultation with Councillor MARX when she gets back from the Local Government Association meeting and I look forward to actually giving the people of Brisbane more leisure opportunities across this city.


I am disappointed again, in closing, that Councillor JOHNSTON does not understand that the bushland preservation money is to buy privately owned properties, not publicly like she wants us to get—find money from—buy land from the State Government because the State Government, she’s scared, she’s scared they’re incompetent—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Councillor HAMMOND:
—of looking after their land that they own.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Alright. 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Councillor JOHNSTON knows that the State Government want to sell off that land because they want the profit. She is worried, absolutely concerned that the State Government are incapable of preserving that bushland, incapable. Instead we are investing the bushland preservation money and the Green Future Fund into buying more privately owned land that the residents of Brisbane can enjoy and I’m proud, Mr Chair, that this LORD MAYOR has a vision for this city to buy more land, to hold it in public ownership and I support item A to the Chamber.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, you have a number of misrepresentations. Can I ask you in the name of good order, that we be as succinct as possible please?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I will try, there are five, Mr Chairman. The first comment by Councillor HAMMOND was I was against the purchase of green space in the city. I mean I think I’ve stood up in the Chamber week after week and in my own speech, minutes before hers, talked about the importance of buying back green space in the city, including at 67 Chapman Place, Oxley. That’s the second time today I’ve tried to have it debated.

Chair:
Can we just try and just stay succinct please?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, that was succinct. Second point, Councillor HAMMOND said that I don’t want green space in the city. Again, all evidence to the contrary, I’ve debated today very specifically the importance of purchasing back bushland, including at 67 Chapman Place, Oxley. 


Point three, Councillor HAMMOND said that I said that I didn’t think that the land should be purchased. Now I did not say that. I actually said I didn’t begrudge Councillor MARX purchasing the land but my concern is that it is LNP wards that are getting prioritised—
Chair:
Yes, thank you, no, I recall that you—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—not LNP wards.

Chair:
Yes and four?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Fourth point of misrepresentation, Councillor HAMMOND stood up and said that I was opposed to opening up and using the space for swings and playgrounds. Complete fabrication, not an issue I raised in my speech, so you know, she’s got her crystal ball out there and—
Chair:
Number five, number five please?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—not something that I said. Five, Councillor HAMMOND said that I wanted land owned by the State Government bought back. In my speech, Madam Chairman, I stated very clearly it’s—
Chair:
We’ve got—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—67 Chapman Place, Oxley, that’s privately owned—
Chair:
Just personally, Councillor JOHNSTON—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and at no point did I raise any State Government land at all.

Chair:
I don’t mind being mis-gendered, but I am a man and so I would prefer Mr Chairman in future. 

Alright, what I will do is—are there any further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. Speaking on item A obviously, this purchase of bushland at Chilton Street, certainly on face value, looks to be a lot better value for the ratepayers of Brisbane than the $6.2 million spent on land at Carrara Street and Nurran Streets that didn’t have a single tree on it. They had a few tennis courts, a few tennis courts there, Mr Chair, and a house and some gravel and a driveway and some concrete and rubble and things like that.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Some Cocos palms, Cocos palms on that piece of land. This one certainly we’ve had a look at that.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, I’ve never seen a koala that eats Cocos palms, but this block, this block does seem to have—
Councillors interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
—bushland on it, at least, at least and for a two-hectare block, this is $3 million and for a 0.6 of a hectare block, this Administration has spent $6.2 million. It jumped up $1 million during the negotiations, that’s right. I think I share Councillor JOHNSTON’s request for information here and question to the LORD MAYOR about what value will be eaten up out of this $3 million in corporate overheads. Because we know the corporate overheads on that purchase, $6.2 million purchase at Mt Gravatt was $750,000, $750,000, Chair. When we delved a little deeper and found out exactly what was included in those corporate costs, we found out that things like Corporate Finance, Support Services, Employee and Payroll Services, Financial Services, Admin Services, Information Services, Branch Corporate Comms, HR, Procurement, Revenue Management and some of the costs of City Administration and Governance, such as the CEO’s Office, Ethical Standards, Assurance Services and a few other areas such as Car Pools, Fleet Optimisation, et cetera and a portion of Council’s Legal Services were included in those corporate overheads.


So Council was taking money out of the bushland money and paying other areas of Council. So we saw in that case a three-quarters of a million dollar transfer from bushland money to the CEO’s Office, to Ethical Standards, to the car pool arrangements within Council, to Support Services, Corporate Finance, Corporate Comms. We know this money probably paid for newsletters with the LORD MAYOR’s face all over them. So while this on face value certainly looks like a better deal for the ratepayers of Brisbane, we have serious concerns around the way in which this Administration is misusing money in the bushland fund or this green fund, which is intended specifically, specifically for purchasing bushland or purchasing environmental land and is being used for all these other things. So whilst it looks good on face value, we certainly want some more information from the LORD MAYOR, Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, I couldn’t resist the opportunity to say something about this. The sheer rorting that has been going on with the bushland fund is unbelievable under this Administration. It is unbelievable and—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
This is not the Bushland Acquisition levy, this is actually the City Green Fund.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oops.

Chair:
My recollection was from the LORD MAYOR’s presentation that this land was purchased through two funds.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
So for the—
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
So hasn’t read her papers obviously.

Chair:
I will allow the discussion around bushland acquisition to continue, however I would ask that we keep our language proportionate and appropriate.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair, and I ask that we keep it to the addresses that are actually listed in the report.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
We haven’t for the whole debate. It’s interesting that the debate has been going on—
Chair:
I’m not sure if I can—the problem is, DEPUTY MAYOR, I’ve allowed other people to make comment about the bushland acquisition, so I will allow Councillor GRIFFITHS to do so.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Thank you very much, Mr Chair, it’s a reasonable decision. What we believe, with regards to the bushland fund and this new fund that has suddenly appeared, is that it should be independently assessed, assessed at some distance from LNP Councillors and from, frankly, LNP staff, who shouldn’t be involved in any of the assessment process in relation to this. We have great concerns about how these blocks of land are chosen and it’s interesting to hear today—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
I believe the Councillor is imputing motive.

Chair:
Look, I don’t take objection to it. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS, please continue.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
It seems anything you say can be imputing motive. Living is imputing motive under these people.

Chair:
Can you—
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I will come back to the point.

Chair:
I made a ruling in your favour, please accept it.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, I was just making a point that living seems to be a problem for them. What I would like to say is this seems to fit the basic and fundamental criteria of purchasing land and that is it’s in an LNP ward and we know that because we’ve done the figures and The Australian’s done the figures and The Courier-Mail have done the figures on how much has been spent of bushland funding and it’s predominantly over $70 million in four years has been spent in LNP wards and a very insignificant amount has been spent in wards represented by anyone other than the LNP.


It is interesting that we’re going in and we’re purchasing this property because it’s come up on the market, so we’re jumping in to save this land from development, it’s privately owned land, to save it from development, but we weren’t able to do that with the land at 67 Chapman Place, which is privately owned land, undergoing development that is environmentally significant and that has been on the list for a number of years. Because I’ve written to the Mayor previously, the previous Mayor, who actually wrote back to me and said, yes we’ve be interested in buying that land. They’ve just never done it. Once again, it’s not in an LNP ward. 


I am concerned about how much money has been spent by the LNP and particularly in Councillor ADAMS’ area, Councillor ADAMS’ area where three house blocks bought for $6.2 million and that land was up for development, totally cleared, but up for development, not connected to any other corridors around the place, but that was what we spent $6.2 million of bushland funding on. In fact the whole of Australia was interested when they read it in The Courier-Mail or The Australian.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
The Australian, because of the dodginess of the way we are purchasing bushland under this Administration and we’re going to keep talking about this and talking about it and talking about it.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, can I just ask you, you’ve been going for a little while now, the bulk of the presentation has been on a site that isn’t 97 Chilton Street, so can I just ask you to come back.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I’ll come back to it, I’ll come back to it.

Chair:
So you’ve just spent three minutes of your three-and-a-half minutes on not Sunnybank Hills, so can I just ask you to come back please.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Let me talk about Sunnybank Hills. Let me talk about this land which is an LNP electorate and which has been purchased like that, brought to this Chamber like that, but other sites in the city aren’t brought to the Chamber. There is no scientific, no independent assessment of the site. It is—just happens to—this is land that’s come up for sale and we’ll just buy it. This is our concern with the bushland levy. This is our concern with the misuse of ratepayer funding. 


We’re concerned about the rorting that’s going on here and we still, even with blocks like this, even with the way the price has jumped in value, we remain concerned about the way Council and this Administration is going about purchasing of green space in the city. I believe there will be more to come on this story in time as it gets investigated further. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, I want to take a quick moment, as when I read the legal advice earlier in the meeting, it was drawn to my attention that my microphone was off. So I will now read it again for the purposes of completeness of the record. The advice was that the purchase of land can be done by the Establishment and Coordination Committee as delegate in recess. Matters which relate to the disposal of land must go to full Council, for example, leased or sale of land. So that was what I read earlier, but I just wanted to make sure that that was included in the full transcript.


Alright, on item A.


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. It is quite extraordinary to hear the position of Opposition Councillors on the acquisition of land, whether it’s parkland or bushland, really quite extraordinary. On the one hand, these are people who always jump to the defence of the Labor State Government when they’re selling off bushland, always jump to their defence when it comes to selling off bushland, yet they criticise us for buying land. They criticise us for creating new parks. They criticise us for buying bushland from private ownership and creating new conservation reserves. We’re spending too much money on this apparently. We are spending way too much money on buying land and creating new parks and bushland reserves. It’s an extraordinary argument, extraordinary.


It’s almost like their argument on Metro, where we’re moving too quickly on Metro, we need to slow down; we’re moving too fast on Metro. So the reality is we will continue to buy land for the benefit of the public. This is not for some kind of private benefit. This is for public benefit here and when you hear Labor Councillors saying, oh they’re all in LNP wards, well I predict that well over 70% of acquisitions will be in LNP wards, because we hold well over 70% of wards. But more importantly, more importantly, most of the bushland in the city is in LNP wards. 

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Because ultimately those people know that we care about bushland and they support our efforts to protect bushland and create new parkland and people in LNP wards are generally happier with life because they know that we support the great things that create the lifestyle our city has, the parks and the green space that make those suburbs so liveable. Of course they are going to go into LNP wards because we hold more than 70% of the wards and we hold the majority of bushland wards as well.


So you don’t see inner-city wards coming up for bushland acquisition because we have primarily purchased all of the bushland in those wards long ago, but to give Councillor JOHNSTON some comfort, she has put forward some suggestions for the Green Future Fund and they are being considered. So we may have some good news for you and I look forward to your support of that good news, rather than attacking and criticism. We can do something for a change—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
We’ll take you up on that, but yes, we are considering them and if Labor Councillors want to put up good suggestions as well that doesn’t involve buying State Government land, we’re happy to consider those suggestions. So we are very proud of our record when it comes to purchasing land for parks and for bushland and we’re not ashamed to say that we’re spending record amounts on that investment. We just find Labor’s argument, or the Opposition’s argument, quite extraordinary that they claim we’re spending too much money on buying new parks and bushland.


This is an issue that if you go out and ask the members of the community should we be spending more or less money on buying parks and bushland, I think I know what the answer would be. So it’s just really quite extraordinary, but it is certainly consistent, though, with Labor’s approach today, where they have consistently decided to take positions that the majority of the public wouldn’t take. They took those positions earlier today and they are now again taking positions where they are attacking what is a really positive thing. But, Mr Chair, we will not be deterred from doing the right thing, buying up land for bushland and parks and I commend this item to the Chamber.

Chair:
Alright, Councillors.

Clause A put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for Clause A of the Information Report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, the DEPUTY MAYOR and Councillor Fiona HAMMOND 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, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.
The report read as follows(
A
PURCHASE OF LAND FOR ENVIRONMENTAL (BUSHLAND) AND PARKLAND PURPOSES, LOCATED AT 97 CHILTON STREET, SUNNYBANK HILLS


161/20/439/395
216/2019-20

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

2.
The subject property is situated at 97 Chilton Street, Sunnybank Hills, and is described as Lot 5 on RP37334 (outlined red in Attachment B, submitted on file). The land comprises a site area of 2.0234 hectares and is contained within the Emerging Community zone under Brisbane City Plan 2014. The subject property is improved with a basic dwelling in reasonable condition, however, it will be removed following settlement.

3.
The subject property is located near the Bulimba Creek corridor. The majority of the subject property supports critically endangered, remnant vegetation. The acquisition of the subject property will protect significant habitat and an area of wildlife refuge along the Bulimba Creek corridor.

4.
The north-western portion of the subject property is suitable for local recreation park activities and embellishments. This would typically include passive and active areas with embellishments such as picnic facilities, low-key play elements (potentially nature play), paths, taps, bins, a small kick about space and access for maintenance.

5.
On 18 January 2019, Council commenced negotiations with the marketing real estate agent to purchase the subject property. Following extensive negotiations, a purchase price was agreed between the parties of $3,000,000 (GST is not applicable) (refer Attachment C, submitted on file), plus an estimated disturbance cost of $82,500. The purchase price is supported by independent valuation advice (refer Attachment D, submitted on file). Once the purchase has been approved, the transfer of the land will be completed in accordance with any additional terms and conditions considered necessary by the Chief Legal Counsel, City Legal, City Administration and Governance.

6.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 16 September 2019.

7.
DECISION:
THAT E&C, AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL DURING RECESS, DETERMINES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT DETERMINATION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder. 
Attachment A

Draft Determination

DRAFT DETERMINATION TO APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF LAND FOR ENVIRONMENTAL (BUSHLAND) AND PARKLAND PURPOSES, LOCATED AT 97 CHILTON STREET, SUNNYBANK HILLS

As:

(i)
the acquisition of this land will protect greenspace and provide an opportunity for the establishment of a local recreation park

(ii)
the land supports threatened, remnant native vegetation and significant habitat in the Bulimba Creek catchment

(iii)
funding for this purchase is available from the Bushland Acquisition Program budget under Service 3.3.1.1 ($1,082,500), and from the Green Future Fund budget under Service 3.3.3.1 ($2,000,000),

then E&C, as delegate of Council during recess:

(i)
approves the purchase of land located at 97 Chilton Street, Sunnybank Hills, for environmental (bushland) and parkland purposes: 

(a)
at a purchase price of $3,000,000 (GST is not applicable), plus an estimated disturbance cost of $82,500

(b)
in accordance with any additional terms and conditions as considered necessary by the Chief Legal Counsel, City Legal, City Administration and Governance.

NOTED

B
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR ENTERPRISE STORAGE, PRODUCTS AND SERVICES


165/830/179/675
217/2019-20

8.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

9.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 27 August 2019.

10.
The submission is recommended to E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.


Purpose

11.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan (SCP) to enter into a Customer Contract (CC) with EMC Global Holdings Company Pty Ltd (EMC) ABN 86 699 010 685 for Enterprise Storage, Products and Services.

12.
The CC will be entered into under Exemption 4 of Schedule A of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19 (SP103), which allows for exemption from the quoting and tendering requirement as it is a contract made with, or a purchase from a contract made by another government entity, government-owned entity or Local Buy. The Queensland Government’s Department of Housing and Public Works (DHPW) has a Standing Offer Arrangement (SOA) with EMC, which allows for entities such as Council to procure EMC’s enterprise storage, products and services.


Background/business case

13.
Council captures, maintains and uses large amounts of electronic data to conduct its business and has relied on EMC’s storage solutions for over ten years to safely store and efficiently access and retrieve this data, as it is critical to the organisation and its customers. 

14.
On 28 October 2014, the Chief Executive Officer (through the Stores Board) approved to enter into a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) in the form of a Preferred Supplier Arrangement with EMC, and Dimension Data Australia Pty Ltd (Dimension Data) as the approved party, for enterprise storage infrastructure, related products and services. 

15.
As the current CPA will expire on 31 October 2019, and there is an ongoing requirement to maintain Council’s storage infrastructure that underpins critical Council applications, it is recommended that Council enter into a CC directly with EMC for these products and services.

16.
Council was informed by EMC on 8 April 2019 that it could now contract directly with EMC without the need to utilise their partner-based product and service delivery model (i.e. approved parties under the contract). Directly contracting with EMC will enable Council to secure EMC’s products and services at an average 4.5% greater discount rate than the rates currently under contract. It is anticipated that Council’s future expenditure under this CC will also reduce over time as Council exits our on-premise data centres to cloud-based services.    

17.
The CC will enable Council to meet the organisation’s current and future storage requirements by accessing EMC’s suite of storage solutions including:

-
support and maintenance of software that ensures Council’s critical applications, including the Revenue Information Management System (RIMS), Systems Applications and Products (SAP), Development and Revenue Tracking (DART), Geographic Information Services (GIS) and OPTIMISE, have high storage availability and performance

-
software that enables Council to store copies of emails for regulatory purposes

-
hardware that ensures our data is retained and compliant with Council’s data retention policy

-
cloud-based storage products.  


Exemption applicability and rationale

18.
Exemption applicability:

	Exemption from SP103 name 
	Explanation, limitations, responsibilities and approvals

	A contract made with, or a purchase from a contract made by, another government entity, government owned entity or Local Buy.
	Where value for money outcomes can be obtained, this general exemption allows engagements with another government or government-owned entities. For example, Federal, Queensland or Local Government or an entity owned by the Federal, Queensland or Local Government.
Contracts and arrangements established by another government entity, local authority or Local Buy have been sourced by reputable entities that apply appropriate principles and probity, and can be expected to deliver reasonable value for money for Council. 


19.
Rationale for this procurement meeting exemption applicability is as follows.

-
DHPW has an SOA with EMC, which allows for entities such as Council to procure EMC’s enterprise storage, products and services. This SOA was established in 2010 by the Queensland Government and has been extended until 29 July 2020. 

-
Council has negotiated minimum discount rates that exceed our current contract minimum discount rates by an average of 4.5%. This would result in cost savings of more than $325,000 over the maximum five-year projected expenditure under this CC.


Market analysis

20.
On 7 September 2016, Dell Inc. (Dell) merged with EMC to become Dell EMC, the market leader for enterprise storage. Dell EMC, together with NetApp, IBM, Pure Storage and Hewlett Packard, make up nearly 85% of the global storage market. Dell EMC is part of the Dell Technologies Group, which also own VMware and RSA (security solutions).

21.
Council is required to enter into a CC with EMC, and not Dell EMC, as EMC and Dell are currently still separate legal entities.

22.
For over 10 years, Council has been utilising EMC’s storage, products and services to support critical Council applications (including SAP, DART, RIMS, GIS, and OPTIMISE).

23.
As the underlying operating systems that support our storage requirements are proprietary to EMC, the licensing, support and maintenance of these services can only be provided by one supplier.

24.
Due to the critical nature of these services, it is proposed that Council maintain these services with EMC until Council migrates from the existing on-premise data centres to cloud-based services.


Policy and risks

25.
Environmental, quality assurance, access and equity, zero harm and support for locally produced and Australian products:


Dell EMC has a strong local presence with more than 130 staff working in the Brisbane region.


Dell EMC has also adopted the Responsible Business Alliance Code of Conduct standards for safe working conditions and achieved the maximum score of 100 on the Human Rights Campaign’s Corporation Equality Index. More than 90% of Dell EMC products are Energy Star certified (the American Government’s independently certified energy efficiency rating system).

26.
Risks associated with these contracts (including mitigation strategies):


There are no significant procurement risks identified. The supplier has successfully implemented the solution and has effectively supported the system since its inception.

27.
Are the contracts listed as critical contracts requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council?


No


Contract proposed

28.


	Type of procurement:
	Establishing a CC under the Queensland Government’s SOA ICTSS.1010 for the Provision of Enterprise Storage, Products and Services.

	If establishing a new CC, how will it be operated?
	The Service Operations Infrastructure Delivery Manager, Information Services (IS), Organisational Services (OS), will be Council’s operational supplier manager overseeing the management of this CC.  

The Category Manager – ICT and Technology, Category Management, Strategic Procurement Office (SPO), OS, will be Council’s contract authority.   

	Contract standard to be used:
	Government Information Technology Contract Agreement Number Q‑1868

	Amendments to the contract standards e.g. is liability and indemnity to be capped?
	Yes, the liability and indemnity has been capped at two and a half times the contract price. All other terms and conditions remain the same.

	Has the proposed contractor(s) signed the contracts to formalise their offer?
	Yes 

	Execution date of contracts:
	1 November 2019

	Term/period of contracts:
	An initial period of three years with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years, not exceeding a maximum term of five years. 

	Price basis:
	Schedule of rates

	Variation for rise and fall in cost:
	Council’s pricing is based on a guaranteed minimum discount off EMC Australian recommended retail price list. Any price changes are subject to EMC price fluctuations in accordance with the terms of the Queensland Government’s SOA.

	Security for the contracts:
	Not applicable 

	Defects liability period/warranty period?
	Not applicable

	Liquidated damages:
	Not applicable

	Software component?
	Software to support Council’s storage requirements can be procured and maintained under this CC. The terms and conditions of the head contract will apply to these purchases. 



Funding

29.
Estimated expenditure under this CC 

The estimated expenditure over the potential maximum five-year term of the CC is $7.3 million.

30.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under these contracts? 

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

31.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 16 September 2019.

32.
DECISION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE FOLLOWING.

(1)
Entering into a Customer Contract (CC) with EMC Global Holdings Company Pty Ltd (EMC) for Enterprise Storage, Products and Services. 

The CC will be entered into under Exemption 4 of Schedule A of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19, which allows for exemption from the quoting and tendering requirement as it is a contract made with, or a purchase from a contract made by, another government entity, government owned entity or Local Buy.

(2)
The CC will be on a minimum discount off EMC Australian recommended retail price and a schedule of rates price basis.

(3)
That the term of the CC shall be for an initial period of three years with options to extend for additional periods of up to two years, not exceeding a maximum term of five years. 

(4)
The optional additional periods in the CC may be exercised following approval from the Chief Procurement Officer, Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services, in consultation with the Chief Information Officer, Information Services, Organisational Services, subject to the satisfactory performance of the contractor.

(5)
That the Category Manager – ICT and Technology, Category Management, Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services, is empowered to sign and manage the CC on Council’s behalf.

NOTED

C
NEW BRACKEN RIDGE LIBRARY PROJECT – PARTIAL SURRENDER OF RESERVE


112/20/711/1149
218/2019-20

33.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.

34.
Council commenced construction of the new Bracken Ridge Library project and Ward Office in January 2019. This purpose-built community facility is located within the precinct that includes the existing community hall and Jabiru Community Youth and Children’s Services.

35.
This redevelopment is part of Council’s commitment to creating new lifestyle and leisure opportunities and delivering vibrant and liveable communities.

36.
Works include building a new library, an undercover car park and ward office in and around the existing library car park area nearest to Ferguson Park. The existing library and ward office will be demolished once the works are nearing completion.

37.
The library is located on a reserve for Library and Community Centre purposes and is surrounded on three sides by Ferguson Park.

38.
As part of the redevelopment, it was necessary for Energex to install a pad mounted transformer on the site. A pad mounted transformer is inconsistent with the purpose of the reserve and must be located within dedicated road. In this instance, to avoid the loss of trees, the transformer was placed seven metres from the road frontage. As a result, 23.6 m2 of additional land will need to be dedicated as road to provide access to the transformer. The Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy have been consulted and the proposal complies with the department’s policy on pad mounted transformers. The transformer location is shown in Attachment C (submitted on file).

39.
It will therefore be necessary to surrender trusteeship of the part of the reserve where the transformer is located, together with access from Bracken Street, and dedicate the area as road as shown in Attachment B (submitted on file).

40.
The Executive Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 23 September 2019.

41.
DECISION:
THAT E&C, AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL DURING RECESS, APPROVE THE DRAFT DETERMINATION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder. 

Attachment A

Draft Determination

DRAFT DETERMINATION TO SURRENDER TRUSTEESHIP OF PART OF BRACKEN RIDGE LIBRARY RESERVE FOR THE NEW BRACKEN RIDGE LIBRARY PROJECT

That Council surrenders trusteeship of the part of the Bracken Ridge Library Reserve, located at 77 Bracken Street, Bracken Ridge, described as Lot 419 on SL11908, shown as new road in Attachment B (submitted on file).

NOTED

D
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR GEOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS PRODUCTS AND SERVICES


165/210/179/3250
219/2019-20

42.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

43.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 17 September 2019.

44.
The submission is recommended to E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.


Purpose

45.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan (SCP) for the following.

-
Entering into a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) in the form of a Preferred Supplier Arrangement with Environmental Systems Research Institute Incorporated (ESRI Inc.) and ESRI Australia Pty Ltd (ESRI Australia), for Geographical Information System (GIS) Products and Services, without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with section 3.3(a) of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20 pursuant to the City of Brisbane Act 2010. 

-
Placing the first order, Customer Contract 1 – Enterprise Agreement (EA) for software licensing, support, maintenance and professional services for an initial term of three years at a total cost of $3,672,000.


Background

46.
Council uses GIS products and services to enhance the delivery of spatial-based information services to its customers. These products and services support both internal and customer facing solutions and are used across a number of Council divisions including City Planning and Sustainability, Brisbane Infrastructure (BI) and City Administration and Governance (CAG), to deliver important solutions that include, but are not limited, to City Planning Interactive Mapping, Flood Awareness Mapping, Spatial Open Data, BrisMap, Land Activity, SAP Solution Mapping, Click Scheduler and Click Mobile.

47.
Over the last decade, Council has made significant investment in software implementation, upgrades and training to build its GIS capability based on the suite of ESRI products, which are consistently considered market leading in the field of location intelligence. Increased GIS capability has supported business process improvement, allowing Council to make decisions faster and more accurately and resulting in significantly better customer service. ESRI software is also widely used across local government (including most of the adjoining local councils) and Queensland Government agencies. During intergovernmental initiatives (including emergencies, planning updates, electoral updates and many others) this software alignment enhances seamless sharing of data and spatial solutions.

48.
Conceptually, Council’s GIS capability consists of three main external inputs: 

1.
core GIS software

2.
base mapping and asset data which is fed into the core GIS software

3.
GIS professional services.

49.
Currently, core GIS software is supplied to Council under an Enterprise Licence Agreement. Council obtains the base mapping data from a variety of sources and this data is refreshed at least annually, either in its entirety or where there have been specific changes to the underlying spatial attributes, such as properties or streets. In line with Council’s procurement procedures, GIS professional services are obtained via ESRI Australia or, where applicable, other GIS professional services firms.   

50.
The core GIS software is a product of ESRI Inc., an American company. Typical of many software providers, ESRI Inc. operates a reseller commercial model. The sole distributor for the Asia Pacific region is ESRI Australia.

51.
In 2008, after a comprehensive open market tender exercise, Council established a CPA with ESRI Australia for GIS software and associated GIS professional services, for a term of up to 10 years. This CPA was in the form of a head arrangement which expired on 11 December 2018. As each order placed under the head arrangement has its own term, the expiry of the head arrangement has not exposed Council to undue risk.

52.
The first order to be placed under the new head arrangement is the EA. This order is required to be placed by 1 October 2019 to ensure continued access to the software suite.


Rationale for sole sourcing

53.
The rationale for sole sourcing with ESRI Australia is as follows.

-
Council requires the provision of GIS products and services.

-
The GIS product and services market is made up of a reasonable number of providers that specialise in industry specific areas, and a small number of providers that have the capability to offer enterprise-wide solutions.

-
ESRI Inc. provides the most comprehensive suite of GIS products and is consistently rated as the market leader in the field of location intelligence. ESRI Australia is the exclusive local distributor of ESRI Inc. GIS software. 

-
ESRI Australia is headquartered in the Brisbane CBD, employing 95 Brisbane-based staff, with up to 12 employees dedicated to supporting Council’s systems and projects at any given time. ESRI Australia is an equal opportunity employer. Employees abide by ESRI’s Green Office Program, implemented across all offices to engage staff in environmental management and decision making and to reduce ESRI’s overall environmental impact through purchasing policies, staff education and behavioural changes.

-
The EA is the most significant order that will be placed in the initial term of this arrangement and will include:

-
software licensing, support and maintenance

-
an additional suite of software products to allow increased collaboration and further enhance business processes

-
fifty days of professional GIS services including support services to accelerate business delivery.

ESRI Australia’s bundled offer represents an eight per cent, or $104,000, discount off the current list price. The price will be fixed for the initial term, expiring September 2022. The cost to procure the additional suite of products and services via open market activities is expected to be significantly more compared to the bundled pricing offered under the EA.

-
Conducting an open market tender process to replace Council’s ESRI GIS platform would be a substantial multi-year project associated with significant cost, considerable change management impact and the risk of a reduction in GIS capability which may negatively impact service delivery.

54.
It is therefore considered that directly entering into a contract with ESRI Inc. and ESRI Australia for GIS products and services is in the public interest.


Contract proposed

55.


	Legal name, ABN/ACN and registered address of recommended supplier:
	ESRI Australia Pty Ltd (Distributor)
Level 3, 111 Elizabeth Street

Brisbane Qld 4000

ABN: 16 008 852 775 ACN: 008 852 775

ESRI Inc. (Manufacturer)

380 New York Street, Redlands 

California USA

ABN: Not applicable ACN: Not applicable

	Type of procurement:
	Establishing a CPA in the form of a Preferred Supplier Arrangement.

Placing the first order, Customer Contract 1 – EA, for software licensing, support and maintenance and related GIS professional services.

	If establishing a new CPA, how will it be operated?
	The CPA will operate as a head agreement containing the agreed terms and conditions including a schedule of rates for additional and optional products and services. The head agreement structure allows Council to engage the supplier for multiple discrete contracts from the schedule of rates, each of which may be approved by the appropriate financial delegate (subject to available funding) and executed by Council’s contract authority.

The Category Manager – ICT and Technology, Category Management, Strategic Procurement Office (SPO), Organisational Services (OS), will be Council’s contract authority.

The Spatial Services Manager, Information Services (IS), OS, will be Council’s operational contract manager overseeing the day‑to‑day management and service delivery.

	Contract standard to be used:
	Queensland Information Technology Contract version 1.0.0

	Amendments to standards:
	Nil

	All non-compliances with contract conditions and specifications resolved?
	Yes

	Has the proposed contractor(s) signed the contract to formalise their offer?
	Yes 

	Is liability and indemnity to be capped?
	Yes, liability is capped in the aggregate for all occurrences at the greater of $5,000,000 or the amount that the supplier is indemnified for under an insurance policy.

	Execution date of contract:
	1 October 2019

	Term/period of contract:
	An initial term of three years with options to extend for additional periods of up to three years, for a maximum term of nine years. 

	Price basis:
	Schedule of rates

	Variation for rise and fall in cost:
	Lump sum price for the EA will be fixed for the initial term of the contract. The price for additional periods will be negotiated prior to the commencement of the relevant term.

The schedule of rates, including GIS professional services, will be reviewed annually.

	Security for the contract:
	Nil

	Defects liability period/warranty period?
	90 days

	Liquidated damages:
	No 

	Software component?
	Yes, ArcGIS Enterprise Solution and other related applications. Software support and maintenance is also provided to Council as part of the contract.

	Does this proposed contract involve leasing? 
	No

	AS4000/4902 Provisional Sums?
	Not applicable

	Contract preparation:
	Partner, Clayton Utz 



Procurement risk assessment

56.


	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Comments/other risk mitigation strategies

	Unplanned price fluctuation over the term of the contract
	Medium
	IS has implemented license management initiatives to improve utilisation and limit price increases.

	ESRI Inc. is not bound by Australian privacy laws and the contract puts the responsibility for compliance on Council.
	Medium
	IS will manage usage of the online services to ensure that personal and/or confidential information (if any) is not disclosed, ensuring Council’s compliance with legislation.



Funding and budget considerations

57.
When established, a CPA of this form does not create a financial or contractual commitment or commit Council to any purchases. A commitment is only made when orders are placed under the CPA by appropriately delegated Council officers, subject to approved funding availability.

58.
The anticipated spend by Council under the potential maximum nine-year term of the CPA is estimated at $13,100,000.

59.
On placement of the initial order (Customer Contract 1 – EA) the minimum commitment for the initial three year term of the order will be $3,672,000.

60.
Funds are available within IS, OS, core budget in cost centre C020020 – Service Delivery, and account 634200 – Maintenance. Funding is part of Council’s corporate overheads which are allocated across all programs and projects within Council. Additionally, a small amount will be included from Asset Management, BI, who have committed the funds for a solution which will be incorporated into the new EA.

	Financial year
	2019-20
	2020-21
	2021-22
	2022-23

	
	($000)
	($000)
	($000)
	($000)

	IS Services Operations core budget CO20020
	1,200
	1,200
	1,230
	1,254

	Asset Management core budget WBSe A‑001269 
	24
	24
	24
	


61.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 30 September 2019.

62.
DECISION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN (SCP) FOR THE FOLLOWING.

(1)
Entering into a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) in the form of a Preferred Supplier Arrangement with Environmental Systems Research Institute Incorporated and ESRI Australia Pty Ltd, for Geographical Information System Products and Services, without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with section 3.3 of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20 pursuant to the City of Brisbane Act 2010.

(2)
The CPA will be for an initial term of three years with options to extend for additional periods of up to three years, for a maximum term of nine years.

(3)
The optional additional periods in the CPA may be exercised following approval from the Chief Procurement Officer, Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services (OS), in conjunction with the Chief Information Officer, Information Services, OS, subject to the satisfactory performance of the supplier.

(4)
Placing the first order, Customer Contract 1 – Enterprise Agreement for software licensing, support, maintenance and professional services, for an initial term of three years at a total cost of $3,672,000.

(5)
The Category Manager – ICT and Technology, Category Management, Strategic Procurement Office, OS, is authorised to sign and manage the CPA and the order on Council’s behalf.

NOTED

E
QUEENSLAND URBAN UTILITIES (QUU) WATER NETSERV PLAN PART A – ENDORSEMENT OF PLANNING ASSUMPTIONS


194/590/785/4

220/2019-20

63.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

64.
Queensland Urban Utilities (QUU) is required to review its Water Netserv Plan every five years under the South-East Queensland Water (Distribution and Retail Restructuring) Act 2009. The current Water Netserv Plan commenced in 2014 and is due for review.

65.
The Water Netserv Plan is QUU’s primary regulatory document for planning and development control. It applies to the five participating local governments. For Brisbane, the key components relevant to Council’s review can be summarised as follows.

66.


	
	Component
	Purpose/Description
	Comments

	1
	Water Netserv Plan (Part A)

	
	Planning assumptions
	Growth infrastructure demand forecasts 
	Generally aligned with Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan).

	
	Proposed investments
	Capital works program 2016-17 to 2030‑31
	Contains water supply, wastewater supply and treatment supply projects.

	2
	Connections Policy (Part A)

	
	Connections process
	Process for connecting to QUU networks
	References QUU planning assumptions.

	
	Connection area maps 
	Location of existing and future water and sewer connections 
	The connection areas for water and wastewater are generally consistent with the Brisbane local government priority infrastructure area. 


67.
QUU cannot adopt its Water Netserv Plan unless each of its participating local governments confirm that the planning assumptions in Part A of the plan are consistent with the planning assumptions for its local government area.

68.
By letter dated 27 August 2019 (Attachment C, submitted on file), QUU sought Council’s endorsement of the planning assumptions in the draft Water Netserv Plan, dated August 2019. Council has 30 business days from the date of the request to endorse the planning assumptions.

69.
The Infrastructure Coordination team, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability has reviewed the planning assumptions and liaised with QUU to correct several inconsistences in the data. QUU wrote to Council on 10 September 2019 (Attachment D, submitted on file) providing an updated draft Water Netserv Plan (Attachment B, submitted on file).

70.
Planning assumptions are referenced in Part A and Schedule 2 Connections Policy in the draft Water Netserv Plan, as follows.

1.
Water Netserv Plan Part A 

The planning assumptions guide the planning of the trunk infrastructure networks and the determination of the connection area and future connection area. The assumptions are generally consistent with the planning assumptions in City Plan for the Brisbane local government area.

2.
Connections Policy 

The planning assumptions are used in the development control process. The assumptions are generally consistent with the planning assumptions in City Plan for the Brisbane local government area.

71.
On the basis of the above, it is proposed that Council endorse the planning assumptions in the QUU draft Water Netserv Plan, subject to QUU being requested to correct a small number of remaining minor inconsistencies between the Water Netserv Plan and the planning assumptions in City Plan.

72.
A draft response to QUU is provided at Attachment A (submitted on file).

73.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 30 September 2019.

74.
DECISION:
THAT E&C, AS DELEGATE DURING RECESS, ENDORSE THE PLANNING ASSUMPTIONS USED IN THE QUU WATER NETSERV PLAN PART A, AS BEING CONSISTENT WITH THE PLANNING ASSUMPTIONS FOR BRISBANE’S LOCAL GOVERNMENT AREA, AND APPROVE CORRESPONDENCE IN ATTACHMENT A (submitted on file) BEING ISSUED.
NOTED

CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE:

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Special report)

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the special report of that Committee held on 14 October 2019, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Obviously these are changes to the membership of Council’s Standing Committees, including a change to Civic Cabinet as well. As of yesterday, Councillor Cooper, or former Councillor Cooper, resigned her position and this has created a vacancy both in Council and also in Cabinet. So what we have here is an appointment of Councillor McLACHLAN to replace Councillor Cooper in the Civic Cabinet and we also have some changes to Committees, in particular changes that relate to the Leader and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, changes that have been put forward by the Opposition as well.


I did want to take this opportunity, though, to thank Councillor—or thank Amanda Cooper for her many long years of service to the City of Brisbane. She came into this place in 2007 and it was only one year later that she became a member of Civic Cabinet and she served at a senior role ever since then to do incredible things in important portfolios for the people of Brisbane, but also she was continually re-elected as well by her residents in Bracken Ridge Ward. She was definitely a much-loved local councillor and one that many people would say is holding an area that may not always be an LNP kind of area. 


So she worked very hard for her community, she was very active in her community, but she was also an important senior member of this team and a member of Cabinet since 2008, so well over a decade in Cabinet. She was, I understand, one of—well, certainly from our side, the longest serving Chair of the Neighbourhood Planning Committee and then followed that up with her work in infrastructure as well, a matter or a portfolio which she was always and also very passionate about. 


She delivered many important projects when it comes to the Infrastructure portfolio, but particularly I know she was very proud of the incredibly successful Telegraph Road upgrade, which has been a game changer in that part of Brisbane and one that has been very well received by local residents. She was also a champion for local facility upgrades and there’s one that we talked about earlier today in Council, unfortunately she won’t be the Councillor when it’s completed, which is the library upgrade, but also assets like the fantastic pool and the BMX track, which is just an incredible asset for the city and much loved by her residents.


So we certainly wish Councillor Cooper all the best for the future and while she certainly can’t comment on her future at this point in time, I can and I think the future is very bright. I think my message to the Member for Aspley, Amanda’s coming for you and she will be a fantastic Member for Aspley, committed to representing the residents of that area in the State Parliament and it would be nice to have someone in State Parliament that is actually committed to those residents, as opposed to committed to their Labor Party colleagues. So, Councillor Cooper, or Amanda Cooper will do a fantastic job, no doubt, in that role and she has a bright future ahead of her. But I do thank her for her service in this place and it was really an incredible career in Council that she has had, but I think the best is yet to come.


I would also like to welcome Councillor McLACHLAN back into Cabinet. He notified me, as soon as I became LORD MAYOR, that he was having an operation on his foot and he offered to step down or wanted to step down from Civic Cabinet at that point. He has had that operation, he’s been limping around, but now he is ready to kick butt. So his foot is better and he’s back in the chair, back in the Cabinet ready to do some good things. 


Like Councillor Cooper, or Amanda Cooper, Councillor McLACHLAN is one of the most experienced members in the team and I think you came in straight after me, didn’t you? So 2006? Yes, so he’s the second-longest serving member of our team, after myself, having come into the role in 2006. I distinctly remember that by-election with Labor’s interesting campaign and their plastic wrap that they put everywhere. 


But Councillor McLACHLAN, I know, will do a great job in the infrastructure portfolio and he’s very passionate about getting Kingsford Smith Drive done and dusted and he’s got a vested interest in making sure it happens as quickly as possible, so he will be driving the contractor to perform to their limits, their maximum ability and I know he’ll be working on behalf of the city and on behalf of his residents as well to make that project, but also many other important infrastructure projects happen.


Councillor McLACHLAN is particularly excited by the opportunity to start rolling out the $500 million Better Roads for Brisbane program, which we’ve just announced with the Federal Government. So an investment of equal proportions from both the Federal Government and Council, targeting a dozen upgrades around the city, making sure we get those Federal funds flowing into our community, matched with Council funds and seeing upgrades rolling out. 


We will start to see the Commercial and Doggett Roads upgrade kicking off first, hopefully early next year and then progressively we will see more and more of those upgrades rolling out as consultation is done and the planning work is done. Councillor McLACHLAN is champing at the bit to get into those and as I said, to kick some butt. So welcome back, Councillor McLACHLAN and hopefully your time on the bench has been restful and you’re ready for some really hard work over the next few months.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor RICHARDS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	221/2019-20
At that time, 7.03pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Kate RICHARDS, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR, that the meeting adjourn for a period of one hour, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors have been locked.

Council stood adjourned at 7.05pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back. We are continuing the Establishment and Coordination Committee Special Report. The LORD MAYOR has spoken and are there any further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you Chair. We just rise—well I rise to speak on the alteration of membership of Council’s Standing Committees and appreciate the Administration’s accommodation of our proposed changes. There were some as is laid out in there from our side with Councillor CUMMING standing down as the Leader of the Opposition and Councillor COOK and I taking on new roles. That has required us to change how we’re operating on our side a little bit. So we certainly appreciate that. 


I just want to take this opportunity to wish Amanda Cooper all the very best. We were neighbouring Councillors when she was the Councillor for the Bracken Ridge Ward and I know she was certainly around for a long time there having replaced Carol Cashman. She was Campbell Newman’s Special Advisor on Planning and he ensured that she was pre-selected into Bracken Ridge so she could be his handpicked Planning Chair. So her legacy in this place will be the disastrous City Plan 2014.


So I certainly wish her all the best in her future endeavours in running in the seat of Aspley and I certainly look forward to welcoming Cath Palmer as the new Councillor for the Bracken Ridge Ward following 28 March. Cath’s a fantastic local candidate, someone who has worked in and served in her community there in the Bracken Ridge Ward for many, many years. Has raised her five children there and they’ve attended local schools and been involved in that local community for a very long time. 


She had a very respectable 10% swing at the 2016 Council election to her. So we look forward to supporting Cath in becoming the new Councillor for the Bracken Ridge Ward following the March election. 


Also note that Councillor McLACHLAN is coming back to Civic Cabinet of course and this is Mr Zipline. Councillor McLACHLAN is Mr Zipline. He was in charge of the most seriously bungled environmental project this Council has ever seen and now he’s going to be in charge of the most bungled road project that this Council has ever seen. 


The LORD MAYOR—it seems very appropriate yes—and the LORD MAYOR did mention that he’ll have a vested interest in making sure that the disaster of Kingsford Smith Drive which will be a couple of years late—we know probably about $100 million over budget and he’s going to be in charge of that within his local community. So the pressure will certainly be on Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
All those small businesses that are closing down, Councillor CUMMING that’s true down there on Racecourse Road as a result of this disastrous project of which should never have been pursued given we’re spending six—or in excess of—we’re sure in excess of $650 million to save how many seconds is that Councillor GRIFFITHS?

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
About 60—about 60 seconds. So welcome back Councillor McLACHLAN, Mr Zipline will now be known as Mr KSD. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak briefly on the Special Report before us today. Can I start by saying I mean what a six months it’s been under this LORD MAYOR’s leadership and I note he’s not here with us this evening, obviously got more important things to be doing than engaging in the debate of Council but what I also note is—
Councillor interjecting.


Councillor JOHNSTON:
—The Bachelorette is on. Well Councillor MATIC’s here so maybe it’s not—is it tonight?

Councillor interjecting.


Councillor JOHNSTON:
Love Island—perhaps he’s a fan of Love Island.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please direct your comments through the Chair.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Sorry, I did get distracted. Those bad Labor Councillors distracted me. However, what I do want to say is: (1) it was rumoured that Councillor Cooper was running for the seat of Aspley and I note that it’s not been announced yet but presumably at the first opportunity for something better, she’s ditched her role here at Council and she’s off. 
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
She’s off to run for the State seat of Aspley. That’s if you read what’s in The Courier-Mail. Councillor GRIFFITHS, I’ll take that interjection, she’s one of half a dozen that have suddenly gone uh-oh this is all a bit hard and they’ve either left or they’ve changed seats for something better like Councillor MURPHY—wasn’t that a good one.

Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I note Councillor MURPHY got promoted to Civic Cabinet and then he got demoted. He’s not been re-promoted so I’d be wondering what’s going on over there.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
We’ll get to that in a moment.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Point of order. Councillor JOHNSTON is misleading the Chamber. Councillor BOURKE has never been demoted.

Chair:
Thanks—
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Alright, everyone’s in high spirits after dinner so can we just all calm down a little?


No, Councillor HAMMOND, she said Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
MURPHY, yep. It’s—
Chair:
I did hear Councillor—excuse me, I did hear Councillor JOHNSTON identify Councillor MURPHY and so I just want her to continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I did. Anyway, I do want to say that another one of the LNP Councillors for their own political benefit has jumped ship after causing absolute havoc and destruction across this city. I can’t agree with Councillor CASSIDY more having been here through the rampage of destruction in our suburbs that Councillor Cooper has overseen as the Planning Chairperson of Brisbane in her time. She is by far and away the person who has had the most destructive influence upon our city’s policies and people’s backyards of every single LNP Councillor here. 


Now I can say that having gone through the Sherwood-Graceville neighbourhood plan, the Dutton Park-Fairfield neighbourhood plan and City Plan with Councillor Cooper at the helm. Councillor Simmonds did take over for a little bit at the end of the Fairfield plan but let me say this, here’s my recollection of Councillor Cooper. When the Sherwood-Graceville neighbourhood plan which the draft plan was released the month after I was elected to Council—so I’d not been part of any of the discussions previous to which were in Jane Prentice’s term. 


I inherited a terrible document. I asked to speak with Councillor Cooper about it and I was given a meeting at eight o’clock in the morning and Councillor ADAMS was present at this meeting. It might have been 8.30 because we had a nine o’clock party room meeting and I was told at that meeting—I expressed verbally my concerns to Councillor Cooper about what was happening with the neighbourhood plan and do you know what she told me? Make a submission. Now that was when I was with the LNP. 


So I did make a submission, a lengthy and detailed submission which is still publicly available on my website. It was highly critical of the neighbourhood plan. The neighbourhood plan has caused chaos and destruction in the suburbs of Sherwood and Corinda and I can tell you there is not a resident who does not know who is responsible for the five storey debacle that has happened in my ward and that is this LNP Administration led by Councillor Cooper.


Now there’s a few other special things that Councillor Cooper did which I’ll come to perhaps at another time. I just want to say, she’s not a loss to this place. Her contribution has been one of division, lack of consultation, lack of returning phone calls, lack of basic courtesy and certainly as Planning Chairperson she has overseen, in my view, the thing that has caused more damage to this party than anything else in the history of the 12 years that I’ve been here. 


I note that the only person who had maybe less than 30 seconds of praise was the LORD MAYOR, and I’m not hearing anything else from anybody else, so presumably they’re also concerned.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’ll take the interjection from the DEPUTY MAYOR, that’s not what the motion’s about. Let me be clear, Councillor ADAMS, Councillor Cooper jumped ship.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, I did ask you earlier, please direct your comments through the Chair.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman, through you to Councillor ADAMS, maybe she missed it but Councillor Cooper has jumped ship. She’s pulled up stumps yesterday. She’s said no I’m not even bothering coming back here to say goodbye or do whatever. I’m leaving. I’m leaving you with this huge big mess and Councillor ADAMS doesn’t think that’s relevant to the debate before us today.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Will Councillor JOHNSTON take a question?

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, will you take a question?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
No.

Chair:
No, Councillor JOHNSTON declined.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That’s very entertaining. Yes, one day if I get Question Time maybe but guess what, I get to ask the questions. So I don’t think that Councillor Cooper is any great loss to this Council. The really interesting thing is when it comes to political self-interests, she’s decided that her margin of whatever it is, 14% or 15% is not enough, but the State margin of one per cent Labor is.

Councillor HOWARD:
Point of order, Mr Chairman. Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you.

Councillor HOWARD:
What has this got to do with what we’re talking? Could you please bring the Councillor back to the item at hand?

Chair:
I think Councillor JOHNSTON, so we’ve been going for about five and a half minutes, you have spent a lot of time—
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Yes, you’ve still got another four minutes, 20 seconds to go. Maybe you with the time remaining can I encourage you to return to the substance of the resolution.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I appreciate that Councillor HOWARD’s confused so I get the chance to say it again. Let me make it as clear as I can—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Will Councillor JOHNSTON take a question why Councillor CUMMING’s jumped shipped?

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, will you take a question?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
You should have ruled her out of order then.

Chair:
Alright, okay. Everybody, clearly people had a good time at dinner alright. So just everyone just calm down. Just calm down. No, please focus on the matter at hand.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m trying.

Chair:
So Councillor JOHNSTON, can I just ask you please focus on the report in front of us.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. That report says that Councillor Cooper has resigned. Councillor Cooper has jumped ship and Councillor HOWARD is a bit like Councillor ADAMS, she seems unaware that the reason that there’s changes again on their side of the Chamber is Councillor Cooper’s found something better. 


She thinks the one per cent Labor seat occupied by the Councillor for McDowall previously is a better bet for her personal political future than running to represent the residents in her own ward. She thinks the seat of Councillor DAVIS who represented that area in State Government is a better option. 


Now I don’t know, the discussions must have been really interesting behind the scenes but maybe she just hasn’t been bothered turning up, I don’t know. She just couldn’t be bothered to come along. The day before she announces she’s not coming back to Council. So there you go everybody, and I just want to say thanks for the wonderful effusive praise for your colleague of X number of years, at least 12 most of you, and one person has had about 30 seconds to say. 


So I look forward to the further debate about that but what I would say is I don’t have any praise for Councillor Cooper. The destruction in the area of planning as the Planning Chairperson for this city, the legacy issues that she has created along with the DEPUTY MAYOR, she was there at the Deputy of Planning the whole way through this, has been appalling. 


Now I note the other thing I did want to briefly say is, despite the LORD MAYOR standing up and saying he was all about renewals, he was all about the future, he was all about promoting young people and the young talent on his bench, what’s he done? What’s he done? He’s gone back to the future. 


Councillor McLACHLAN who stepped down as Chairperson to allow a new talent within the party to come forward—that’s what the LORD MAYOR told us just six months ago—suddenly none of these other newer Councillors here, including Councillor DAVIS who’s got a lot of experience—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I wouldn’t worry Councillor King—HAMMOND. None of these other Councillors who’ve got experience who’ve been here who deserve to have a bit of a go, none of them are getting a guernsey. What are we doing? We’re going backwards. We’re going back to Councillor McLACHLAN. I look forward Councillor McLACHLAN, I’m sure you thought your happy days were upon you when you did not have me in one of your Committees, but I’m going to ask you every single question that I can in Infrastructure. 


I just think that at the first time this new LORD MAYOR has been tested instead of appointing someone with fresh ideas, with new ideas, with different experience, what’s he done? Gone back to where he was before. Not to Councillor OWEN, not to Councillor WINES, not to Councillor DAVIS or Councillor HUANG or Councillor MARX. None of these people who’ve been here for many years now who would have had new ideas, new vision, none of them are getting a go, we’re going back to Councillor McLACHLAN. 


So I just say Councillor McLACHLAN, welcome back. Welcome back. It’s going to be a wonderful experience having you as the Committee Chairman again. I hope that it doesn’t go as badly as it did as Environment Chairperson. The zipline clearly was a disastrous decision that you oversaw the implementation of and I certainly hope your track record will be better in Infrastructure than it was in Parks and Environment.

Chair:
Further speakers?


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I would just like to stand and support the item before us as Councillor CASSIDY did where this started with the changes from Councillor CUMMING also deserting the ship. No one believes here that Councillor CUMMING actually resigned but you know what, the vitriol we just heard from the Councillor for Tennyson is the absolute reflection of the nastiness that comes out of that woman week after week. 

Chair:
Now—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
It was appalling. I support the recommendations and recommend them to the Chamber.

Chair:
Right, further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks Mr Chair, I rise to speak on the motion before us. I might start by briefly congratulating the new Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the new Leader of the Opposition for their promotions. I also just wanted to thank Amanda Cooper, I guess Ms Cooper, for her time in Council. I disagreed with her on quite a lot of issues, but I wish her well in the next stage of life. I won’t go on about her legacy, but I do share some of the concerns about her legacy in terms of city planning and transport planning. 


I did want to though, in particular, welcome Councillor McLACHLAN to the new portfolio and share with the new Chair some of my priorities and some of the issues which I hope through you, Mr Chair, he’ll take notice of. I look forward to a really constructive working relationship with you Councillor McLACHLAN and I hope we can achieve good things for the city.


One thing that I’d particularly like to place on your radar is the fact that Council’s traffic engineers have quite a lot of discretion when it comes to making decisions about small things like parking, street parking, and big things like how major intersections should be redesigned. Those individual traffic engineers and transport planners are often giving advice to the Chair, to the elected Councillors, based on certain values and preconceptions which are influenced by their training.


We know that for decades traffic engineers and transport planners have been trained to prioritise car flow and to look for opportunities to maximise traffic flow and that this often comes at the expense of pedestrian and cyclist safety and convenience. So I hope, Councillor McLACHLAN, that when you’re making your decisions as Chair, that you’re mindful of the fact that while the traffic engineer are experts in terms of engineering, they are also making subjective decisions based on certain values and preconceptions. 


What I’ve found in my time as a Councillor is that some transport planners and traffic engineers are very proactive transport and some are essentially very pro‑car. This divergence can cause issues in Council because two engineers can arrive at very different conclusions about the same question or the same intersection or the same local issue. 


What I have found quite frustrating is that often Council’s traffic engineers are quite old school in their thinking. They have been trained decades ago before the importance of supporting active transport really became common across the city and will sometimes tend to make decisions that prioritise traffic flow at the expense of pedestrian safety and convenience, in particular. 


So I hope Councillor McLACHLAN that when I provided advice about what’s important to my residents and what I think the area needs that you’ll accept that although I don’t have an engineering degree, I do understand the importance of active transport. I do think that sometimes residents have it right when they say we need a pedestrian crossing here or we need a build-out there, even if the traffic engineers are concerned that that might slow down cars. 


This brings me to another important issue which I’m sure you’ll be getting correspondence from myself and from residents in the future which is about hospital safety zones. The Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices gives Council the power to trial 40 kilometre zones around hospitals. I understand this is something the previous Chair, Ms Cooper, was considering and hadn’t quite gotten around to having time to make a decision about. 


It’s particularly important to me that around the Children’s Hospital and Mater Hospital precinct in south Brisbane we expedite the introduction of a 40 kilometre zone to prioritise the safety of people who are accessing that hospital precinct and particularly pedestrians and also bikes who are moving through that area. 


That stretch has changed significantly since the introduction of the Woolloongabba Bikeway. It’s already become much friendlier for active and public transport, but it’s still not safe enough given the fact that there are lots of people visiting that precinct who may not know the road network and may not know the area as well. 


So I’m urging you to seriously consider and ask your officers for a briefing about the possibility of introducing a 40 kilometre hospital zone around the Children’s Hospital and Mater Hospital precinct. It won’t make a significant difference to travel times because motorists are held up at the traffic lights and intersections anyway but what it will do is significantly improve safety and comfort for hospital patients and their friends and family who are visiting them there. So I’ll raise that one with you down the track again.


Another issue that I wanted to place on your radar as you’re coming into this important role as Chair of Infrastructure is around the Lytton Road widening project. The fact that on a regular basis Council makes changes as part of the construction work and that means a road might get temporarily closed off or a new one might get opened. 


For example, what we’ve seen recently is that there have been temporary changes to Heidelberg Street and Northcote Street closing off access for vehicles on those streets. As a result, Burlington Street is seeing significantly more rat running and higher volumes of traffic. I’ve raised this with the Council officers, but I wanted to draw your attention to it as well that the Council officers managing the project and the private contractors need to take a more flexible and responsive approach to traffic management where they understand that if they make a change along one stretch of the corridor, that has flow on impacts to how other roads are affected. 


So when they make those changes to temporarily close off side streets, they need to be introducing temporary traffic calming and temporary lower speed limits to discourage and offset the negative impacts of rat running.


Finally, I wanted to draw your attention to the intersection redesign of River Terrace and Main Street in Kangaroo Point. I’m receiving a detailed briefing about this project tomorrow but I strongly object to the core principles of this project and I will be advising residents that they should organise protests and occupations to resist it. This project is going to significantly increase the traffic volumes along River Terrace in Kangaroo Point which is a key access point to that very well loved and beautiful clifftop park. 


Now it would be a great shame if people couldn’t get to that park because they have to cross a highway. That’s what River Terrace is emerging into. This intersection upgrade, which will encourage more traffic to flow down River Terrace as opposed to using Main Street, is going to negatively impact everyone who’s trying to access that park and it’s going to have a negative impact on primary school students of St Joseph’s who are trying to walk to school to St Joseph’s Primary School in Kangaroo Point.


So I urge you to take a close look at that project to redesign the intersection of River Terrace and Main Street and to understand and have fair warning that I’m going to fight that one tooth and nail because I think it’s a terrible waste of money. I don’t think it improves active transport through that area. The fact that it doesn’t even seem to include dedicated bike lanes is deeply concerning for an inner-city area that has such high volumes of pedestrians and cyclists. 


So, as I’ve said, I look forward to working with your Councillor McLACHLAN. I hope that we can find some common ground even if we disagree on some issues and I hope you’ll respect the fact that I do my best to consult with residents and that when I provide advice to you about what the community wants, it’s on the basis of detailed consultation and surveys.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, I’ll be brief. I think it’s a shame Councillor Cooper’s not here to have a departing speech. I think it’s important that people who’ve spent some time in the Chamber have a departing speech. I think, my philosophy in talking about people who are leaving, unless you’ve got some intense dislike of them, I think you should—it’s like you know talking about the dead, you should say nice things about them—I mean that seriously, sorry.


We heard a rumour that Councillor SCHRINNER, the LORD MAYOR was very upset that Councillor Cooper hadn’t told him that she was trying to leave and she insisted that she get out as soon as possible. That may be the reason why she felt obliged to resign last night and I hope that’s not the case. 


My greatest recollection of Councillor Cooper was when she first came to Council, she was working in the LORD MAYOR’s office. I think she was the endorsed candidate, so it was pretty convenient to be working at the LORD MAYOR’s office as well. She was Campbell Newman’s spokesman on planning matters. 


The thing that annoyed me the most was the treatment that she got as she used to come along to Committee meetings. She’d be invited up to sit around the table and treated as an elected Councillor at Committee meetings of the Planning Committee. That was all because of Councillor Hinchliffe. So I’m saying it’s Councillor Hinchliffe’s fault that she was treated so generously. 


Anyhow, that was very interesting and of course the election after that, we went to the election and Campbell Newman said that Labor weren’t cooperating in any way, shape or form. You know we’re delaying in doing anything at every opportunity which is totally false but unfortunately the electorate believed it and the LNP got a big swing towards them. The treatment of—the very generous treatment of Councillor Cooper by Councillor Hinchliffe used to make me a little bit sick by the end of each meeting every week in Planning Committee but anyhow. 


Anyhow, I haven’t had a lot to do with Councillor Cooper over the years. I didn’t think the City Plan was a great document but at the end of the day when I did raise matters with her she did look into them and give me a reasonable response and for that I thank you. I wish her all the best with her future.

Chair:
Further speakers?


LORD MAYOR?


Alright, I’ll now put the resolution. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.

The special 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, Fiona Hammond, Vicki Howard, Steven Huang, Peter Matic and Steven Toomey.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillors Matthew Bourke and Amanda Cooper.

A
ALTERATION OF THE MEMBERSHIPS OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES 


109/800/286/125

222/2019-20

1.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

2.
On 29 September 2019, Councillor Peter Cumming, the then Leader of the Opposition, resigned as Leader of the Opposition, and notified Council that Councillor Jared Cassidy was nominated as Leader of the Opposition, in line with party rules and the Schedule 1 – Dictionary of the Meetings Local Law 2001. Councillor Cumming remains the Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward. 

3.
On 10 October 2019, Ms Amanda Cooper, the then Councillor for Bracken Ridge, resigned as Chair of the Infrastructure Committee and Councillor for Bracken Ridge, with effect from 14 October 2019. 

4.
Consideration has been given to a review of the membership of Council’s Standing Committees to address these changes.

5.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

6.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ALTER THE MEMBERSHIP OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES 
Council approves, effective from the day after the approval of this resolution, that the membership of each Standing Committee be as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file).

ADOPTED

NOTATION OF DECISIONS OF THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL:
ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Kate RICHARDS, that the report setting out the decisions of the Establishment and Coordination Committee as delegate of Council during the Spring Recess 2019, on matters usually considered by the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, be noted.

Chair: 
Is there any debate? 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I wish—there was a question on notice I took today in our Committee of what consultation the hardworking local Councillor, Councillor OWEN for Calamvale Ward, did on some dog off-leash areas in her ward. So first of all the—Calamvale dog-off-leash area, there was actually a master plan put together for that precinct. Councillor OWEN, as she always does, is very, very communicative with her local residents. There were flyers put out and also, with residents and schoolchildren, she did some workshops to work through this master plan.


So, the Greenaway Esplanade, again the hardworking Councillor for Calamvale Ward, it was also master planned. She sent out consultative letters to residents and invited them to a barbeque to actually speak about the design and the request for their views, which were taken on board, and a lot of their views were actually taken into consideration and implemented as part of the plan. So, I’d like to thank the Councillor for Calamvale for the very extensive community consultation that she did for the dog off-leash areas and the dog lovers of Brisbane.


Mr Chair, I wish to note something this evening that I heard, and I am extremely disappointed in. I’m not going to name the Councillor who did this, but I will say it’s not Councillor TOOMEY who’s on the other side of the Chamber. It was brought to my attention that a Councillor in this place, who’s office declined a meeting with Council officers, then made an attempt to say that he was excluded from consultation. There was no communication from the said Councillor’s office to try and establish a different meeting. I understand a meeting was cancelled and then rearranged, but it was declined from that Councillor’s office.


What disturbs me even more is that side of the Chamber and that particular Councillor took it in their stead to abuse one of our Council officers this afternoon—
Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
The Chair is making remarks which are, you know, very offensive to all the male Councillors—I think she’s called it a him, so I presume it’s a male Councillor on this side of the Chamber. I think she should specify who she’s talking about and not smear all of us with not naming whoever it was that has caused the problem, in her view.

Councillor HAMMOND: 
I will not be naming this particular Councillor. This particular Councillor knows who I’m talking about and has sworn at a Council officer. When the Council officer—

Chair:
Now, Councillor HAMMOND, it is a little vague. Can I just ask you to sort of—I’m going to allow you to continue very briefly, but can you please summarise the thought you’re on quickly and then move on?

Councillor HAMMOND:
The Council—

Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
I believe under the Meetings Local Law the Chairmen are allowed to speak on any aspect of their portfolio for whatever time they require.

Chair:
Yes, look, thanks, Councillor OWEN. I appreciate that that’s true, but can I just—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Alright, yes. No, no—okay—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order. I’ll do them in order. Councillor JOHNSTON first, and Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I believe it would be a breach of the Meetings Local Law under an adverse reflection on those Councillors—

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON: 
—about whom these remarks have not been made—
Chair:
Okay, everybody—alright—
Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, alright, everybody. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, everyone, please just take a moment. Everybody take a moment. I have asked Councillor HAMMOND to end the line that she’s going on as quickly as practicable so that we can move on to the substance of the matter in front of us and be mindful that there is no privilege in this place, but also that I always encourage people to be fair in the statements they make. 

Councillor GRIFFITHS, your point of order.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I was just going to say, we’re often reminded about imputing motive. Well, this is imputing motive on all the male Councillors on this side of the Chamber, which I think is unacceptable.

Chair:
As I say, I’ve asked Councillor HAMMOND to conclude her remarks on this topic succinctly, and then move on to the substance, please. 

Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I would like to remind all Councillors in this place, on both sides of the Chamber, that swearing at Council officers, hardworking Council officers, is not acceptable. It’s not acceptable as a code of conduct of Council, and saying you will withdraw that statement is not acceptable. Withdrawing statements are made for this place and this Chamber. If you have done those actions, then an apology to—

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Mr Chair, if what is being said is true, the Councillor should be identified, and they should be appropriately referred to the CEO’s Office. Impugning motive on every male Councillor on this side of the Chamber is completely inappropriate. If she’s worried about defamation, she shouldn’t be if it’s true.

Chair:
As I say—

Councillor HAMMOND:
I’m sorry if my comments have offended anybody. I am just making—

Chair:
Look, here’s the thing. It’s just very difficult in what I’m seeing when no particular individual is identified, and that’s what’s making it difficult.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Okay—
Councillor OWEN:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
The Chairman of Environment, Parks and Sustainability is making general comments now at this point in time which should be treated as such after the Chairman has given direction, and therefore should be entitled to make any comments relating to general portfolio—

Chair:
Okay, alright, that’s it—
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay, everybody stop now. Alright. 

Councillor HAMMOND, I think you’ve made your point. Please move on, right now, to your next topic.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you. If I offended anybody, I apologise—

Chair:
Right now.

Councillor HAMMOND:
—for that. So I’ll leave the rest up to debate. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, right, to the matter before us today, which is the naming of the riverwalk at Yeerongpilly Green, the State Government’s development. Can I say, the first I knew about this was when I saw the LORD MAYOR on the news standing next to the developer naming the riverwalk after Ashley Cooper, a former great tennis player of Australia. I, for one, was quite shocked to see that a park had been named, and I had no idea about it in my ward.


Now, let’s be clear: the motion before you today says that I was consulted. I was not sent the submission. I was not sent the recommendation. I was not consulted about this. In fact, the Council officers sent me, in writing, paperwork saying that they did not support the naming of the Ashley Cooper Riverwalk and the proposed other name that the developer wanted, which is Yeerongpilly Green for the park. So they wanted to name a development after themselves, and name a park after themselves, and Council officers told me it would not be going forward.


Now, on the basis of that discussion, the Council officers and I discussed what we would do. What we decided we would do is undertake a consultative process for the naming of the parkland and the riverwalk proposal. Now, when we had a simple verbal discussion, we were on site at a cricket field where we’d met in Chelmer to talk about a cricket field. They mentioned to me that the riverwalk proposal for Ashley Cooper was being considered, and I said, fine, send it all up to me, we’ll do the consultation and we’ll go from there. 


Next thing I find out is that it’s being announced by the LORD MAYOR, and now it’s gone through this Council without any consultation with me whatsoever. Consultation, as we discussed with the officers, is well under way for the naming of the park. I asked, as I do with all park namings, asked residents for their ideas if there’s no suggestions. They suggested three names—Ash Barty Park, Talking Oak Park as the suburb of Tennyson is named after all Alfred Tennyson—Lord Alfred Byron—Lord Byron Tennyson, whatever—all of the poet’s places, and three, Yerongpan Park after the indigenous owners of the land. 


We’ve done a consultative process, and we’ll be providing that information through Council in the normal way. Now, this is the third time in the past year that Council officers have failed to consult me on naming and/or petitions in my ward, the other being Stevens Lane in Yeronga, and the other one being Ipswich Road speed reduction in Annerley. 


So, let me be clear: the information stated in the Council papers before us today is completely false. I was not sent the submission. I was not sent the recommendation. At no point was I asked: ‘Councillor JOHNSTON, do you support this name?’ That is appalling. I’ve written to the CEO. He writes back to me that apparently I had a discussion with the Council officers, which I agree we did have a verbal discussion at a cricket field where we talked about cricket things, and we discussed a course of action for consultation. Now, I went away and carried out that discussion in good faith, and what happened: this submission came forward without my knowledge, without my recommendation, and without any consultation with me.


It’s very easy to check. Before Councillor HAMMOND decides to have a red hot go, produce the piece of paper showing that the matter was sent to me for consultation; produce the piece of paper where I replied or failed to reply; and show me that the Council process for consultation was followed. It was not. It was not, and this is the third time in the past year or so that it has happened. I don’t think it’s acceptable. I don’t think any Councillor would think that naming should happen in—namings and announcements should happen in their wards without them having any idea about it, and that is exactly what happened here.


So let me be clear: this is what I said to the Council officers at the time they verbally raised it with me at a meeting about a cricket field in Chelmer in passing as we were walking to my car. Oh, the tennis people want to name the riverwalk after Ashley Cooper, and I said, I don’t have a problem with that. Make sure you run it through the process. None of that happened. Next thing the LORD MAYOR is making an announcement. 

Now, Ashley Cooper is a distinguished tennis player, but if this Council continues to name parks without going through the consultative process—Here’s the other example, and this is about five or six years ago—Norm Rose Park, also in my ward at Fairfield. An ex-Liberal Councillor, a Liberal Party member from Yeronga, wrote to the LORD MAYOR and asked him to call it Norm Rose Park. The LORD MAYOR did it. I was rung on the Friday before it was coming to Council. Councillor, this is happening. I wasn’t consulted. I was told, this is happening. Now, there is a track record of this Administration doing what they want in Tennyson Ward and failing to respect the proper processes for consultation with the local Councillor. 


Councillor HAMMOND, let me be clear: if you think what I’m saying is wrong, produce the piece of paper showing me and showing every single person who’s listening, watching and in this place, that the recommendation was sent up to me for consultation, and show me my reply, because I can tell you it did not happen. The first I knew about it was when it was announced on the TV and the LORD MAYOR decides—stood there with a developer, for God’s sake, not me, not the local residents who’ve borne the impact of the construction for years, he stood there with the developer—developer—and decided to do this. 


So that’s how consultative our LORD MAYOR is. He’d rather be out with a developer, a State Government developer, talking about things than consulting with the local community and the local Councillor. I think it’s appalling. I’ve written today—and I’m definitely referring this matter off to the Ombudsman because it’s not once, it’s not twice, it’s not actually three times—multiple occasions has this happened, and it’s not acceptable. It’s just not acceptable. If the CEO will not do anything about it, then I will.


I’m elected in this place. I have obligations and responsibilities, and I will carry them out to the best of my ability. But when this Council will not consult me in line with normal Council policy, that is not acceptable, and I will call it out every time. 


Now, to Ashley Cooper, I say I’m sorry I’ve had to say all this. It’s not pleasant, but let me be clear: I wish that this Council had engaged in a consultative process so that people in our local community supported the naming of their local places. The LORD MAYOR doesn’t live there. I don’t live there. But none of the local residents were consulted about this, not a single one of them. Not one. 


I just think it is appalling that that is the way that the LNP and these developers are treating residents. They’ll do whatever they want. They’ll go out amongst themselves, debate it, decide it, and announce it without any consultation with anyone, and that is wrong.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor HAMMOND? 

I will now put the resolution.

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
A
PATH NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THE PEDESTRIAN THOROUGHFARE THAT RUNS FROM THE YEERONGPILLY TRAIN STATION, 67 WILKIE STREET, YEERONGPILLY, TO THE QUEENSLAND TENNIS CENTRE, 190 KING ARTHUR TERRACE, TENNYSON, AS ‘ASHLEY COOPER RIVER WALK’

161/540/567/188

223/2019-20
1.
The A/Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

2.
A developer request was received by Council on 15 November 2018 from Urbis (developer of Yeerongpilly Green, Yeerongpilly) seeking support for the official naming of the pedestrian thoroughfare that runs from the Yeerongpilly train station, 67 Wilkie Street, Yeerongpilly, to the Queensland Tennis Centre, 190 King Arthur Terrace, Tennyson, in honour of one of Brisbane’s tennis greats, Mr Ashley Cooper.

3.
Ashley John Cooper (born 15 September 1936) is a former tennis player from Australia who was recognised as the world's best amateur player during 1957 and 1958 when he won four singles titles and four doubles titles at Grand Slam tournaments.

4.
Ashley Cooper won his first Grand Slam singles title at the 1957 Australian Championships where he defeated compatriot, Mr Neale Fraser, in the final in four sets.

5.
Ashley Cooper was inducted into the Sport Australia Hall of Fame in 1987, and the International Tennis Hall of Fame in 1991. In the Queen's Birthday Honours List of 2007, he was appointed an Officer of the Order of Australia (AO) for his service to tennis. In 2009, Ashley Cooper was inducted into the Queensland Sport Hall of Fame.

6.
The pedestrian thoroughfare was officially opened in October 2018 by the Honourable Cameron Dick MP, Minister for State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning.

7.
The pedestrian thoroughfare, which is proposed to be named ‘Ashley Cooper River Walk’, is approximately the same length as the Queen Street Mall, Brisbane, and is the main thoroughfare for those either passing through, or who have come to spend time in this large urban renewal area. It provides a link from the Yeerongpilly train station to the Queensland Tennis Centre, Ken Fletcher Park (D3398, B-RE-0265), and the Tennyson Reach of the Brisbane River.

Funding
8.
Funding for the name sign is available in the South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, recurrent budget allocation for 2019-20.

Consultation

9.
Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact

10.
The park naming will give recognition to one of Brisbane’s tennis greats.

11.
The A/Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 30 September 2019.

12.
DECISION:


that approval be granted to name the pedestrian thoroughfare that runs from the Yeerongpilly train station, 67 Wilkie StREET, Yeerongpilly, to the Queensland Tennis Centre, 190 King Arthur Terrace, Tennyson, to ‘Ashley Cooper River Walk’, in accordance with Council’s OS03 Naming Parks, Facilities or Tracks Procedure. It is also recommended that a name sign be erected.
NOTED
224/2019-20
The Chair then advised the Chamber that as it was nearing 9pm, the meeting would automatically stand adjourned unless it was agreed to continue the sitting. The Chair put the question of whether it was the will of Council that the meeting continue past 9pm, and the Chamber voted in favour of the continuation of the meeting until all business had been completed.

CONSIDERATION OF NOTIFIED MOTION – INDEPENDENT COUNCILLOR REMUNERATION TRIBUNAL AND REVIEW OF COUNCILLOR SUPERANNUATION BENEFITS:
(Notified motions are printed as supplied and are not edited)

225/2019-20
The Chair of Council (Councillor Andrew WINES) then drew the Councillors’ attention to the notified motion listed on the agenda, and called on the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian Schrinner, to move the motion. Accordingly, the LORD MAYOR moved, seconded by Councillor Adam ALLAN—

That this Council:

Resolves to review the Terms of Reference for the Independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal related to Council contributed superannuation for Councillors and subject to that review to convene the Independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal to interpose a special meeting of the Tribunal within the ordinary five year cycle of meetings as provided for in the Councillor Remuneration Policy to review Councillor superannuation benefits as introduced by the former Labor administration in 1995 and finalise a report within the current Council sitting period.

Reaffirms its support for elected officials’ remuneration being determined by an independent body.
Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Obviously this is something that was flagged last Thursday evening and put on the Notice Paper so that all Councillors had ample opportunity to review and understand what was proposed. Effectively, we have a situation where, more than 20 years ago—and it was in 1995, Councillors in this place—and it was a Labor Administration at the time—decided to award Councillors 20% super. Now, that policy was voted on at the time, and as I referred to before, there was only one Councillor in this place that was there at the time, and that was Councillor Peter CUMMING who was actually here for the vote. 


So, fast forward to today, I don’t believe in the last 20 plus years that anyone has ever mentioned this is an issue. Certainly, Labor has never complained about this as an issue. But obviously Labor is desperate, out of ideas, and have not vision, so they see this as some kind of political opportunity to make commentary on.


So, with that in mind, it continues to be our clear view that matters relating to salary or allowances, and in this case superannuation, should be rightly made by an independent tribunal. That takes it away from the decision of Councillors themselves and refers it to the independent tribunal for consideration. So, this motion effectively does that. It takes the matter of superannuation out of the hands of a vote of Council here, and places it forward for recommendation by an independent tribunal. So, hopefully this is something that all Councillors will support. Obviously, the outcome of that review will be determined and set by the independent tribunal. 


What we are proposing to do is to reactivate the previous independent tribunal, and there have been some terms of reference circulated tonight to all Councillors that we propose to give to the tribunal. Given that those terms of reference have been circulated, I would flag the following amendment to this motion. 
MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO NOTIFIED MOTION:
	226/2019-20

It was moved by the LORD MAYOR, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR, that the notified motion be amended by the removal and insertion of such words so that the motion would read as follows:

In paragraph 1:
(i)
insert the words ‘and approve’ after the word ‘review’ in the first line
(ii) 
insert the words ‘and approval’ after the word ‘review’ in the second line’.
So the motion now reads as follows: 

That this Council:

Resolves to review and approve the Terms of Reference for the Independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal related to Council contributed superannuation for Councillors and subject to that review and approval to convene the Independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal to interpose a special meeting of the Tribunal within the ordinary five year cycle of meetings as provided for in the Councillor Remuneration Policy to review Councillor superannuation benefits as introduced by the former Labor administration in 1995 and finalise a report within the current Council sitting period.

Reaffirms its support for elected officials' remuneration being determined by an independent body.



Chair:
So, you are now moving an amendment, so you have—seeing that you have moved an amendment, you have 10 minutes to the amendment, please. I can see that it’s being circulated. 

Please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, I won’t need 10 minutes. By adding the words ‘approve’, we’re proposing that those terms of reference that were distributed tonight be approved, so this new motion, or the amended motion that I proposed will accept the proposed terms of reference.


Now, to be clear, the changes to the terms of reference have been highlighted in yellow—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Look, I’m sorry about this, but I’ve been given a copy of a different motion. I haven’t been given a copy of the amendment. 

Chair:
I’m not sure what you—I don’t know what—I can’t see, obviously I can’t see what’s in your hand, but I have in my hand a copy of what would be the motion if it were amended.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, but what’s the amendment that we’re asked to being debated? I haven’t seen that.

Chair:
So it’s the words—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
What’s actually being moved is my question.

Chair:
Yes. So there’s additions in—so in the line that begins ‘resolves’ after the word ‘review’, it says, ‘and approve’ is added, and on the line that begins ‘Councillors and subject to that review’, at that point you are inserting ‘and approval’ at those points. So it’s just the addition of those four words. So, now it would be, ‘resolve to review and approve’, and that same again on the line three down. So, that’s what the proposal is. The paper that you’ve been circulated is one that is what the motion would be if the amendment is accepted. 

LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman. Thank you for clarifying that they’re the changes. Can I just ask in future, when we’re being asked to debate an amendment motion, that we get a copy of the amendment? That is what the Standing Orders do suggest.

Chair:
I understand that. In this instance, I don’t have an objection to the manner which this has been brought. We often have a whole range of different ways that amendments come through, because people often do this without preparation. So at this point I have no objection to this that’s in front of us. 

LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. So, as I was saying, the proposed changes to the terms of reference take the previous terms of reference from the last review that was done—and I think it was done in 2017—it takes those 2017 terms of reference and it updates them with the sections in yellow. Those sections in yellow effectively do two things—actually they do three things: number one, they reactivate the tribunal and call for the tribunal to meet as soon as possible, and have an extraordinary meeting. Number two, those changes add superannuation into the mix for consideration by the tribunal. Number three, the terms of reference call for the tribunal to do a full review of salary, allowances and superannuation.


So, to be clear, this is not just a review of superannuation. This is a full review of salary, allowances and superannuation. So the independent tribunal is now, if we approve this tonight, empowered to have a look at all of those factors and make a determination and a recommendation back to us on those matters. So the amendments or the proposed changes will achieve those things and I would certainly encourage all Councillors to support this amendment.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment?

Councillor CASSIDY.


Can I just take speakers to the amendment, please? This is only an amendment today. 


Councillor JOHNSTON, to the amendment.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I’ll speak briefly to the amendment and I note that the Administration is going backwards with this, that they put something out in a hurry. They seem to be blaming the Labor Party and to my knowledge, it’s The Sunday Mail and a journalist that prompted all of this. So, you know, I think it’s a bit interesting that the LORD MAYOR is trying to blame somebody. You know, certainly to my knowledge, I was rung by a journalist and asked for comment on this matter. I was happy to give it and my position is the same as it’s been since this issue first came up earlier in my term, which is I believe that our salaries should be linked to those of Council staff.


I don’t believe we should be on a separate system. If we are negotiating an outcome for them, then we should be happy with whatever we’re doing with our staff. We have to pay people to be on a tribunal, we have to, you know, give them delegate the decision away, and I note that instead of directly fixing this problem simply by asking the tribunal to review super, the LORD MAYOR is now asking the tribunal to review salaries, allowances, super and I don’t know what else but he wants to get, you know, we’re supposed to do this every five years but instead of solving the actual problem here, he’s wanting the whole system to be reviewed.


In my view, that’s a bit odd and I’d be questioning why he wants to do that. But the other thing that concerns me is the way in which the LORD MAYOR has mislead people in this Chamber and those listening today about this system works. Again, he’s blaming Labor for a system of super, 20% super. Now, I can only presume—I wasn’t here when this happened and I can only presume that it was probably even better than that prior to 1995 and the decision to establish 20% super was taken by the Council of the day in 1995.


However, what I will say, and what this Administration cannot avoid, is the decision to set up the Councillor Remuneration Tribunal six years ago was a decision taken under the LNP Administration. The LNP Administration, and that was Graham Quirk, I think, was Lord Mayor at that time, and Adrian SCHRINNER, the current LORD MAYOR, was the Deputy Lord Mayor, they made the decision to exclude superannuation from the review of the independent tribunal.


The Labor Party didn’t decide to do that. The LNP Administration that was there then and is here today, including the DEPUTY MAYOR, made the decision to exclude superannuation from review. It wasn’t Labor. Let me say it again. It was the LNP Administration.

Councillor MURPHY:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Can I just clarify. This is debate on the amendment. 

Chair:
Yes—
Councillor MURPHY:
The typographical amendment?

Chair:
It is—
Councillor MURPHY:
Well, can I just call relevance on that, Chair, because we’re going to have a substantive debate very shortly. This is just using the time.

Chair:
Yes. I would—I do agree with you, Councillor MURPHY. 


Councillor JOHNSTON, the bulk of your presentation so far has been on the substance of the material resolution rather than the amendment. So if we can just—if I can just draw you back to the amendment before us, which is a request to add that the Council now also approve the terms of reference, please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you for making my point for me, Mr Chairman. The amendment before us today is asking us to approve a course of action. Now let me be clear, I want it on the record, my concern here is the LORD MAYOR has indicated that this was Labor’s problem, that Labor created this problem. They did not.


When the Independent Remuneration Tribunal was established by the LNP Administration, they made the decision to exclude superannuation from the terms of review. It wasn’t the Labor Party. And I remember the debate and I remember saying almost identical things as what I’m saying now. So I’ll just put on the record again for anybody who’s listening at home. The attempts by this LORD MAYOR to blame the Labor Party for something that he did, along with Graham Quirk and the Liberals and all those Councillors present at the time, he made the decision to exclude superannuation from the independent tribunal review.


Why that was made I don’t know and I don’t recall any debate particularly at the time but I’m being asked to approve something now and I think that it is problematic that the LORD MAYOR is having to amend his own motion and I’ll flag I have an amendment of my own that will be coming when we get to the substantive debate.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment?

LORD MAYOR?
Amendment put:
The Chair put the motion for the amendment to the notified motion to the Chamber resulting in it being declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
We now have a new substantive motion. Are there any speakers to the new substantive motion?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair.


I just rise to speak in support of this motion, this amended motion, and in support of the new terms of reference for the Independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal and for the reappointment of the Tribunal members. It’s quite amazing what a couple of weeks in politics will do to LORD MAYOR like Adrian SCHRINNER, Mr Chair. This LORD MAYOR is running scared, Mr Chair. 


As Councillor JOHNSTON pointed out, a question was put to the LORD MAYOR and his team of entitled Councillors and to all Councillors in this place about their views on whether we thought and they thought that receiving 20% superannuation was acceptable and whether that met community expectations and true to form, those on that side of the Chamber, Mr Chair, all had no opinion about that whatsoever.


They have grown so bloated in their comfort of office here, we know that they’re loving their expense of office, we know they’ve been loving that super payment for so long that this LORD MAYOR has been shamed into taking some action, which we called for first. So we’re only too happy to support this motion going forward. I will put on record—I know the LORD MAYOR and his team won’t make any comment about that, about the tribunal. 


We, of course, think the tribunal should look at this and note that the LORD MAYOR and his LNP colleagues decided some years ago that they shouldn’t be looking at this, although once it makes the front page of The Courier-Mail here in Brisbane, apparently all of a sudden, he does want the tribunal to have a look at this. I’m happy to put on record my support for what I think the community would expect Councillors to be receiving and that’s in line with Council employees.


We’re already paid very well in this place. I realise we all work very hard. It’s a unique opportunity we get to serve our communities in here. We certainly don’t do it for money but I do think that the community in this day and age has an expectation that when you have an Administration like this one that has been in power for 16 long years, and you see creeping through more and more and more perks, more and more and more rorts, more and more and more waste, you see the community starting to have a problem with this Administration, whether it’s the $100,000 cash walk around money this LORD MAYOR pockets each and every year.


Whether it’s the $300 cab rides that Councillor OWEN takes to Cher concerts or whether it’s Keith Urban concerts as well, whether it’s the Qantas Club memberships for private use that LNP Chairs get when they go on domestic or international flights that the people of Brisbane don’t get that opportunity to buy themselves Qantas Club memberships with ratepayer money and when it comes to things like the 20% super in this place.


So I’m more than happy to say to the community out there I don’t think this is acceptable and when the independent remuneration tribunal takes a look at that, which we are supporting here today, I certainly hope that they will take those community expectations into account.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. I rise to speak on the amended motion before us today and I flag that I’m more than happy to have the superannuation system reviewed. I remember when I started, my parents were a little bit concerned about it and they said do you think this is the right thing to do financially and I said, well, it’ll be a bit tricky but, you know, at the time there was a very good superannuation program. However, it is out of step with community expectations and certainly I’m happy for a change to be made.


However, since the scrambling on the LNP side in relation to salaries, entitlements and allowances has occurred, an even greater, in my view, financial problem has arisen and I did not know this. I certainly was aware that the Chairman, the LORD MAYOR and others received an expense of office. However, I thought, like all expenditure by Councillors, that it has to be accounted for. For every single cent that I spend as a Councillor in my ward office, I must produce a receipt and I’m happy to do that. It’s a good system, I do it and I’m happy to account for it and I have every single record for every single dollar that I’ve spent and if I forget to get a receipt, then I don’t claim reimbursement. That’s the way it goes.


Now, in addition to this, only a couple of weeks ago Council introduced a second stage of accountability for the expenditure of ward funds which is now for any expenditure over $100 we have to get a quote first and then submit an invoice. So there’s now a two-step process for the expenditure of funds, of ratepayers’ funds, which again we’ll comply with. I think it’s going to create some problems like, for example, it’s $120 to hire the church hall where I have my seniors’ afternoon teas. Now I’m going to have to talk to the volunteers who manage the church finances and explain to them what a purchase order is, why they’ve got to put that into two versions of a receipt or an invoice—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, I understand, like, we all live in the same world—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. But I’m making my point here, Mr Chairman. Thank you, I appreciate that.


My point is that we as Councillors are asked to account for every single cent that we spend and that is absolutely the right thing to do. I was unaware that this same level of scrutiny was not being applied to the expenditure of allowances. It is shocking to me, as I heard, and then I asked Councillor CASSIDY some questions, it is being paid weekly in cash into bank accounts. There is zero accountability for the expenditure of these funds and I don’t think that is right. I note that the LORD MAYOR has asked the tribunal now not just to review super but to review allowances as well. 


So I believe that we need a further amendment to the motion to ensure that there is transparency and accountability in relation to this.

MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE SUBSTANTIVE MOTION:
	227/2019-20

It was moved by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, that the substantive motion be amended by the removal and insertion of such words so that the motion would read as follows:

(i)
After paragraph 1 in the notified motion add the following: In addition, the review and special meeting includes a system of public reporting and acquittal for any expense of office allowances for the LORD MAYOR, DEPUTY MAYOR, Committee Chairs, Chair of Council, the Leader of the Opposition to strengthen public confidence in the expenditure of ratepayers funds.
So the motion now reads as follows: 

That this Council:

Resolves to review and approve the Terms of Reference for the Independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal related to Council contributed superannuation for Councillors and subject to that review and approval to convene the Independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal to interpose a special meeting of the Tribunal within the ordinary five year cycle of meetings as provided for in the Councillor Remuneration Policy to review Councillor superannuation benefits as introduced by the former Labor administration in 1995 and finalise a report within the current Council sitting period. 
In addition, the review and special meeting includes a system of public reporting and acquittal for any expense of office allowances for the LORD MAYOR, DEPUTY MAYOR, Committee Chairs, Chair of Council, the Leader of the Opposition to strengthen public confidence in the expenditure of ratepayers funds.
Reaffirms its support for elected officials' remuneration being determined by an independent body.



Chair: 
Now just to clarify, this begins after the word period. Is that correct?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes.

Chair:
Okay. Alright. You’ve got 10 minutes to the amendment.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you very much.


I do not believe that ratepayers funds should be handed over essentially as cash, not when there’s amounts between $20,000 and $100,000 at stake. It is completely unacceptable that there is no accounting regime for the expenditure of these funds and I believe there should be. The motion before us today simply seeks to add the development of a system for public reporting and acquittal to the processes of the tribunal.


I note with great concern the last report by the tribunal, which indicated that they are happy with the cash arrangement to the LORD MAYOR and other Chairs. That is staggering to me, that three people operating in an environment like we are about the accountability of public funds think that handing out cash, up to $100,000 in cash, is appropriate.


So the quantum of these allowances is something for the tribunal to consider but certainly, in my view, there should be a clear accountability regime and, in my view, a good starting point would be the State Government’s system of accounting. They have an annual report which is tabled to show how the expenses are acquitted against the allowance. There will be other good systems in place that this tribunal can look at but it is absolutely unacceptable in today’s age that $100,000 is handed over to the LORD MAYOR as cash to spend on whatever he wants.


Now, he may be spending it on buying cake at the local fete, he may be spending it on braces for his children, he may be spending it on new pot plants for his garden. He’s, at the moment, under no obligation to say what he is spending the money on and in fact he’s spent a week avoiding those questions very assiduously. He’s under no obligation to report how he expends this money. If he doesn’t expend the money, then he just takes it as cash and it bumps up his salary. In my view, that is absolutely wrong.


A reasonable expense of office is probably not something that I would strongly oppose. Do I think $100,000 is correct? Absolutely I do not but certainly there must be accountability around how this funding is paid, how it is spent and how it is publicly accounted for. So I’m asking all Councillors to support an additional referral which is to ensure that there is a system of public reporting and acquittal for any expenses of office allowances by all of the Committee Chairs, LORD MAYOR, DEPUTY MAYOR, Opposition Leader and the Chair of Council.


Brisbane ratepayers expect that ratepayers funds will be used wisely, can be accounted for and can be publicly justified and that is not possible under the current regime. So I urge all Councillors to support the motion and—
LORD MAYOR:
Point of order. Will Councillor JOHNSTON just take a question and this is a legitimate question.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Sure.

Chair:
Hang on, Councillor JOHNSTON, will you take a question?

LORD MAYOR: 
Yes. So in relation to this proposal, on the first line a special meeting includes a system of public review. If you’re willing to change this to considers a system of public review, we will accept the motion. This is directing the tribunal to do something. We’re alternatively asking them to consider. If you’re happy to ask them to consider, then it’s something we’re happy to support.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, I’ll just draw your attention, LORD MAYOR, to the motion that you’re putting forward which is not asking them to consider. I’ve used the language in the motion that’s been put forward—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes and so am I. The review and special meeting includes a public system of—so review and approved terms of references. I don’t think that this is in any way materially different and it is my view that we should be asking the tribunal to develop a system, not to consider a system but to develop one because, in my view, the tribunal has already indicated, so thank you for the question, but in my view, the tribunal has already indicated in its last report and that is the report of the 2017 committee, they state very clearly that they believe it should be paid as cash. 


Now, in my view, the three members of this tribunal are out of step with public thinking about this. So I would be very concerned that without some direction, and I’m not specifying what the system should be, I’m simply saying they should put in place a system. I am concerned that they may not agree to the change because they state very seriously, and I refer to page 1 of their report, the Executive Summary, the tribunal indicated that it considered there was merit in removing allowances altogether and rolling them into the salary of office holders.


So, you know, do I think the LORD MAYOR should have a $100,000 pay rise? No. Do I think the LORD MAYOR should be getting $100,000 of walking around money without accountability? No. Do I think that there should be a system of public reporting and acquittal for the use of these expenses? Yes, I do. Do I believe that we should task the tribunal with undertaking a review which includes developing this system? That is absolutely what I am putting forward for approval before Council today.

Chair:
Further speakers to Council JOHNSTON’s new amendment?


Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and based on the response to the LORD MAYOR’s question, we won’t be supporting this amendment. We were in good faith asking Councillor JOHNSTON to change the includes to considers because we are very adamant on this side of the Chamber, as the LORD MAYOR has said, that we will not be determining the outcome of the tribunal. It is an independent tribunal that is to do a review and to consider all the things before them.


We are happy to put in the terms of reference for them to consider the amendments put forward by Councillor JOHNSTON but we will not be directing them to do anything at all. This is binding the remuneration tribunal by including a report. We asked them to consider it but we’re not making it compulsory. We are going to accept the umpire’s decision. We are not directing on this but unfortunately, because without the change of the word from includes to consider, we cannot support this amendment.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. Yes, thank you, Chair.


I speak in support of the amendment and I disagree with the DEPUTY MAYOR’s assessment that we’re not setting the terms of reference for the remuneration tribunal in suggesting what they can and can’t look at because we quite clearly are setting that. So in here, and in the direction we give to the remuneration tribunal, we certainly can as a Council say to them here are the terms of reference and here is what you should be looking at and one of those things is developing a system of public reporting and acquittal for any expense of office allowance, whatever level of that allowance is.

Is $20,000 for the Leader of the Opposition and Chairs appropriate for those expenses of office? Is $100,000 appropriate for a proper expense of office allowance for the LORD MAYOR? No one in the Administration has offered any evidence to suggest that those levels are appropriate, how they were arrived at. This is obviously a system that was brought in 20-plus years ago and we’re in 2019 right now and we know that communities—the community’s expectations about how ratepayers’ money is being used is that it should be fully and utterly accountable.


So why can’t we have a system where if the LORD MAYOR or a Councillor is paid or allocated $20,000 or $100,000 that that isn’t accountable? The LORD MAYOR wouldn’t answer either to the media last weekend or today in Question Time on record what that money is being used for. All he could say is the same—
LORD MAYOR: 
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Will Councillor CASSIDY take a question?

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, will you take a question?

Councillor CASSIDY:
No.

Chair:
No.

Councillor CASSIDY:
I know what the question will be. What do I spend mine on and I’ve only received—
LORD MAYOR:
That wasn’t the question.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Well, I’ll answer that one anyway and I’m not taking a question.

Chair:
Alright. Well—okay. Alright. Please carry on.

Councillor CASSIDY:
So it was put very clearly to the LORD MAYOR and today he said he spends his money; he spends his $100,000 broken down into 52 weekly payments on exactly the same thing that every Lord Mayor before him has spent theirs on. So has he checked with Graham Quirk and Campbell Newman and Tim Quinn and Jim Soorley? Did he pick up the phone and did they compare bank statements and tax returns? I mean, the LORD MAYOR—I’m sure he didn’t lie. I’m sure he didn’t mean to if he did but he has no idea.


If these are cash payments going into a bank account, which they are, week on week, he has no idea what previously Lord Mayors were spending their money on and that is the point, LORD MAYOR, that you don’t know what previous Lord Mayors are spending their cash on. You don’t know what any of these Chairs are spending their cash on, not their cash, ratepayers’ cash, and therefore if you follow that logic, no ratepayer knows what that cash is being spent on because you do not tell them. There is no accountability whatsoever when it comes to this system.


If there are legitimate expenses as being a Chair—now we have legitimate expenses as being Councillors, whether that is supporting community groups, whether that is sponsoring local events, putting on morning teas for seniors’ groups, buying wreaths for Anzac Day and Remembrance Day. All those sorts of expenses of our office are fully accounted for, and Councillor JOHNSTON went through the extra level of accountability we now have in terms of our local procurement in ward offices.


If there are legitimate expenses that these LNP Chairs are incurring as part of their duties of being the Chair of the Environment Committee or being the Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee or being the Chair of Council, then they should be laid out very clearly to the ratepayers of Brisbane and I think the only way to do that is for the tribunal to have a root and branch review of what is a reasonable expense of office, what is a reasonable amount to be allocated to that and a system where ratepayers know exactly, exactly, how much is being spent on what. 


I don’t think that’s unreasonable. I think the people of Brisbane deserve that when it comes to in excess, in excess of $1 million a term being spent in cash payments to politicians and that’s why I’m supporting this amendment.

LORD MAYOR:
As I flagged, we were willing to support this amendment with a very minor reasonable change. Unfortunately, that change wasn’t granted and I’ll tell you why it was a reasonable change because there has been plenty of precedent in the past whereby independent tribunals and other authorities have looked at various types of allowances and they’ve determined that the cost of administering and acquitting those allowances exceeds the value of the allowance itself.


I’m not making this stuff up. Have a look. So in order for someone to acquit—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR: 
In order for someone to acquit every single dollar out of an allowance, and I’m not talking about one particular allowance, I’m talking about any allowance, we’ll no doubt require extra staff, extra costs in Council and it is quite likely that that cost will exceed the value of the allowance. So this is why we’re saying consider, consider pros and cons. We’re not saying do something, we’re not saying don’t do something. We’re saying consider. That was our proposal. 


But I would simply ask this question. Councillor CASSIDY making a quite clearly political point in his speech just now, has he asked Councillor CUMMING what he spent his allowance on for the last three and a half years because I can tell you, over the last three and a half years, I calculate that Councillor CUMMING would’ve received around $70,000 in allowances. I would like to see him acquit every single dollar of it under Labor’s policy. I’d like to know what he spent that money on because in the end, I’ve been the LORD MAYOR for around six months. Councillor CUMMING has pocketed more money than any allowance that I’ve been paid.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Councillor CUMMING has pocketed more money than I have ever received as LORD MAYOR when it comes to that allowance and Labor and their hypocrisy is being exposed right now because their rule is the LNP should acquit, but we shouldn’t have to and Councillor CASSIDY, who has been—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order—
LORD MAYOR:
—the Leader of the Opposition for five minutes—
Chair:
—Councillor CASSIDY.

LORD MAYOR:
—he’s willing to—
Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order. Yes. I’ve acknowledged you.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
That’s been noted. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor CASSIDY is so generously willing to acquit the $5 that he might have been paid in allowances since he’s become Opposition Leader, yet he hasn’t asked Councillor CUMMING what those allowances were spent on for the last three and a half years.


So this is pure politics. It is pure hypocrisy. The reality is simple. This allowance has existed long before Councillor CASSIDY got here, long before I got here and in fact, has existed for the Lord Mayor since the very first Lord Mayor of Brisbane, William Jolly. So Labor is speaking with forked tongue here. They have absolute double standards. They see a cheap opportunity to try and score political points and they are going for it, simply because they do not have anything else. They do not have anything ideas. They do not have any policies, they do not have any vision, they do not have any plans for this city and all they have is an opportunity for personal tax, an opportunity to throw mud in the hope that some sticks and suddenly a strenuous objection to something that they have not had a concern about until a matter of days ago, until a matter of days ago.


So I’d simply say Councillor CUMMING, tell Councillor CASSIDY what you’ve spent every dollar of that allowance on for the last three and a half years and then we will give you some creditability but until you’re willing to do that, then really we should not really believe that your concern is genuine. So unfortunately we can’t support this proposed amendment because Councillor JOHNSTON is not willing to make a sensible and reasonable change.


As I said, it is reasonable to ask the tribunal to consider this but they also have to consider the costs of any changes as well because any change potentially would come with costs and as I said, there’s plenty of precedent, not just at Council but at other levels of government, where the cost of acquitting each expense far outweighs the allowance being paid and that’s not a sensible use of ratepayers’ money.


Now Councillor CASSIDY earlier on today asked have there been any private holidays with the allowance? Has he asked the same question of Councillor CUMMING? Has Councillor CUMMING gone on any private holidays? I would simply say this. Councillor CASSIDY, you’ve been getting paid as a Councillor since 2016, I think, is it? Yes. Your salary is paid for by ratepayers. Are you going to account for every single dollar of salary that you’ve been paid? Are you going to tell every ratepayer what you’ve spent every single dollar of salary on?


No one would expect you to do that but that is essentially where Labor is going with this and ultimately they’re not prepared to do it themselves with Councillor CUMMING and unfortunately I can say that we’re not prepared to support this motion.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY had a misrepresentation.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thank you, Chair.


Sergeant Schultz—I mean, the LORD MAYOR over there—just said that I wanted a system that only affected LNP Councillors. That is absolute rubbish. This amendment is very clear that it should, of course, include going forward the Leader of the Opposition as well, whoever that may be in this place at any particular time. It should cover all—
Chair:
Thank you.

Councillor CASSIDY:
—it should cover all Councillors.

Chair:
Yes. Alright.


Further debate to the amendment? 


There being no Councillors rising to their feet, Councillor JOHNSTON, do you wish to respond?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you.


I thank those people who contributed to the debate, however, LORD MAYOR, I’ve got a few minutes to speak now and I’m going to put on the record a few issues of concern and I urge you to reconsider your position.


Firstly, the motion before us today that I am attempting to amend by adding this clause, does not ask the remuneration tribunal to consider a review of superannuation. It directs them in the terms of reference to undertake a review that includes superannuation. Interestingly, you’ve padded it out with a number of other things which looks to me like you’re sending them a subtle message of offsetting against our salary increases by avoiding that.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Councillor JOHNSTON is imputing motive.

Chair:
I think that this is a sensitive topic and I think largely people have been pretty respectful. I think—Councillor JOHNSTON, I think that it would be in everyone’s best interests if you just stuck to the matter at hand, please. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
And I’m referring to the yellow highlighted sections in the terms of reference we were given today which includes—let me be clear—the purpose of this document is to clearly define the terms of reference for the 2019 Independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal. It specifically adds Council contributed superannuation. It doesn’t say and consider whether you’ll look at Council superannuation. It directs the tribunal to consider it. Now, the LORD MAYOR wants to make a distinction and say my amendment doesn’t say consider.


He’s trying to say that when the DEPUTY MAYOR tried it as well, he’s trying to say that my amendment says that they must undertake a course of action. That course of action is to include a system of public reporting and acquittal for any expense of office allowances. How they do it is completely a matter for them in exactly the same way as they are being asked—not asked—they’re being told that they must consider under the LORD MAYOR’s motion Council contributed superannuation.


There is absolutely no difference between the motion that I put forward and the LORD MAYOR’s motion. They do exactly the same thing. They list how this will be done to the tribunal, they make no reference to the way in which it should be carried out and it is appalling that the LORD MAYOR is seeking to make a distinction that is not apparent in his own motion before us today.


Let me be clear. We are being asked to approve the terms of reference. The terms of reference clearly direct the remuneration tribunal to undertake a review of superannuation. The amendment before us today simply asks them to look at establishing a public reporting and acquittal system for any expense of office allowance. How they do it is a matter for them. This LORD MAYOR is playing semantics and meanwhile the upshot of what he’s about to do is to ensure that he will continue to receive $100,000 in cash on a weekly basis with no questions asked.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Yes, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
This is very clearly about a review going to tribunal independently. The LORD MAYOR is not asking anyone. She is imputing motive again.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, can you just please focus your attention on the debate we’ve just had and the amendment that you’ve proposed, please?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s a matter of fact that the LORD MAYOR is being paid $100,000 in cash on a weekly basis and does not have to account for it. Why is the DEPUTY MAYOR trying to hide it? She gets just over $20,000 in cash in her bank account on a weekly basis and doesn’t have to account for it. And let me be clear, the motion before us today simply says the following. That the review and special meeting includes a system of public reporting and acquittal for any expense of office allowances.


That’s it. How hard is it for the LORD MAYOR to produce a receipt, to send it in to Councillor Support and to get reimbursed? Now, that would be the simple way to do it. We already do this. There’s 26 Councillors in here and they do it every day for us. Now, that’s just my view on how it should be done. I’m not directing the tribunal on how to do it and the upshot of this, and I’ll say it again, if the LORD MAYOR votes against it, the upshot is he will continue to receive $100,000 in cash, in a weekly instalment, in his bank account and he does not have to account for it in any way, shape or form. That is wrong.


I became aware of that last week and I am making a genuine effort as a Councillor to ensure that there is a system of public reporting and accountability for the expenditure of this allowance. I haven’t suggested it be cut. I haven’t suggested he shouldn’t get one. I’m simply saying that it’s public funds, it’s ratepayers funds and he should be able to account for it, as should every other Chairman in this place. Voting against this, LORD MAYOR, is a mistake, through you, Mr Chairman.


I urge you to reconsider in the next few minutes. The simple thing here is to refer this motion to the tribunal and allow them to consider it as part of their review. That is the way to do it. Whatever decision they make, they make. I can’t influence that and neither can you. But it would be wrong to stop this.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired.


Okay. Now, to the amendment. 

Amendment put:
The Chair put the motion for the amendment to the substantive motion to the Chamber resulting in it being declared lost on the voices.

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

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

NOES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amended motion? Anyone? Councillor SRI, are you standing to speak? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the amended motion and my message is quite simple tonight; give us all a massive pay cut. I think what’s been frustrating about this whole debate is that it’s been dancing around the core issue here, which is that all the Councillors in this place, including the LORD MAYOR, are paid far too much. We are all disgustingly overpaid and we need a massive pay cut of tens of thousands of dollars. 


What the LORD MAYOR and the Administration are doing here is trying to respond to public frustration that Councillors are overpaid, by making small tokenistic changes. I support these minor changes because they—they’re slightly better than the status quo but it’s a simple fact that Councillors are still paid far too much. The problem with that is that we lose touch with the needs of the most vulnerable members of our electorate. 


All the Councillors in this place, I’m sure, work very hard to find out what’s important to their residents and to understand their residents’ concerns but when is it—when a person is paid so much more than the residents they’re representing and the vast majority of members of society, they naturally over time are going to lose connection with the lived experiences and the material realities of the lowest income members of our society.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor SRI:
The public understands this. That’s why there’s so much public sentiment opposed to the idea of politicians on higher salaries but particularly here in Council, I think it’s problematic because it results in a situation where some Councillors, I’m not saying all Councillors but some Councillors put their hand up for these roles because the pay is so good, rather than because they are genuinely committed to community service. 


I’m sure there are many Councillors in here who put their hand up because they are genuinely committed to community service. I’m not saying that’s everyone but there is a serious problem here, where people consider a role in public office not out of a genuine commitment to public service but out of a desire for personal gain and that needs to change. 


It’s been really interesting to me to see over the last few years that often when I raise concerns about the cost of housing or the cost of public transport or even issues relating to State policy such as education and healthcare costs, some Councillors I’ve talked to have expressed surprise that those issues are of significant importance to a lot of residents. It’s as though those Councillors don’t understand what it’s like to be poor; they don’t understand what it’s like to struggle to make ends meet.


I know there are some Councillors in this place who do have those lived experiences and that’s important but unfortunately, not—that’s not the case for everyone. What’s particularly frustrating to me is that sure, the Councillors in this place might work hard but so do a lot of our other Council employees. So do our bus drivers, so do our cleaners. They work really hard as well and they’re not paid anywhere near as well as we are as Councillors. 


Are we saying that we’re better than those other workers? No, we’re not and I don’t understand why it’s such a crazy proposition to suggest that politicians should be paid less. Imagine what we could spend that money on if we all took a pay cut. Imagine if—sorry, let’s say the LORD MAYOR’s salary and the Chair’s salaries were all reduced to a hundred thousand a year; that’s still a heck of a lot more than the average wage. That’s still a lot more money than a lot of people in this city earn. 


Let’s say the Chair and the LORD MAYOR’s salaries were reduced to a $100,000 a year and the rest of the Councillors’ salaries were reduced to $90,000 a year. That’s still a pretty high income. That’s—$90,000, that’s—I’m not going to sneeze at that; that’s a lot of money. That’s a heck of—that’s a very big salary, in my view. 


If we cut the MAYOR and the Chair’s salaries to a $100,000 a year and cut the Councillors’ salaries to $90,000 a year, rough maths, that would save about $2.1 million a year; $2.1 million a year that we could put towards building domestic violence shelters, or that we could put towards affordable housing for people on low income. We could do a lot with that kind of money; I think that would be a better use of money. 


I think spending that $2.1 million a year on domestic violence shelters for vulnerable women would be a much better use of money than simply lining our pockets as Councillors. I’ve found it frustrating in my time as a Councillor that the suggestion that we should take a pay cut is dismissed so quickly and laughed off as though it’s a populist move that isn’t serious but I’m quite serious about this. I think we really need to grapple with the fact that we are paid way too much. 


I understand that in terms of this—there’s an independent tribunal that reviews Councillors’ salaries but we could make a strong statement, a clear statement that we support a reduction in pay. That would carry significant weight, both for the tribunal and for the public more generally. It’s an easy thing for us to do, to simply pass a motion that says, we support a pay cut. We don’t have to put—even have to put a figure on it, if we don’t want to. We could just say we support a significant pay cut—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor SRI:
—and I think that would be a good thing to do. I can hear some other Councillors in the Chamber scoffing but I think this is something we should seriously consider. When I tell people that I’m paid $150,000 a year, they are flabbergasted and they’re very surprised when they compare that to what they’re on, when they compare that to what other Council staff are on. I really don’t understand why this is such a strange proposition to the people in this Chamber. 


Yes, we work hard; yes, there are a lot of extra expenses when you’re attending long meetings and you don’t have time to cook your own meals and all that sort of stuff but taking lower pay would put us in better touch with the lived realities of people on lower incomes. I think when I’m in a Chamber that continually refuses to increase public funding for public housing, when I’m in a Chamber where we have to fight tooth and nail for even minor reductions in Council fees, where we still even charge fees to place—for transfers and holds on library books; I don’t understand. It’s just really strange and frustrating to me. 


My message is simple: let’s stop tinkering around the edges. Let’s ask for a massive pay cut and see how the tribunal responds to that. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor ALLAN. 

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair and it’s been a very interesting debate so far. I’m glad to hear that Councillor CASSIDY is prepared to support the amended motion. I do believe it’s the right way to move forward. I do, however, feel a fair degree of disappointment that Councillor CASSIDY’s taken the opportunity to use this really for a bit of political grandstanding. The ALP Councillors and in fact virtually every Councillor on the other Chamber, has sat through reviews in 2013, 2017, where the independent tribunal provided reports; not a whimper in terms of any proposed changes to those reviews; no specific commentary. So, to come out here today and grandstand like this just smacks of political grandstanding and I would say rank hypocrisy. 


At any rate, I’m glad that they are going to support the amended motion. I strongly believe that moving forward with a review and reactivating the independent tribunal is the way to go forward. I think the amended terms of reference provide them with the scope to do the review that they need to undertake.


In the context of Councillor SRI’s points, we work extremely hard. I—he made reference to hardworking Council workers and in particular, he mentioned bus drivers. I think everybody in this Chamber works hard and I think these things need to be seen in the context of how many hours we put in as Councillors. I don’t know how many hours Councillor SRI puts in but certainly myself and my colleagues put in a lot of time that takes us away from our families and that is the decision we make when we take on these roles. 


I do believe that people need to look at these levels of compensation in the context of the overall hours worked and the commitment to our communities. I am very hopeful that the whole Chamber gets behind this motion and supports it. I strongly believe it’s the best way forward and it will provide us with some clarity from an independent group. Thank you. 

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment? Excuse me, to the amended motion?


There being none, I’ll now put the amended motion. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the amended motion was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, the DEPUTY MAYOR and Councillor Adam ALLAN 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, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.
PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any petitions? 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

Deputy Mayor:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have a petition from 56 very happy residents in Mt Gravatt East of the land that we’ve bought at Nurran and Carrara Streets that would like the parcel of land called Carter’s Rest. 

Chair:
Anyone else? 

Councillor COOK?

Councillor COOK:
Thank you. I have a petition signed by 1,159 of my residents requesting an urgent upgrade of Riding Road and the intersection of Riding Road and Pashen Street. 

Chair:
Councillor DAVIS.

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. I have a petition from residents regarding the long-term preservation of 818 Rode Road bushland.

Chair:
Councillor ATWOOD. 
Councillor ATWOOD:
I have a petition requesting a left turn on a red light at the intersection of Stanton Road and Wynnum Road in Tingalpa. 

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN. 

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have a petition regarding traffic speed in Queens Road, Hamilton. 

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON: 
Yes, I have a petition from residents in Chelmer calling on Chelmer Street East in Chelmer to be reduced to 40 kilometres an hour to improve safety for residents and pedestrians and cyclists. 

Chair:
Councillor STRUNK?

Right, that’s everybody? 

Alright, can I please have a resolution. 

228/2019-20
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

	CA19/998700
	The Deputy Mayor, Krista Adams 
	Requesting Council name the parcel of land purchased by Council at 68 Carrara Street and 8 Nurran Street, Mt Gravatt East, as ‘Carter’s Rest’.

	CA19/998816
	Kara Cook 
	Requesting Council immediately reduce the speed limit on Riding Road (between Wynnum and Lytton Roads), Morningside, to 40 km/h; immediately install warning signs leading up to the pedestrian crossing on the corner of Riding Road and Pashen Street under the LED Road Signs program; and urgently design and install traffic signals and upgrade the intersection of Riding Road and Pashen Street in the 2019-20 financial year. 

	CA19/986256
	Kara Cook
	Requesting Council immediately reduce the speed limit on Riding Road (between Wynnum and Lytton Roads), Morningside, to 40 km/h; immediately install warning signs leading up to the pedestrian crossing on the corner of Riding Road and Pashen Street under the LED Road Signs program; and urgently design and install traffic signals and upgrade the intersection of Riding Road and Pashen Street in the 2019-20 financial year.

	CA19/982962
	Tracy Davis 
	Requesting Council purchase 818 Rode Road, Stafford Heights, through the Bushland Acquisition Levy to ensure the long term preservation of this area and to protect its biodiversity significance. 

	CA19/983000
	Lisa Atwood
	Requesting Council allow a left turn on a red light at the intersection of Stanton Road and Wynnum Road, Tingalpa. 

	CA19/998725
	David McLachlan 
	Requesting Council increase safety measures in Queens Road, Hamilton, by adding and narrowing chicanes, building up the edges; resurfacing the road; installing a speed bump and installing additional 40 km/h speed signage. 

	CA19/998737
	Nicole Johnston
	Requesting Council reduce the speed limit on Chelmer Street East, Chelmer, to 40 km/h to improve the safety of residents, pedestrians and cyclists in this busy street. 


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors, General Business—Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of a Councillor Conduct Review Panel Order? 

No? 

Are there any matters of General Business? 

Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. Mr Chairman, I rise to speak tonight in regards to the wonderful athletes that we have competing in our city for the INAS Global Games 2019. Mr Chairman, I had the privilege yesterday afternoon of spending time with some amazing and inspiring people who are the athletes who have come from 47 different countries. To see the level of sportsmanship that was exhibited, not only for their own team-mates but also across the board for all of the athletes, particularly the swimmers, it was wonderful to see. They were all celebrating each other’s ability; that ability to compete. 

At that time, 9.54pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair. 

Councillor OWEN:
There were some major acts of competitiveness and particularly when some races got down to the wire. I’m talking about swimming races that got down to five one-hundredths of a second last night; it was that close. The entire stadium at Chandler—the roar that you could hear from the supporters, from the teams, calling out, cheering those swimmers on, was absolutely wonderful for those swimmers in the pool. Because they were there as swimmers; as competitors, as elite athletes in their field. That’s what the INAS Global Games is all about; celebrating them, including them in the world of sport which they all truly love. 


One thing that was really interesting last night was we had the Australian 4 x 100 men’s relay team and Daniel Fox was able to present the medals to them. He was so excited when he was watching those guys in the pool, cheering them on and when they got over the line first with their gold, they were so ecstatic. I said to Daniel—I said, you’re going to be so happy presenting that medal to them and he said, yes, because they’re all my mates and I’m so proud of them.


That is what the games are all about and it was wonderful to see how the athletes all responded when they were welcomed into City Hall on the weekend. To have them in that one area, where we could see how excited they were as a group together; they shared the excitement, they shared the enthusiasm and they shared their love of sport. That was absolutely undeniable. I really would like to thank all of the people behind the scenes who have made the INAS Global Games a success. 


Not just because it’s held here in Brisbane but most importantly, because of what it means for all of those competitors, for how they are being supported to achieve their goals, their potential and celebrate their abilities. There are so many people that have worked behind the scenes and to take a group of athletes away for the global games is not just something you can say, we just need one coach to take a group of 20; it doesn’t happen like that. 


When you understand some of their individual requirements for travelling, you have to have many people on board. Those people, whether they’re volunteers, whether they’re supporters, whether they’re coaches, managers, coordinators, carers, family members, friends, other team mate supporters, volunteers, people working with INAS, people working here at Council who have been working extremely hard to make this a success; it is everybody combined as a team that have made the games a success for the competitors. 


Can I say to the LORD MAYOR, Lorri is now officially a limited edition. Lorri is actually completely sold out and so the only Lorri’s that will ever be floating around from last night onwards are the ones awarded during the medal presentation. As a mascot, Lorri has been extremely well received and we all know that the lorikeet is a very familiar sight around our City of Brisbane. 


I would like to say that it was conveyed to me last night about a lovely young athlete from the Faroe Islands and because she was the only competitor in her race, she had qualified so as the only competitor, it didn’t permit for a medal to be awarded. I think she was missing the fact that she would have received a Lorri, more so than she was focused on the medal but one of our young, male Australian swimmers, who had won a couple of medals at that point, gave her one of his Lorries, in a true act of sportsmanship. 


I think that tells a really big story about how they care for each other; they respect each other for their skills and abilities; they respect it from a position of sportsmanship and inclusion. To each and every one of the athletes that are here currently in our city and that will remain here for a few more days to come and hopefully a bit longer, I truly hope that you have enjoyed your time in Brisbane. I thank you for inspiring so many people. To everybody behind the scenes, thank you for supporting our participants in the games, because your efforts have truly made a difference. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor OWEN. 

Further business?

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks Mr Chair, I’ll try to keep it as brief as possible. I rise to speak about library fees and about the development application for 108 Lambert Street. Just on library fees, I’m raising this because a few residents asked me to look into it and I particularly want to draw it to the attention of Councillor MATIC but also to the LORD MAYOR. Currently, when you place a hold on a library book or you ask for a book to be transferred from one library to another, you’re charged a fee of 80 cents per book. 

Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor SRI:
I understand that that’s actually a legacy from a time when Council used to notify residents via mail, so the book would be—it would be placed on hold and they’d send you out a letter once the book was available. Or, the book would be—the transfer would go through and they would send you a letter, by post, once the book had made it to the library where you were going to pick it up. 


So, through you Mr Chair to Councillor MATIC, that fee only existed—that 80 cent fee existed because it represented the cost of sending out a printed letter to the resident who placed the hold or requested the transfer. Today, that’s no longer done; we just send out emails to residents who place holds and request transfers. So, there’s—actually, the fee that we’re charging residents doesn’t actually represent the cost of the hold or transfer, so there’s no strong reason in my view for that fee to continue to exist and as a matter of equity, it would seem to me logical that we scrap that fee. 


We’re only talking about 80 cents per book anyway, so the cost to Council is not significant but it is a major deterrent to residents and it’s a disincentive for those residents who use smaller libraries. for example, in my ward, we have the West End library; it’s a very small library; it doesn’t have a wide range of books. If residents go there and request a book, they’re told, you can request a book from another bigger library but you have to pay an 80 cent fee per book. 


That fee really adds up, particularly for lower incomes and if we’re committed to the principle that libraries are about ensuring equitable access to resources and books, then surely, we should be scrapping that fee. Because the practical effect of that fee for users of smaller libraries is that you have to pay 80 cents to borrow a book. That’s how it works out in practice for people who live close to those smaller libraries and don’t have the mobility or the capacity to access the larger regional libraries. 


So, it’s a very simple request; it should be a relatively small change to make, so Councillor MATIC, LORD MAYOR, please don’t delay on this one. It should be a simple good news story for you. It’s an old fee that should have been scrapped a long time ago. 


Turning to the DA for 108 Lambert Street, Kangaroo Point, I noted the LORD MAYOR’s response to my question in Question Time and I just want to emphasise that there’s a clear problem here with the mechanism, where LORD MAYOR, you’ve previously written to me and said that as each development application—development is undertaken, the Riverwalk would be completed. 


Now what’s being proposed as part of this DA is not that the Riverwalk will be completed but that the Council—that the land will be designated that the developer can’t build on it, creating an opportunity for Council to buy the land down the track. The problem with this approach is that it becomes significantly more expensive to build riverside footpaths once those big new developments have been built on that site.


I took your point earlier about the fact that sometimes leaving construction up to private developers and private body corporates doesn’t result in the best outcomes and I agree with that. My point is that any construction work of building riverside footpaths is going to be significantly cheaper and less disruptive if it occurs before the big towers are built. Otherwise, that construction work is going to have to occur from the riverside. We’re not talking here about floating walkways or big boardwalks that stretch out over the river, we’re talking about building concrete footpaths and railings on the actual riverbank. 


So, it’s essential that each development application, at the time that those buildings are constructed, that the footpaths along the river are completed at the same time. My view remains that Council should simply be acquiring all the land it needs along there and doing all the footpaths in one hit. There are only a few sections remaining and that would be the cheapest and quickest and most effective way to do things. 


If Council is adamant that it does not want to do the Riverwalk all in one go, at the very least, you should be requiring that as this DA for 108 Lambert Street is assessed, that you not only acquire the land but also complete the footpath at the same time. Thanks.

Deputy Chair:
Further business? 

Councillor ATWOOD.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise to speak about the great investment our LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, is making to support and grow local small businesses across our great city. We had three new initiatives announced earlier today from Councillor ADAMS which will see Brisbane become the most friendly small business city in Australia. My support comes from my experience before coming into Council as a small business owner myself and growing up in a small business household.


The Doboy Ward is home to hundreds of small businesses in services, retail and manufacturing. Naturally, a great number of these small businesses are family concerns and in talking to just a couple of them earlier today in Carina, they are very excited to see the Schrinner Administration adding further support to the lifeblood of local communities. Yes, adding, in addition to the $2 million cuts in fees and charges announced in the 2019-20 budget earlier this year. 


A very exciting project starting next week in my Ward of Doboy is the Village Precinct Project upgrade to Kenrose Street in Carina. I have loved getting out and about and speaking with residents and businesses about this exciting upgrade, as it is a much-loved shopping precinct. In fact, 119 residents and local businesses completed the online survey to have their say. Upgrades under the Village Precinct Project will include: footpath upgrades to improve accessibility; maintenance and visual amenities; pedestrian crossing upgrades; build-outs into the road carriageway, with tree planting and enhancing the visual and physical amenity, shade, traffic harmony and pedestrian safety; new and improved green beds with ground cover plantings and street furniture.


I again recognise and thank the locals of Carina for getting involved in this project through the quality feedback. It is just another real investment being made by the Schrinner-led Administration. I also thank the Council officers who have assisted in the planning and I thank the construction team who will be doing the hard, sweaty, dirty work between now and Christmas. 


For the Carina locals, businesses in Kenrose Street will continue to trade during the construction period so please continue to support them. Construction will primarily take place between 7pm and 5am, Sunday to Thursday, with an aim to keep disruption at a minimum. 


I look forward to joining my fellow residents of Doboy Ward to celebrate the completed revitalisation project in January. Thank you. 

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor ATWOOD. 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Deputy Chair. I rise to—tonight, to talk about a wonderful event that occurred in my ward in early September. This is something I would have spoken about before we went on recess, if we were given the opportunity; the Sandgate Youth Festival. The inaugural Sandgate Youth Festival went off with a bang on Saturday 7 September showcasing local talent, local businesses and our local community in what was a fantastic display of community support for local young and emerging artists.


I was proud to establish Sandgate Youth Festival alongside a local small business, Beat Connection—DJ and Live Music, to provide an avenue for young, up and coming musicians to get traction within the music business. With acts preceding the competition, the second half of the evening focused on eight musical acts that were hand-picked from performances at our annual Einbunpin Festival held in Sandgate. These eight acts fought it out in a competition for a prize of $500, a contract for one year of access to a streaming platform through GYROstream and industry mentoring. 


In the end, the band, Ten12, a band made up of four Aspley High students and former students, took out the prize to make their mark as the first act to win in the Sandgate Youth Festival. I’m very excited that we’ve established this brand-new festival that will no doubt help launch the careers of some amazing new Brisbane bands. The event was not only a great success for the acts themselves performing but also a win for the community; there were hundreds of people who attended the event, maintaining their enthusiasm for the performances on display throughout the entire evening. 


I’d like to thank the Sandgate and broader community for supporting this great new event, and supporting, most importantly, young musicians. The event would not have been a success without the local community’s support. I also want to thank the local businesses that gave up their Saturday evening to come and hold stalls at this event and provide food and entertainment options for attendees. 


Finally, I’d just like to thank our sponsors for the event; a huge thanks to Kuhn Corp Printing and Packaging, Stirling Hinchcliffe, the State Member for Sandgate, Anika Wells, Federal Member for Lilley, GYROstream and Dana Freer Designs, as well as Beat Connection—DJ and Live Music, as I mentioned earlier. Community events like this don’t just happen and as I mentioned, it takes community local business as well as those sponsors and of course an army of volunteers, most of which were from Aspley High. I give them a special shout-out. 


We are of course elected here to represent our constituents in this place and to also ensure that communities grow and prosper and are inclusive and supportive to those within. The Sandgate Youth Festival has done for this for my local community, especially our young people in the Deagon Ward and very pleased to say this festival will now become an annual event. 

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor CASSIDY. 

Further business?


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I just briefly want to table this, as requested.

Deputy Chair:
Certainly. Thank you, LORD MAYOR. 

Further business? 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM: 
Deputy Chair, I rise to speak regarding a community tree planting day that I was pleased to host at Greenslopes on Sunday. 

As a resident of Greenslopes, I was especially happy to take part in the event, which brought together our neighbourhood and saw over 160 trees added to the streets surrounding Thompson Estate Reserve. Thank you to over 100 volunteers who gave up their time and energy to help make our suburb a better place. In addition to tree planting, there was a native animal display, live music, food truck, games and a sausage sizzle from the Wishart Chester Scout Group. 


I want to give my thanks to Stephanie from—and the team—from Norman Creek Catchment Coordinating Committee, who were also there on Sunday, to talk to our community about getting involved to help look after our local waterways. All the new street trees were carefully chosen to suit the local area and as a thank you for participating, residents also got to take home their own free native plants. 


Trees planted included: lilly pillies; pink flowering bottle brush; tuckeroo, ivory curl, the Australian tulipwood and others. They add to approximately half a million street trees already across Brisbane. While I don’t need to explain the value and the virtue of continuing to add trees to our urban forest, by partnering with the community to plant them, I’m hoping that residents will develop friendships with these new leafy locals. This will lead to ownership of our street treescape. 


Over the next year, the trees will be visited 30 times for watering by Council to ensure these green investments become well established but with this extended dry weather, Deputy Chair, if you have a street tree near your home, whether it be new or old, I would encourage you to take a bucket into the shower, capture some extra drops that would otherwise go down the drain and pour that on your local street tree. 


I’d like to acknowledge the work by the dedicated Council officers in helping make the day possible. I thank the LORD MAYOR for attending, as well as Councillor HAMMOND and Councillor HOWARD for this practical initiative, which is making the Brisbane of tomorrow even better than the Brisbane of today. 

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor CUNNINGHAM. 

Is there any further business? 

Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on two matters, one about a man named David and one about a man named Jack. The first one is Canon David Garland. Some people in this room may know that name but many Australians don’t seem to know who he is. Canon David Garland was essentially the architect of Anzac Day. Believe it or not, one of the very first Anzac Days every held anywhere in the world was here in Brisbane. In fact, some people say, Brisbane was the home of Anzac Day. 


Canon Garland came from Ireland to Australia as David Garland before he fell into a crowd of ministers and decided he should become a minister, as well. Then at the outbreak of World War I, he went over to the Middle East with the Australian troops and pastored to Australian troops in the Middle East. He saw the devastation of war and when he came back, he decided, we should honour these troops. Before the war had even finished, Canon David Garland had established Anzac Day and obviously, the date chose itself, due to the Gallipoli invasion but it was Canon David Garland who decided we should have the ode and we should have the one minute of silence. All of this started in Brisbane. 


Canon David Garland was especially well-known in the Greek community because he did quite a lot of work in Greece and he was presented with what was called the Pectoral Cross. The Pectoral Cross is a cross that priests and so on wear around their chest, and in this Pectoral Cross was what is said to be a sliver of Jesus’ cross. It doesn’t matter if you’re not a religious type, that is a pretty amazing piece of history. 

Councillor interjecting.:
Councillor MACKAY:
So, he came back to Australia and the local Greek community in Brisbane, decided this Pectoral Cross that you were given does not meet the standards that you are owed, so they did a collection and they got some Queensland gold and some Queensland rubies from Rubyvale, up in North Queensland and they adorned this beautiful Pectoral Cross. This has been in the Garland family for generations since and last week, Canon Garland’s great nephew and his daughter visited Brisbane from England and they brought out the Pectoral Cross and showed it to me in Anzac Park at Toowong. I tell you, Chair, it is incredible. I had to put on the white gloves and there it was, a sliver of what is said to be Jesus’ cross—2,000 years old; that’s pretty amazing. 

Councillors interjecting.
Councillor MACKAY:
In Anzac Park last week, we had a tree planting ceremony to honour Canon Garland and the next day, we had another event at Anzac Park. People may know there is an overpass for pedestrians and cyclists from Anzac Park over to the Toowong Cemetery. That is now known as the Canon Garland Overpass and apparently, it’s quite a big deal to have a piece of road infrastructure named after a human being. So, we take that and we say, well done, Canon Garland. His death was 80 years ago on the day that we commemorated him in the park and he is buried in Toowong Cemetery. 


This is an amazing link, a link to history in our local area and I want to pay particular tribute to a man named Peter Collins, who leads the Canon Garland Memorial Group. Without Peter Collins’ input, none of this would have been possible. The memory of Canon Garland would start to dissolve away as just a distant memory. So, well done Peter and well done the other people in the memorial group for bringing this to the attention of not just Brisbane residents, not just Queenslanders but Australians. Hopefully, we get to see the Pectoral Cross donated to the Museum of Brisbane, which is the wish of the great nephew of Canon Garland. I for one would desperately like to see that happen. 


The second item I’d like to talk about is a man named Jack. Jack Ireland is 20 years old and lives just around the corner from me in St Lucia. Jack is competing at the INAS Games this week and he has a very full program, Chair. He’s doing, amongst other things, the 400 individual medley and, get this, the 200 metre butterfly; imagine doing 200 metres of butterfly. He does it in record time for himself and he’s planning on setting a personal best. 


So, Jack, if you don’t come back with a gold, that’s okay. If you don’t come back with a personal best, that’s fine, so long as you do your best, mate. Because I know you trained 40 hours a week in the St Lucia UQ pool. So, well done mate and carn Australia. Thank you, Chair. 

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor. 

Is there any further business? 

There being no-one rising to their feet, I declare the meeting closed. Thank you. 
QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston on 23 September 2019
Q1.
Please provide a list of locations by street and suburb names for City of Lights projects to be undertaken in 2019-2020?
Q2.
Please provide the cost/budget for each of the City of Lights projects to be undertaken in 2019-2020?
Q3.
Please provide a list of locations by street and suburb name for City of Lights projects that were rejected in 2019-2020?
Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (received on 10 October 2019)

Q1.
As of 30 September what is the total number of full time Brisbane City Council employees?
Q2.
As of 30 September what is the total number of part time Brisbane City Council employees?
Q3.
As of 30 September how many contractors are contracted by Brisbane City Council?
Q4.
By Ward how many banner poles have been erected and their locations?

Q5.
How many drones are currently in use by Brisbane City Council officers?

Q6.
How many hectares of bushland back burning has Brisbane City Council undertaken in the 2019/2020 financial year and previous 2 financial years?

Q7.
Please advise how many people applied to participate on the Community Planning Team for the Nathan, Salisbury, Moorooka Neighbourhood Plan.

Q8.
Please advise how many residents were accepted to participate on the Community Planning Team for the Nathan, Salisbury, Moorooka Neighbourhood Plan.

Q9.
Please advise how many developers and land industry representatives were accepted to participate on the Community Planning Team for the Nathan, Salisbury, Moorooka Neighbourhood Plan.
Q10.
Please complete the following table for the last six Neighbourhood Plans completed by Council:

	Name of Neighbourhood Plan
	No. of Submissions Received re the Plan
	No. of Changes Accepted
	No. of Changes Not Accepted

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q11.
Please complete the following table re the sponsorships of festivals and events over the last four years:

	Name of Event/ Festival
	Suburb Location
	Ward
	Cost

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q12.
Please list the bus services that will be either cut or changed as a result of the implementation of the Metro Project.

Q13.
Please complete the following table listing the suburban shopping centre improvements, Village Precinct Projects undertaken since 2008

	Location of Work
	Year of Work/s
	Ward
	Cost

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q14.
Please provide a breakdown of costs for the following civic functions held at City Hall over the last six months:

(a) Induction of new Councillor for Doboy Ward

(b) Induction of new Councillor for Coorparoo Ward

(c) Induction of new Councillor for Carindale Ward

(d) Induction of new Councillor for Marchant Ward

(e) Induction of new Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward

(f) Induction of new Lord Mayor
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 10 September 2019)
(All questions, 1-15 below relate to the proposed Moggill Rd and Coonan St intersection upgrade – concept design options)

Q1.
What is the current AM peak hour traffic time estimate for vehicles heading northbound on Coonan St now?
A1.
Based on preliminary traffic modelling, the current average travel time for vehicles travelling north during AM peak along Coonan Street, between Allwood Street and Waverley Road, is 1 minute and 6 seconds.

Q2.
What is the estimated AM peak travel time detriment to Coonan St traffic heading northbound if Option A is implemented?

A2.
Based on preliminary traffic modelling, (between Allwood Street and Waverley Road) the increase in travel time is 25 seconds in AM peak (inbound).

There is a benefit of 12 seconds in the PM peak (outbound).

Q3.
What is the estimated AM peak travel time saving to Coonan St traffic heading northbound if Option B is implemented?

A3.
Based on preliminary traffic modelling, (between Allwood Street and Waverley Road) there is a benefit of 8 seconds in the AM peak (inbound) and a benefit of 16 seconds in the PM peak (outbound).
Q4.
What is the proposed traffic light timing length for right hand turns from Coonan St into Moggill Rd east-west traffic light timing versus Moggill Rd?

Q5.
What is the proposed traffic light timing for right hand turns from the Coonan St bridge into the Moggill Rd slip lane in Option B? 

Q6.
What is the proposed traffic light timing for right hand turns from the Moggill Rd slip lane into the Coonan St bridge into in Option B? 

A4. to A6.

This will be determined once a preferred option is selected and detailed design is undertaken and completed. As with all upgrades, traffic signal phasing will be coordinated with signals at other intersections to ensure efficient traffic flow.

Q7.
Is the Moggill Rd slip lane from the bridge in Option B two lanes? If so how long is the merge along the slip lane?

A7.
Yes, the two lanes will then merge into one lane, before merging into the main body of Moggill Road. The length of the merge lanes will be developed during detailed design in accordance with AustRoads and Council guidelines to enable traffic to accelerate to a suitable speed for a smooth merge.

Q8.
In Option B, how many lanes are there east of the proposed bridge along the main section of Moggill Rd?

A8.
Two.
Q9.
With respect to Option B, is the southbound lane of Coonan St two lanes or one south of Keating St?

A9.
Two.
Q10.
Will the exit from the strip shopping centre shown on both Option A and B be controlled by traffic lights? If not, by what signage?

A10.
The final layout of the access arrangements will be determined after the preferred option is selected as part of the detailed design.
Q11.
How will traffic heading northbound along Coonan St access the strip shopping centre if Keating St is closed to right turns?

A11.
There are a range of alternative routes to access Indooroopilly Central with either option. The final layout of the access arrangements will be determined after the preferred option is selected as part of the detailed design.
Q12.
There does not appear to be any provision for cyclists along Coonan St? How do the bike paths, if any, connect to Moggill Rd? What alternate cycling access has been provided along other parallel streets if not on Coonan St? Are protected on or off road cycling paths proposed for the project? 

A12.
The constraints and topography on Coonan Street restrict the ability to install on road and off road bicycle facilities without further significant land resumptions. Additional design and on-site investigations will be undertaken to inform possible options for active transport through the area, such as further cyclist facilities on nearby local roads as part of detailed design once a preferred option is selected.
Q13.
The Lord Mayor promised the project would fix Coonan St but the project does not include any upgrades south of Keating St, such as the single lane sections of Coonan St or the diabolical Westminster intersection? Why not?

A13.
Council is undertaking this project to benefit not just Indooroopilly but the wider network and once a preferred option is selected and detailed design is completed, further information including for these streets will be provided to the local community.
Q14.
Will the surplus land around the intersection upgrade be converted to parkland or for community use? 

Q15.
Is Council planning to sell or develop the surplus land around the intersection upgrade for residential, commercial, or other for-profit purposes?

A14. and A15.

A decision on the future use of the remaining land will occur following a preferred option being selected and detailed design being undertaken and completed. Much of the remanent land will be road reserve, which is not owned by Council. The Indooroopilly Centre Neighbourhood Plan does not envisage any residential development on this site.

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (from meeting on 10 September 2019)

Q1.
Please advise the number of bookings for each of Council’s 24 hirable community halls for each of the last five financial years:

	2018-19
	2017-18
	2016-17
	2015-16
	2014-15

	
	
	
	
	


A1.

	Community Halls Bookings

	Hall Name
	2014-15
	2015-16
	2016-17
	2017-18
	2018-19

	Acacia Ridge Hall
	563
	745
	991
	802
	1000

	Annerley Hall
	687
	662
	476
	506
	703

	Bracken Ridge Hall
	708
	997
	981
	756
	925

	CJ Greenfield Hall
	456
	473
	421
	479
	400

	Forest Lake Hall (opened in 2015‑16)
	-
	695
	1339
	917
	810

	Grange Community Hall (transferred to Council in 2018-19)
	-
	-
	-
	-
	206

	Hamilton Town Hall
	649
	665
	751
	729
	880

	Jagera Hall (community lease began in 2015-16)
	479
	106
	-
	-
	-

	Maida Lilley Meeting Rooms (bookings transferred to Community Facilities and Venues in 2017‑18)
	-
	-
	-
	617
	682

	Moorooka Hall
	358
	929
	932
	902
	965

	New Inala Hall
	728
	807
	680
	733
	923

	Northgate Hall
	551
	491
	386
	459
	718

	Old Inala Hall
	578
	723
	642
	569
	713

	Randall Art Studio (bookings transferred to Community Facilities and Venues in 2017-18)
	-
	-
	-
	271
	356

	Sandgate Town Hall
	1016
	1024
	1055
	1149
	1417

	St Lucia Community Hall (opened in 2018-19 following refurbishment)
	-
	-
	-
	-
	196

	Sunnybank Community Centre (bookings transferred to Community Facilities and Venues in 2018-19)
	-
	-
	-
	-
	247

	Sunnybank Hall
	965
	892
	981
	898
	1052

	Toombul Shire Hall
	786
	745
	469
	853
	942

	Toowong Meeting Place
	156
	207
	531
	1546
	615

	Upper Mt Gravatt Progress Hall
	766
	892
	837
	862
	908

	Upper Kedron Community Hall
	453
	445
	335
	427
	712

	Wynnum Community Centre (opened in 2015-16 following refurbishment)
	-
	385
	1174
	981
	1203

	Wynnum Municipal Hall
	1077
	1212
	983
	876
	752

	Zillmere Hall
	628
	590
	579
	600
	864

	Total number of bookings
	11604
	13685
	14543
	15932
	18189


Q2.
Please provide the names and addresses of the “more than 20 parks offering BMX facilities in Brisbane” as per page 123 of the Annual Report.

	Park Name
	Address

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


A2.

	Park Name
	Address

	Alfred & Lucinda Best Park
	89 Payne Road, The Gap

	Amazons Place Park
	60 Thomas Macleod Avenue, Sinnamon Park

	Arbor Street Park
	1200 Samford Road, Ferny Grove

	Bowman Park
	247 Simpsons Road, Bardon

	Bracken Ridge BMX facility
	Corner of Telegraph Road and Lemke Road, Fitzgibbon

	Bridge Street Park
	39 Bridge Street, Red Hill

	Chelmer Recreation Reserve
	83 Oxley Road, Chelmer

	Coolabah Crescent Park
	27A Coolabah Crescent, Bridgeman Downs

	D.M. Henderson Park
	434 McCullough Street, Macgregor

	Goodwin Park
	230 Brisbane Corso, Yeronga

	Greenways Esplanade Park
	30 Greenways Esplanade, Parkinson

	Kianawah Road Park (no. 330)
	1908 Wynnum Road, Wynnum West

	Mercer Park
	150 Shaw Road, Wavell Heights

	Monier Road Park
	52 Monier Road, Darra

	Muriel Avenue Park
	70 Muriel Avenue, Moorooka

	Nudgee Recreation Reserve
	290 Elliott Road, Nudgee

	Robert Mitchell Park
	126 Ryhill Road, Sunnybank Hills

	Ross Park
	1018 Sandgate Road, Nundah

	Sumners Road (no. 529)
	529 Sumners Road, Riverhills

	Sunset Park
	105 Barnett Road, Bardon

	Wittonga Park
	98 Hilder Road, The Gap


Q3.
How many new sporting fields with artificial turf will to be installed across Brisbane in the next 12 months?

A3.
Perry Park, Bowen Hills 

Sunnybank Community Centre
Q4.
How many new council park barbecues across Brisbane have no accessible water for residents to clean them after use?

A4.
All new barbecues registered in Council’s asset information system since 1 January 2017 have a tap within 100 metres.
Q5.
Which council libraries are due to be upgraded in this financial year 2019/20 and in the new financial year 2020/21?

A5.
2019/20:

Ashgrove 

Stones Corner 

Sandgate 

Bracken Ridge 

2020-21:

Locations are yet to be determined.
Q6.
Is there any private or public land that needs to be secured for the proposed intersection upgrade of Pine Road, Archerfield Road and Azalea Street, Richlands so that lights can be installed?

A6.
Yes.
Q7.
What criteria is used to determine when a Council park needs to have amenities installed or upgraded?

A7.
There are various criteria which determine the installation of Council amenities. They include:

-
The Desired Standards of Service in the Local Government Infrastructure Plan, which identifies types of infrastructure required for the park type and hierarchies.

-
The Infrastructure Design Planning Scheme Policy, which is included in City Plan 2014.

-
Community consultation can also add weight to the inclusion of amenities.

-
Assessment of the park network and potential need. This considers:

-
current need

-
potential for increased need as a result of a park upgrade

-
potential future need 

-
Potential impacts on neighbouring dwellings, particularly in regards to placement within the park.

-
Regarding public toilets, the Public Toilet Design Guidelines illustrate the issues involved when providing public toilets and how Council addresses these issues. More information can be found at: https://www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/community-and-safety/community-safety/personal-safety/safety-initiatives

Similarly, upgrading amenities relies on various criteria. They include:

-
Assessments are undertaken in accordance with Asset Management Plans to determine if upgrade or replacement is required.

-
Results from surveys and condition audits which take into account the appropriate Australian Standards at that time

-
Surveys / condition audits identify risks and are used to develop capital schedules and guide maintenance upgrades. (e.g. replacement tap and handles)

-
Information provided from local Councillors, the community, customer satisfaction surveys and customer feedback to council via CMX etc.
Q8.
Please detail any ratepayer-funded legal advice provided to Councillors this financial year, the name of the Councillor, cost of the advice and reason for the advice.

	Name of Councillor
	Cost of Advice
	Reason for Advice

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Q9.
Please detail any ratepayer-funded legal advice provided to Councillors in the 2018/19 financial year, the name of the Councillor, cost of the advice and reason for the advice.

	Name of Councillor
	Cost of Advice
	Reason for Advice

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Q10.
Please detail any ratepayer-funded legal advice provided to Councillors in the 2017/18 financial year, the name of the Councillor, cost of the advice and reason for the advice.

	Name of Councillor
	Cost of Advice
	Reason for Advice

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Q11.
Please detail any ratepayer-funded legal advice provided to Councillors in the 2016/17 financial year, the name of the Councillor, cost of the advice and reason for the advice.

	Name of Councillor
	Cost of Advice
	Reason for Advice

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


A8. to A11.

Council does not provide individual legal advice to Councillors.
RISING OF COUNCIL:

10.20pm.

PRESENTED:





and CONFIRMED
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     CHAIR
Council officers in attendance:

Julie Park (Acting Senior Council and Committee Officer)

Victor Tan (Council and Committee Officer)

Billy Peers (Personal Support Officer to the Lord Mayor and Council Orderly)
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