MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS

The 4625 meeting of the Brisbane City Council,

Held via Videoconference
on Tuesday 11 August 2020
at 2pm

Prepared by: 

Council and Committee Liaison Office
[image: image1.emf]City Administration and Governance 

TABLE OF CONTENTS

iTABLE OF CONTENTS


1PRESENT:


1OPENING OF MEETING:


1MINUTES:


2PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:


4QUESTION TIME:


18CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS:


20ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE


38A
REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 9 JULY 2020


38B
HOWARD SMITH WHARVES – LAND TENURE ARRANGEMENTS FOR FERRY TERMINAL


41C
LEASE OF PREMISES FOR THE CENTENARY COMMUNITY HUB


42CITY PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE


43A
PRESENTATION – DEVELOPMENT SERVICES – ECONOMIC RECOVERY INITIATIVES


45B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE REQUEST TO CHANGE THE CONDITIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR 559-571 OLD CLEVELAND ROAD AND 5 PRINCESS STREET, CAMP HILL (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005247703)


47PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT COMMITTEE


55A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BRISBANE BUS NETWORK: BUS NETWORK PERFORMANCE DURING THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC


58B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INVESTIGATE AND IMPLEMENT AS A MATTER OF URGENCY, OPTIONS FOR STREETS THROUGHOUT THE CITY AND SUBURBS FOR SAFER ROAD AND FOOTPATH USE DURING COVID-19


60INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE


64A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – MANUAL OF UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES – APPLICATION WITHIN COUNCIL


65B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCREASE THE PARKING TIME LIMIT IN EDITH STREET, WYNNUM, BETWEEN BAY TERRACE AND TINGAL ROAD, TO ALLOW ONE-HOUR PARKING


67C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCREASE THE PARKING TIME LIMIT IN WYNNUM CENTRAL TO AT LEAST ONE HOUR, OR RETURN IT BACK TO TWO HOURS OUTSIDE SPECIFIC BUSINESSES


70D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCREASE THE PARKING TIME LIMIT IN EDITH STREET, WYNNUM, BETWEEN BAY TERRACE AND TINGAL ROAD, TO ALLOW TWO-HOUR PARKING


72E
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL TRAFFIC LIGHTS, PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS, OR SPEED BUMPS AT THE INTERSECTIONS OF ADAMS STREET, LOFTUS STREET AND BARCLAY STREET, DEAGON


75ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE


77A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – COMPLETED PARK PROJECTS 2019-20


80B
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF A SECTION OF BILL HEWITT RESERVE, CAMP HILL, TO ‘HANNAH’S PLACE’ IN MEMORY OF HANNAH CLARKE


81C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REMOVE 11 BUSH TURKEYS FROM ROCKINGHAM STREET, MT GRAVATT


83D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL PROVIDE A SEGREGATED SMALL DOG AREA WITHIN THE DOG OFF-LEASH AREA IN MULBEAM PARK, BOONDALL


84CITY STANDARDS, COMMUNITY HEALTH AND SAFETY COMMITTEE


86A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – CASTLEMAINE STREET STAGE 1 WITH THE MUD CAT


87B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ALLOW MISSY MAE’S TO CONTINUE TRADING AT 17 ORONTES ROAD, YERONGA, ON A WEEKLY BASIS WITHOUT INTERRUPTION


89C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REMOVE ALL PEACOCKS FROM MACKENZIE AND RELOCATE THEM TO A SUITABLE WILDLIFE REFUGE, AND DIRECT RESIDENTS TO NOT FEED NATIVE ANIMALS IN THE AREA


90D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL TAKE ACTION TO ENSURE A NEIGHBOURHOOD DOG AT 65 NORMAN STREET, DEAGON, STOPS BARKING AND HOWLING


92E
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL STOP THE REMOVAL OF A TREE AT 56 AND 58 ALPHA STREET, TARINGA


94COMMUNITY, ARTS AND NIGHTTIME ECONOMY COMMITTEE


100A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – CITY AQUATICS


101B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL CONTINUE TO SUPPORT DRAG QUEEN STORYTIME


103C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT PUBLIC LIBRARIES ARE NO LONGER USED FOR DRAG QUEEN STORYTIME


104D
PETITION – REQUESTING LORD MAYOR ADRIAN SCHRINNER APOLOGISE TO THE LGBTQIA+ COMMUNITY


105E
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT LGBTIQ+ PROGRAMS BE BANNED FROM BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL LIBRARIES


107FINANCE, ADMINISTRATION AND SMALL BUSINESS COMMITTEE


115A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION AND REPORT – NET BORROWINGS – CASH INVESTMENTS AND FUNDING FOR THE JUNE 2020 QUARTER


116B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCLUDE A NEW PREREQUISITE RULE FOR CREATING PETITIONS ON THE BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL WEBSITE TO COINCIDE WITH THE ANTI-DISCRIMINATION ACT 1991


117C
PETITION – REQUESTING THE USE OF COUNCIL LAND ADJOINING BULIMBA STATE SCHOOL


118D
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT ALL ELECTED OFFICIALS (FROM COUNCILLOR TO LORD MAYOR) TAKE A 30% PAY CUT, AND TO MAKE ALL ALLOWANCE EXPENDITURE SUBJECT TO A COMMITTEE REVIEW AND FULL PUBLIC DISCLOSURE


120PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:


121GENERAL BUSINESS:


124QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:


128ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:




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)
Greg ADERMANN (Pullenvale)

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

Vicki HOWARD (Central) 
Steven HUANG (MacGregor)
Sarah HUTTON (Jamboree)

Sandy LANDERS (Bracken Ridge)
James MACKAY (Walter Taylor) 
Kim MARX (Runcorn)

Peter MATIC (Paddington)

David McLACHLAN (Hamilton)

Ryan MURPHY (Chandler)
Angela OWEN (Calamvale)

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. 
Councillors, are there any apologies? 
I see no apologies. 
Councillors, Minutes, please.
MINUTES:

31/2020-21
The Minutes of the 4624 meeting of Council held on 4 August 2020, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Sarah HUTTON.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Chair:
Councillors, I draw to your attention agenda item Public Participation. 
Today we have Dr Nick Foulds who will be addressing us on inclusion of a bouldering facility in the Victoria Park renovation project. 
Is Dr Foulds with us? He is being admitted to the room. Here he is. 
Welcome, Dr Foulds, you have five minutes. 
Please proceed when you are ready.

Dr Nick Foulds – Inclusion of a bouldering facility in the Victoria Park renovation project
Dr Nick Foulds:
Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR and Councillors, do you know that over 1,000 people have signed a petition in support of my presentation to this talk? I put a petition together more than a month ago and have had overwhelming support from the climbing community. 

I want to talk to you about bouldering, in particular. This is a form of rock climbing that involves climbing boulders rather than cliffs—most participants do do both, but it is a growing, burgeoning sport within itself. It, at its harder levels, requires strength, mental agility and fortitude and technical prowess. I’m here to ask you, the Council, to consider the inclusion of several large boulders, between two and six-metres tall, into the Victoria Park renovation project.

You have an opportunity here to create a piece of the future that would, after initial cost, not only cost nothing to upkeep but also be regarded as a world-class and leading facility by the climbing community world-wide. Obviously, the more boulders that were included in this the better this facility would be. There are several boulders available for climbing in other world cities such as London and New York, but they were never designated as bouldering specific areas. The rocks in New York were just part of the area in Central Park that happened to be there, and they get heaps of traffic regularly. You just need to search YouTube to see the popularity of them. 

The two boulders in the parks in London are actually two separate parts of one art exbibit that was put in place at some point, and they see a lot of traffic themselves as well. But, to my knowledge, none of these, as I said, were specifically put in place for bouldering as an actual activity. If you purposefully create a bouldering facility in Victoria Park, I believe it may well be the first of its kind in a major city in the world. Hashtag #bouldering on Instagram has 3.9 million posts. This is not a small thing that’s going to go away. People like Zac Efron, Jared Leto, Jason Momoa and Brie Larson all do it, and promote its uptake. 

Bouldering is a sub-discipline of rock climbing, as I’ve already mentioned, and in recent years a sport climbing itself and other forms of climbing is one of the fastest growing sports in the world, and as soon as the Olympics do actually happen, will be an Olympic event, including bouldering as a sub-discipline as one-third of that event of climbing.

I believe this petition to have been so successful because climbers in Brisbane have an excellent community which is welcoming and finds new people gaining access to that community on a regular basis. A lack of outdoor bouldering in the city itself is probably another reason why I believe this petition that I’ve created to have been so successful.

There are excellent indoor facilities in Brisbane which, no doubt, would benefit economically from a further boost to grassroots uptake as a result of putting these boulders in and around the park. The economic perks would also, I believe, fall to other areas of the local community, including people like local climbing guides, caravan parks, camp sites and the outdoor retailers in Brisbane itself as well. So, this would not only be a boon locally to small climbing community individuals but also to the economic vices that stimulate from that.

Obviously, the most blatant benefits of bouldering is the fitness aspect. Health and wellbeing benefits are reaped from being a regular climber, no doubt about it. The sport doesn’t feel like a workout either, which is a major participation problem for things like gyms, because as soon as you’re there lifting a weight over and over, and you get bored of it. In bouldering, this isn’t the case. It’s mentally stimulating. 

It’s a problem solving aspect as well, which means it’s much, much better in regards for participant adherence, and that in itself increases the sticking to the exercise, which means that obesity and overweight individuals that might start participating in this are much more likely to stick with it and, in the long term, lose weight. The same goes for anorexic and bulimic individuals, for example, who are likely to bulk up as a result of undertaking this, both of which are problems in gym uptake with those particular categories.

When you climb, you don’t just help your body get fitter. You don’t even realise you’re doing it. It helps you meditate as well, so it’s very good for mental and sort of depression/anxiety aspects. Obesity, as I said, being a major health concern, this is something that will really benefit from that, if you do get people uptake. Lastly, LORD MAYOR SCHRINNER, in your Victoria Park—

Chair:
Dr Foulds, I appreciate that you are concluding, but your time has expired. Thank you for your time. 


Can I please invite Councillor CUNNINGHAM to respond to you?

Response by Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thank you, Chair, and thank you for addressing Council today, Nick, with regards to bouldering and your desire for it to be included in our transformation of Victoria Park. I acknowledge that you generated 1,000 signatures in support of this, and that’s no small feat in itself. 

As Chair of Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, I’m responsible for ensuring that the Victoria Park project—and make sure that we enhance this significant public open space. Importantly, we want to make sure there is greater community use and access to this inner-city land. As part of our vision and our planning, we’ve been involving the community every step of the way, and residents have come up with some really interesting concepts, including suggestions for adventure and recreation, just like bouldering. 

As you appreciate, there are many steps in the process to transform the golf course. The first round of consultation generated some great ideas that formed the Draft Vision, and the second round of consultation with local residents closed at the end of last month. Your input has been received, and it, along with other feedback, is currently being considered. 

As Parks Chair, I’m always looking at ways to diversify the experiences on offer at our parks right across the city. We’ve always said that Victoria Park will have something for everybody. That includes potential ideas for nature-based recreation. From here, we’re taking on board the ideas and proposals generated through the Draft Vision, and we’re moving into a process of master-planning. 

The LORD MAYOR and this Administration is strongly committed to the project, and you’ll be hearing more about it in coming months. We’ve allocated over $3 million this year to get on with the job, as part of our $83 million, four‑year commitment to bring the community ideas to life. Victoria Park will be an asset for our city’s generations for years to come. Just as South Bank has, since it was first created all those years ago, Victoria Park will evolve as the city also evolves around it.

While we talk about things like final visions, the truth is Victoria Park, like other major parklands, will begin to change and adapt. 

Thank you for taking the initiative to advocate on behalf of Brisbane’s bouldering community, and for presenting today. I’m sure regular climbers are grateful for your efforts. Thank you.

Chair:
Thank you, Dr Foulds, for your time today and for coming to speak with us. Thank you.

Dr Nick Foulds:
Thank you.

QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
Councillors, now begins Question Time. Are there any questions—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

32/2020-21

At that juncture, Councillor Jared CASSIDY moved, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That the LORD MAYOR stops spending public money on marketing, research and surveys, and puts those public funds towards shovel-ready projects to boost Brisbane’s economic recovery.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, three minutes to urgency, please.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. This matter is particularly urgent because it’s just come to light within the last week that this Administration spent $800,000 of public money, of ratepayers’ money, on marketing research in the lead-up to the last Council election. We know that, given this Administration’s track record, that an enormous amount of money will continue to be used on things like marketing and research and marketing of themselves over the next year, Chair. 


So, what this urgency motion is all about is redirecting those funds to a genuine COVID-19 recovery, which is something that Brisbane residents are already crying out for, and are crying out for the leadership that this LORD MAYOR should be giving, and will increasingly be doing that as the months roll on, Chair.


So, we know that this Administration has spent this amount of money to date, and we know that they will continue to spend money, a useless waste of money, on marketing research. So, the LORD MAYOR was given the opportunity to show leadership in the last week on this matter, and he squibbed it, as usual, Chair—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, can you please just bring your comments back to urgency. It’s something we discuss often, but I believe you’ve moved to substance, and I’d like to draw you back to urgency, please. 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Well, thank you, Chair. It’s urgent that this Chamber, via Zoom, shows the leadership today, and stops this waste of money that the LORD MAYOR refuses to show. That’s why it’s urgent today, Chair. It’s particularly urgent at the moment for the Brisbane economy because we know that spending money on things like marketing research is not a good use of money. We need to deal with this as a Council. 

People are looking to civic leaders for leadership at the moment, and what they’re seeing from the Brisbane City Council under Adrian SCHRINNER unfortunately is leaving a lot to be desired, Chair. So, we think this money needs to stop being spent today on marketing and research, for political purposes, no less, and spent on infrastructure that will support the COVID-19 economic recovery that we need to see, Chair. 

This matter is urgent because the Brisbane economy is already coughing and spluttering, and it’s about to stall. Chair, we need to be spending every public dollar in the best possible way to rebuild the economy and spending this amount of money on research and marketing is perhaps the worst possible use of ratepayer money right now. 
Chair: 
I will now put the matter of urgency.
The Chair submitted the motion for the suspension of the Standing Rules to the Chamber and it was declared lost on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Kara COOK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared lost.
The voting was as follows:

AYES: 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: 20 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

Chair:
Councillors, I now open Question Time. 


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


Councillor ATWOOD, sorry, I couldn’t see your hand. 

Councillor ATWOOD.

Question 1
Councillor ATWOOD:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. 

Can you please give an update to the Chamber on the ferries that were recently taken off the Brisbane River due to safety concerns?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and through you, Mr Chair, thank you to Councillor ATWOOD for that question. 

As you rightly pointed out, the monohull ferries were taken off the river recently for safety concerns, and I have to say that we did the right thing at the time, and as more and more information comes to light, that decision clearly was the right one to make. But, I have committed to the people of Brisbane that we would return services as soon as we can, and we are working very hard to deliver that outcome.


Last week we announced that CityCat services will be stopping at the Holman Street terminal at Kangaroo Point for the very first time ever, and those services are now stopping at Holman Street, and there’s been some really positive feedback about that. I know that many of the residents in Kangaroo Point would like to see that continue on, and obviously that’s something that we’ll consider. But, in the meantime, the top priority is to make sure we give them a level of service that, even though they’re quite close to the CBD, there was no direct access until we instated the CityCat services from Holman Street.


I can announce today that, through our ongoing work on the ferries and inspections, making sure that we get to the bottom of any safety concerns or issues that arise, we’ve identified that one of the boats, Kalparrin, which is one of the monohull ferries, will be in a position to go back into service in the very near future. I have instructed for that vessel to be put back as soon as it is ready to go back into service on the Bulimba to Teneriffe Cross River route. So, I know Councillor COOK and Councillor HOWARD will be happy to see that occur.


At this stage, I anticipate that that will occur early next week, and obviously in the meantime we’re continuing to work to make sure that the vessel is ready to re‑enter service, and once again this is indicative of our commitment to restoring services to benefit the people of Brisbane.


Now, I do once again apologise for the inconvenience that a number of residents have experienced as a result of the pause to services that has occurred, but as I have stated repeatedly, I do not apologise, and I can’t apologise for putting safety first. 

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
LORD MAYOR, will you take a question about the reinstatement of the ferries?

Chair:
No, no, that is not how we present questions. But also, this is Question Time, so if you have that question, please use it at the appropriate time in the session. 


LORD MAYOR—

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
No, I appreciate that, but also there are hopefully nine questions today, and I hope that you get an opportunity to ask that. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Look, this is Question Time, Councillor COOK. You can ask me a question in Question Time, that’s no problem, but I’m actually answering a question at the moment. In relation to the reintroduction of Kalparrin, this vessel is in the best condition out of all of the vessels, and a big part of that is that, unlike the other monohull vessels, this one has a steel hull. The other vessels are wooden vessels, and as Councillors are aware, we had concerns about deterioration in those vessels. 

Kalparrin is a steel hull vessel, the only one of the monohulls that is constructed from steel, and with some relatively minor work, will be ready to go in service, hopefully next week, to transport passengers across the river into Teneriffe and also linking in with CityCat services as well, and linking in with the CityGlider services and the Riverwalk and the other great facilities that that particular part of Brisbane links into. 

So, I’m very pleased to be able to be, as we promised, putting back services as soon as it is safe to do so, as soon as it is possible to do so. I also wanted to flag as well, Mr Chair, that today I will be tabling some important information in relation to the ferries. I anticipate doing that in my E&C (Establishment and Coordination Committee) report a bit later on. But I have some more important information to brief Councillors on, and I look forward to going into further detail about that information in my E&C report. 

But, certainly, getting another Cross River service back up and running is a positive thing, and it builds on the work that we’ve done in support of Kangaroo Point residents last week in introducing those CityCat services to Holman Street. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair; my question is to the Mayor. 

Chair:
I just have to stop you there. 


I apologise to Councillor CASSIDY; your screen froze. You’ll have the next Opposition question. 


Councillor SRI.

Question 2

Councillor SRI:
Thanks. To the Mayor: Council officers have advised Council’s Public and Active Transport Committee that COVID-19 has led to an overall decrease in public transport fare revenue to the State Government, which means that the State is also expecting significantly less fare revenue from Council run by services over the coming months. 

Officers have also confirmed that encouraging more peak hour public transport commuters to switch to travelling off-peak would help even out the load on the network, and give commuters more space to sit apart from one another, which would be particularly helpful in reducing the risk of spreading COVID-19. Unsurprisingly, officers agree that, making transport free off-peak would encourage many more peak hour commuters to switch to travelling off-peak when many of our bus services are running well under capacity.

So, in light of this, will you commit to approaching Minister Mark Bailey to negotiate an agreement for free off-peak bus trips for everyone, similar to the free off-peak travel currently enjoyed by seniors? Can you commit to raising this seriously with the Minister and initiating a productive conversation about whether any potential benefits of universal free off-peak travel would outweigh the lost revenue?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR. 

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor SRI, for the question, through you, Mr Chair, and look, it is an interesting question, and I certainly don’t dispute that we’ve seen a reduction in public transport use during COVID-19, and I don’t dispute that fares are part of the equation when it comes to people’s decisions on public transport. I think the very first thing that has to happen before anything will gear up again in any significant way, is that the people of Brisbane have to have a higher level of confidence that they can get out and about in our city safely. 

I know we are all waiting with bated breath to hopefully confirm that there is no significant second wave of COVID-19 cases here in Brisbane and Queensland. I know we all want the same thing there. I know that we want to see those few existing cases that have developed peter off so that we can have a resumption of the relaxation of restrictions, the increase in people getting out and about and moving around our city, and also, together with that, hopefully an increase in public transport patronage. So, that confidence is critical.

You can make things free, but if people don’t have confidence to get out there actively at the moment, then they won’t use public transport. So, we want to make sure that confidence is there and that there’s no second wave. If that is the case, and it stays that way, then we can work on initiatives to support people’s reintroduction into public transport services, and obviously it is something that we support actively.

Ultimately, as Councillor SRI is well aware, the fares are set by the State Government, the revenue is collected by the State Government, fare policy is very much a State Government initiative, and where we’ve introduced our own initiatives, it’s done so in an affordable way. It’s done so that we can afford to do it, but any widescale changes to fares would have to be done at the State Government level. They certainly—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
On relevance. I can see the Mayor is talking about the general topic, but it was quite a specific question of whether the Mayor will commit to seriously raising—this as urgent.

Chair:
I don’t know if it was an urgent question, though, Councillor SRI. You asked the question in multiple parts, and there was a quite extensive preamble. I think the LORD MAYOR is addressing the first portion of what you said. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, certainly, I have had discussions with Minister Bailey. My comments on fares are very clearly on the record. I believe that the current trends in fares are too high, and we have these high fares for a reason, and that is because the previous Labor Government, back in I think the late 2000s, early 2010s, started jacking up fares by 15% a year. They set us on a price path which turned people away from public transport. We had seen massive growth in public transport patronage to the end of the 2000s, and then it flattened off, and then there was a decrease, and big part of that was the increase in fares. 


My position is very clear on that. I have raised with Minister Bailey some suggestions when it comes to further target initiatives in relation to fares. Look, I’m not going to go into those details, but I have had those discussions with him, because I do want to see more people back on public transport when it is safe to do so. Like I said, provided that confidence is there, that people have confidence that they can get out and about, and that there’s no second wave here in Brisbane or Queensland, then we need to introduce initiatives to get people back onto public transport. 

I am certainly open to that conversation, but it will, Councillor SRI, have to be led by the State Government because the public transport network in our region goes beyond the boundaries of Brisbane, and we know that every day there are people coming in from surrounding areas on public transport, or driving in from surrounding areas, and the best possible approach here would be a region-wide approach which sees fares changed on a region-wide approach. 

It could be a temporary thing. It could be to get that confidence back, changes in fares, I’d certainly be open to that. But ultimately, our approach on this has been—let’s do the targeted initiatives that we can afford to do as a Council, but one thing we can’t afford to do is take on the fare load for the entire South East Queensland region. 

It would be good to have a regional approach when it comes to getting people back onto public transport. It is a fair point you raise, Councillor SRI, about getting people back on. We both support the same thing, but Council cannot on its own afford to pay for waiving fees in off-peak times.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 


Are there any further questions? 


Councillor HAMMOND.

Question 3

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, the Schrinner Administration has today released the City Reach Waterfront Master Plan, following consultation with the State Government and industry. Can you outline Council’s plan for a world-class lifestyle precinct in the heart of Brisbane’s CBD?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor HAMMOND, for the question. Yes, I was very proud today to launch the City Reach Waterfront Master Plan. We went through it in Committee and have been speaking on radio and TV since then to make sure everybody knows that Team Schrinner in Brisbane City Council has a vision that will transform our city’s riverfront into a thriving lifestyle destination and, more importantly in these times, an economic hub for Brisbane. 


We’re talking about the 1.2 kilometre stretch from the City Botanic Gardens through to Howard Smith Wharves. This reach boasts a rich history that celebrates our unique outdoor lifestyle and our identity as a river city. It has the potential as the premier waterfront destination, and it has not been met just yet. There’s real opportunity for change and improvement.


This document, though not statutory, definitely complements the City Plan. It’s been two years in the making. We’ve worked closely with community, local businesses and landowners along the riverfront to design a vision that will create a greater economic opportunity and put Brisbane on the map as a world-class destination. 


Our officers looked at 22 of the best well-known and successful waterfronts from around the world, like Fisherman’s Wharf in San Francisco and Marina Bay Sands in Singapore, to draw out the qualities that have contributed to their success and apply that to our own situation here in Brisbane. 


The City Reach today has all of the right attributes of being vibrant, an iconic waterfront destination. It’s positioned right in the heart of the city. It’s got a captivating history. It’s definitely got some distinct architecture down there now. It’s surrounded by public parks and open spaces, including as I mentioned Howard Smith Wharves, Kangaroo Point and the City Botanic Gardens. It is going to really be a direct connection to that major active public and river transport. Of course, then adding in the opportunities of more than 30 dining precincts and entertainment and leisure activities in the years to come.


With all the right pieces, we’ve brought it together into a vision which focuses on creating an accessible and a unified destination. It’s important that we see the promenade acting as both a movement corridor, with ample room for pedestrians and cyclists to safely move, as well as a place and destination of its own. This vision supports a generous and consistent shared promenade stretching the entire length of the riverfront, including a new direct river access point, additional shade trees, enhanced public spaces, and more decorative art and lighting.


It really does create a stronger connection to the river, with more recreation and tourism opportunities to encourage a diverse range of events and activations, including the possibility of pop-up bars and restaurants over the river and year‑round events and festivals in waterfront parks. 


We want residents, visitors and workers to have somewhere to go every day and night of the week. When those tourists are coming back, we want them to come back because we have something different on offer here in Brisbane—and keeps them coming here and keeps them coming back over other options like Sydney and Melbourne. It’s all about creating more to see and do in our backyard so we can keep the money moving through our local economy. 

It is going to take some time before we see this vision come to life, and it will require a collaborative approach between Council, the State Government and the private sector, but we have been talking around this precinct for several years with each of those sectors, and looking at the opportunities, particularly through our tourism economy strategy and the opportunities for using the river to get to these destinations from Queen’s Wharf right through to Howard Smith Wharves as well. 

There is so much happening in Brisbane right now. The past six months have had a dramatic impact on our city’s economy, put a temporary pause on growth and development, but a vision like this will see us through the next few years of economic recovery and hopefully see us come out a long stronger in the end as well. This vision is about laying the foundation for growth and the potential to create thousands of jobs, bringing enormous economic benefit to the city—jobs in the building and construction industry, the largest employer in our city, as well as jobs in tourism and hospitality once we get the businesses up and running in this precinct as well.

That is what this City Council is all about, and that is what Team Schrinner is about. It’s about making sure that we make Brisbane the strongest city in Australia coming out of this economic recovery, and whether that is producing visions, opportunities for our building and construction industry to continue, or making sure there is jobs in the tourism, food and beverage and hospitality industries into the future. We need this to see us through the short term, to rebuild and to recover, and to propel our city into the future as a world-class destination and the envy of all Australian cities.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, your time has expired. 


Are there any further questions? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 4

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. You just said you were going to table some vague information on the nine monohull ferries. Will you commit to public releasing in full the advice you relied on to remove the ferries on Friday 24 July, the survey that Transdev did of the boats, and Council’s own audit reports it commissioned?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and through you, thank you to Councillor CASSIDY for the question. Yes, absolutely, and that is exactly what I was planning to do in my E&C report. But, look, I’m happy to table those documents earlier. What I will be tabling today are the reports that you referred to. It’s important—I have quite a bit of information to go through here. We may run out of time in this question. I’ve effectively answered your question, but if you don’t mind me, Councillor CASSIDY, I’m happy to go into some further detail about those reports.


Councillors would be aware that on Thursday evening 23 July we received advice from an independent consultant about the monohull ferries, in particular, the wooden ferries. That advice said that two of the boats were unsafe and should be immediately taken off the water. We took those two boats off the water immediately. Obviously, we’d only just received the report, and there were ongoing discussions throughout the evening on Thursday 23rd, including a lot of discussions with officers and the Chair, Councillor Ryan MURPHY. 

Given that we’d only just received those reports, we took the time that evening to go through them, to understand them, and that culminated in the decision the following day to remove all of the monohull vessels from the water by the close of business on that Friday 24 July. The report or the advice that we received at that time indicated that the two vessels needed to come off definitely, but the remaining vessels could go into service, but ultimately there was some really urgent and important work that had to be done before they could go into service. There were still a lot of unanswered questions about the safety of those vessels. 

So, in making that decision, out of the abundance of caution, we didn’t want to be in a situation where we were putting members of the public and staff from Transdev at risk in boats that we had received some pretty concerning advice on. So, we took that action. In that report and in that advice, the vessels were examined, and some of the types of, I guess, descriptions of the condition of those vessels included rotten planks and frames, faulty bilge pumps, significant rust and corrosion, water in the bilges, weakened structural integrity of the hull, missing fasteners and rotten hatch coaming. 

Now, these vessels, as Councillors are aware, are more than 30 years old, and some of them are approaching about 36 years old. The maintenance of these vessels has always been, and continues to be, the responsibility of the operator. Council has never operated these vessels. They have always been operated external to Council. As Councillor MURPHY pointed out, we are not maritime experts. We are very proud of our ownership of the ferry fleet and our funding of it, but we’ve never claimed to be experts in operating ferry services. 

We are very proud of our operation of bus services, and in that field, Brisbane City Council are quite clearly experts Australia-wide. We have also been made aware, once we took the vessels off the water and we provided the information that we had to the operator, Transdev, we have since been provided with a further report, and that report was commissioned by Transdev. Now, this is where things get interesting. 

Our report, done by independent experts, raised serious safety concerns about the vessels. Those concerns were enough to cause us to take all of the vessels out of the water to guarantee the safety of the travelling public and staff. We’ve subsequently received a report via TransLink, the operator, from a firm that they had commissioned to do a further report. That report, which they provided to us since then, indicates that the vessels are in okay condition and there’s no real reason to take them off the water other than a few minor tweaks.

That is a big variation in those two assessments. Obviously, that got us asking some serious questions about why would there be such a variation between two independent or external reports. Now, the first question—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 

I also have a further question for you. In your response, you said that you’re happy for the documents to be tabled now. They are here. Would you like them to be distributed?

LORD MAYOR:
Absolutely. Look, I’m not sure what the process is via Zoom, but I want every Councillor to get access to these, and also the media and members of the public. So, whatever the process is that we can make that happen, Mr Chair, that would be fantastic.

Chair:
Thank you, LORD MAYOR. There is a hard copy here that I will certify, and then that will be distributed electronically to your ward emails. 


Further questions? 


Councillor DAVIS.

Question 5

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor CUNNINGHAM. Councillor CUNNINGHAM, two Council projects recently won prizes in the Australian Institute of Landscape Architects Queensland awards. Can you outline which projects were awarded with these prestigious accolades, and how Council continues to deliver a cleaner and greener Brisbane?

Chair:
Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thank you, Chair, and through you, thank you for the question, Councillor DAVIS. Brisbane is home to world-class parks and gardens, and this Administration continues to invest in new and improved spaces for residents to meet, play and discover. Just as Councillors were wrapping up our budget sittings in late June, the Queensland Chapter of the Australian Institute of Landscape Architects, otherwise known as AILA, held their annual awards. It’s 2020, so just like everything else, they had to pivot, and it was naturally a virtual awards ceremony this year.


The awards recognise and promote the outstanding work done by landscape architects in creating a better community through the planning and design of the built and natural environments. Brisbane City Council is proud to have access to many outstanding landscape architects in our ranks, and we also collaborate with leading private design firms to deliver unique and fit-for-purpose public spaces that create a positive impact for residents and the natural environment.


I am pleased to report to the Chamber, Mr Chair, that Brisbane City Council took out two awards at this year’s ceremony. In the Cultural Heritage category, the Hills Avenue Boardwalk at the City Botanic Gardens won the prestigious award of excellence. The Hills Avenue Boardwalk is a 100-metre long timber boardwalk in Brisbane’s beautiful City Botanic Gardens, which was opened late last year. This stunning addition to the gardens was designed to fit carefully into the avenue of historic fig trees and improves connectivity across the Gardens to the all-abilities playground and Queens Park lawn.


Hills Avenue, named after the garden’s first curator, Walter Hill, is a double row of 13 fig trees planted in 1865 and 1866. The avenue formerly had paving along it, installed in 1987, but this affected the trees’ health, so it was removed in the late 1990s. The avenue is a major visitor drawcard due to its picturesque nature and direct link between Bunya Walk and the core of the gardens. 


Construction of the all-abilities playground in 2014 also added to the number to a number of visitors walking through and around the avenue, creating accessibility issues and risks to tree health. In awarding this project, the AILA jury said of the boardwalk, “A beautiful, simple and elegant piece of Landscape Architecture nestled into its setting. This is a clever response that has unlocked a once lost landscape to become useable once again. A very contemporary response to working under and around heritage trees - the project takes the Queensland depth vernacular into a civic scale - in keeping with the size and grandeur of the figs that sit over it.” 


And this, “A deceptively simple and elegant solution that gives so much to the city by opening up this place to become all-inclusive and open to all combinations of activity both day and night. The jury whole heartedly agreed this was a stunning piece of landscape architecture.”


In the Urban Design category, Council received a landscape architecture award for the Milton Urban Common in Councillor MATIC’s ward. Also completed in late last year, the Milton Urban Common features two fully accessible generous seating areas with long banquet style tables and shade pavilions, a central turfed area for informal recreational uses, large trees to provide shade, including three feature figs, new fully accessible amenities, lush subtropical planting in carefully placed garden beds that manage and capture local stormwater overland flows, a basket swing with surrounding seating, and an edible garden featuring herbs.


The AILA jury said, “This is a well-designed and welcome addition to an evolving inner-city neighbourhood with limited open space amenity. A deceptively simple design that manages to accommodate a range of competing urban and everyday uses - from ball kicking, sausage sizzling, dog walking, kids swinging and general meet and greeting.” And this, “A handsome inner city park that is well-grounded in consultation with the community.”


I’d like to congratulate all the officers who were involved in these award‑winning projects. During the recess, I had the pleasure of meeting with representatives from AILA Queensland, including its President, David Uhlmann. Landscape architects have a palpable passion for creating great places in our city and suburbs, and the LORD MAYOR and I wholeheartedly share this passion. It’s why we will continue to invest in our public spaces, including our commitment to transform Victoria Park with $83 million committed over the next four years. 


But right across Brisbane, we are creating places for nature, relaxation, discovery and reconnection. Projects that will be transformative for our city and support jobs, including the landscape architect—

Chair:
Councillor CUNNINGHAM, your time has expired. 


Are there any further questions? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 6

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. Under your watch, Council has spent more than $800,000 on market research and surveys. More than $112,000 of that spend was on calling around 2,400 residents to ask if they are satisfied with Council’s services, when it is possible to conduct free surveys like this online. Each of the phone calls cost about $47 on average. LORD MAYOR, do you really think the residents of Brisbane will be happy with you wasting $47 of their money on a single phone call?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and to you, Councillor CASSIDY, for the question. I have to say market research and the various components of making sure that Council is scientifically testing the views of residents is something that is not new, and I believe it started back in the Labor days and has continued on year after year.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Thank you. Please allow the LORD MAYOR to answer the question. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
But what I can say is that the Opposition, it wouldn’t surprise you, Mr Chair, has been once again caught out misrepresenting the truth, because the money that’s been invested into engaging market research services and scientifically testing the views of residents is actually less in the past 12 months than it has been in the past. So, this claim that Labor makes is just—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, please allow the LORD MAYOR to answer the question. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
But I can tell you what it is not. It’s not half a billion dollars, Councillor CASSIDY, which is what your work experience kid put up on social media, or maybe you put up on social media after a few drinks last night.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, I’m going to have to ask you to—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Please allow me to address this first. 


LORD MAYOR, all comments need to be through the Chair, and can you please address Councillors in the third person by their title. 


Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, Chair; I think the LORD MAYOR has just reflected on a Council employee as a—and I quote him, “a work experience kid”, and then accused me of getting drunk, I think, and putting things on Facebook, which is actually quite offensive—less offensive to me. I don’t really care what he says about me, but when he reflects on Council employees like that, I think that just shows how despicable this guy is, Chair. But I think you need to ask him to withdraw those comments.

Chair:
—your point of order has been made. No Councillors will reflect adversely on other Councillors or on Council employees.


LORD MAYOR, could I ask you to consider—no, I will ask you to withdraw those comments, please, those last two comments about the staff member and Councillor CASSIDY.

LORD MAYOR:
Oh, for sure, Mr Chair, if you believe that’s advisable. But I did want to find an explanation as to why Labor for Brisbane put up a post claiming that I had spent over half a billion dollars on market research last night. I’m just very curious about that. The post goes on to say, ‘this is the same Lord Mayor that Council​—cancelled kerbside collection to save a few bucks.’ You can see a theme here. Labor’s not too good with figures, because it wasn’t a half a billion at all—they got that figure wrong, so fake news there, and a few bucks, Councillor CASSIDY, is $6 million a year, which is what it costs to deliver kerbside collection. 

So, Labor’s financial ineptitude is on clear display here. These are people that will say and do anything, and the post was very much in the flavour of their $2.4 million failed election campaign—negative—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Oh, you’ve got to be quiet now, LORD MAYOR. Just on relevance, Chair—

Chair:
No, no—

Councillor CASSIDY:
The question was about $47 spent per phone call. I just wonder if you could redirect the LORD MAYOR to that question.

Chair:
The LORD MAYOR’s answer has been about the quantum in the issue identified and has been the whole time.

Councillor CASSIDY:
No, it hasn’t. 

Chair:
Don’t challenge me, please. That’s my ruling. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I was pointing out that Labor just can’t be trusted when it comes to money. So, his claim about a cost per phone call, I don’t believe that either. That is—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, Councillor CASSIDY. Please refrain from interjecting. You’ve interjected quite a bit on this question in particular. If you continue to interject, I will move to the formal processes. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor CASSIDY never likes me to answer a question, but he keeps asking them, and I will keep answering them. But the reality is, Labor cannot be trusted when it comes to financial issues. They just put out time after time false information and make false claims. As I was saying before, Mr Chair, it reminds me of the dishonest, untruthful campaign they ran in the recent election, where they—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—spent $2.4 million on fake news posts like the one that they put up last night.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY. 

Councillor CASSIDY:
Relevance, Chair. This question was very specific. 

Chair:
It was about Council expenditure on a particular item, and the LORD MAYOR—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, not the last election. It was about the $800,000 expenditure on market research, Chair. I’m happy to repeat the question.

Chair:
No, I understand the point of order you’re making, and I believe that the LORD MAYOR is addressing the fundamental point of the question you made. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
It is absolutely critical, Mr Chair, that as one of the many tools that we have to offer good, solid, stable and responsible governance on behalf of the people of Brisbane that we invest in scientifically testing the views of Brisbane residents. Now, we know that every ward office receives feedback. That feedback is absolutely something we take seriously.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No interjections. 

No, Councillor JOHNSTON, please don’t interject. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
We know that a whole range of people contact Council through multiple channels. But we also know and experience shows, and common-sense shows, that those people are not always exactly reflective of what the wider population believes on a particular matter. Because those people are highly motivated to contact Council about a particular issue. We want to hear from them, by all means, but we also want to hear from the people that may not contact Council proactively. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
That is absolutely important. But I’ll tell you the type of things that this market research—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—funding is investing in, things like parking meter testing to support the optimum parking meter solution from a customer experience perspective. It’s about responsible pet ownership, working out with engaging with residents and getting their feedback—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, Councillor JOHNSTON, please don’t—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for your protection against those inappropriate interjections, Mr Chair. Working with residents on how we can increase the rate of micro‑chipping and what type of initiatives that would be effective in doing this, and also increasing the rate of desexing of pets, to look at trends across different suburbs and across areas. It’s also about making sure that we do the most effective programs when it comes to street and park trees, determining what residents value most and what concerns them most about park and street trees in public spaces. 


We know that inquiries and complaints about trees, for example, make up a huge proportion of traffic through the ward office—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 


Are there any further questions? 


Councillor LANDERS.

Question 7

Councillor LANDERS:
Thank you, Chair, my question is to the Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, Councillor HOWARD. The Lord Mayor’s Photographic Awards for 2020 recently closed to submissions. Can you please inform the Chamber about the competition theme of suburban life, and how many entries were received this year?

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair, and through you, Chair, thank you to Councillor LANDERS for the question. The Lord Mayor’s Photographic Awards is something that we look forward to every year here in Brisbane. It’s a wonderful opportunity for budding photographers to show off their work and to help celebrate Brisbane’s lifestyle, people and places.


So, 2020 is a year like no other, and so this year the Lord Mayor’s Photographic Awards had a special theme, focusing on suburban life in Brisbane. Our way of life has changed in so many ways, so this year’s competition is an opportunity to capture how the coronavirus has impacted our lives through the eyes of residents. We’ve definitely been spending more time at home, with family, experiencing and appreciating suburban life.


It’s all about appreciating the things we’ve had more time to explore and enjoy over the past few months. It could be something as simple as discovering an eye‑catching something in your backyard, visiting a local park or experiencing a new walking track. These are the little things that can sometimes become big sources of inspiration when you get behind the camera lens. 


This is now the eighth year that we’re holding the Lord Mayor’s Photographic Awards, and they are open to anyone who lives, works or studies in Brisbane with an eye for photography. Students, amateur and professional photographers, the best part about these awards is that you don’t need to be a professional photographer. Everyone who enters this year has the chance to win a share of up to $14,000 in prizes. There are four categories that were available for entry, with seven cash prizes available. 


Entries closed last week on Wednesday, and I’m pleased to announce that we received more than 1,900 entries this year. So, our judges have a very big task ahead. They will be looking for standout photos that showcase Brisbane’s character, our vibrant lifestyle and stunning scenery, all through the lens of our suburbs.


In previous years, we’ve received photos of everything from stunning sunsets to festivals and backyard catch-ups with friends. Categories include the new Green Heart category, which provides a special focus on our beautiful environment, as well as Open, Student, People’s Choice and Social Media. It’s been wonderful to see so many people get involved with the Lord Mayor’s Photographic Awards, and it’s just one of the many ways that we are creating more to see and do closer to home while also celebrating Brisbane’s talented photographers.


The fact that you don’t have to be a professional photographer is a bit drawcard for these awards, and it’s been great to see the entries just get better and better every year. Last year we celebrated Brisbane’s lifestyle, people and places, with William Fryer taking out the Open category with his snap of the moon rise and sun rise over the Brisbane River. Last year’s winning entries and runners up are all available to see on Council’s website by searching for Lord Mayor’s Photographic Awards.


We are certainly looking forward to seeing the finalists of this year’s competition, and discovering more places and activities happening in the suburbs through the eyes of our residents. So, I thank all of the residents who have entered this year’s competition. It’s truly marvellous to see the number of entries that we’ve received, and I’m very much looking forward to sharing some of those with all of our colleagues, and to encourage all Councillors to get as many local residents involved when voting for the People’s Choice Award, which opens next month from 2 to 30 September.

 
So, through you, Chair, I once again encourage everyone to make sure that they keep an eye out for all of the wonderful entries that will be appearing very soon. We know that the People’s Choice Award has been very popular. Last year we had over 4,000 people vote in that award, so we’re looking forward to more and more people taking that opportunity, particularly as we’re talking about our local suburban areas and to know that those photographers have really put their heart and soul into what we’re going to be seeing in the competition. So, once again, please, Councillors, make sure that you vote in the People’s Choice Award, and thank you very much, through you, Chair, to Councillor LANDERS for the question. Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 8

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, it’s been revealed that Council has spent more than $800,000 on market research and Council surveys, and much more, you’ve just said, in previous years. More than $100,000 of that was spent on an online survey to evaluate Council and the Living in Brisbane newsletter, which has your face printed all over the front page every month. 


The feedback I receive about this useless newsletter is that it at least encourages recycling, as it immediately ends up in a yellow top bin. Around 2,000 kilometres of footpath is still broken, dangerous and in desperate need of repair across Brisbane’s suburbs. LORD MAYOR, why are you more interested in spending the money of Brisbane residents on marketing yourself instead of fixing basic community infrastructure like footpaths?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Well, Councillor CASSIDY, the premise of the question is 100% incorrect, because this Administration’s top priority is always investing in infrastructure, improving our city, delivering a better Brisbane tomorrow than we have today, and investing in things like the basics, all the way from footpaths up to major projects. We are proud of our record, and that record is quite clear.


In fact, already in—the last financial year, we fixed more footpaths than Councillor CASSIDY and his colleagues promised to fix in a term of office. They went into the election promising they would fix 700 broken footpaths, from memory. As we heard earlier on in the session, a couple of months ago, already by that time we’d fixed over 1,000 broken footpaths—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No interjections, Councillor CASSIDY. 

LORD MAYOR:
We are proud of our record of taking the quality and the status of our footpaths up from the appalling state it was in when Labor was in administration, where something like only 42% of footpaths were rated as being in a good condition, and now we have extraordinary improvement in those results. We’ve lifted the standard of footpaths right across the city. We’re investing more—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—in those footpaths, and we are very proud of—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—like footpaths and road maintenance—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—and also improving our local parks and suburban precincts. This is what we have consistently done in office. This is what we will continue to do in office. Guess what, Councillor CASSIDY, when you talk to people about it on the street, they appreciate the work that Council is doing. When you talk to people about the Living in Brisbane newsletter, people love receiving that newsletter.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
People find it very useful and they look forward to finding out what’s going on in their suburbs and around Brisbane, the events that are on, the projects that people are looking forward to seeing delivered. They love it, Councillor CASSIDY. That’s verified by research. We know that they love it, because people talk to us about it, but it’s also scientifically verified, Councillor CASSIDY. But I’ll tell you one thing that’s not verified—the couple of union hacks that call you up to complain about the newsletter—that’s not scientific, Councillor CASSIDY. That’s just Labor Party members spouting the Labor Party line. 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, LORD MAYOR, can I ask you just once again to address all comments through me, please.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, sorry, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, through you to Councillor CASSIDY, what is scientific is that people appreciate being notified by Council of what Council is doing on their behalf and the things that we’re doing to deliver a better Brisbane. But also, they appreciate being asked for feedback, and we do that in a whole range, a multitude, a myriad of ways, where we ask for people’s feedback. 


We provide plenty of opportunities to engage directly with residents, but we also make a point of engaging with the residents who don’t necessarily proactively contact us. As I said before, it’s those quiet Brisbane residents who may not proactively contact Council or their local Councillor or their ward office that we want to hear from as well. We want to know their views, because they’re important to us. The person who is quiet is just as important as the person who is noisy. They all have an equal say in the running of this city.

That’s why we do invest in a whole range of different techniques to make sure people can have their say— 

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—and to make sure we’re engaging with the residents of Brisbane, to make sure that we have our finger on the pulse of Brisbane residents, and we make no apology of doing that, because it makes us a better Administration. It makes us do a better job when we have a whole range of ways to get public feedback, to know what the public is thinking, and to know how we can do better for them.

Because we are focused every day. We wake up every day thinking about how we can do better for the residents of Brisbane. Do you know what? Market research is one of those things, because, as I said, it is a scientific way—

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—of determining the views of people who may not proactively contact Council. Their views are important—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillors.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor CASSIDY, we listen to everyone, not just union officials, through you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
That concludes Question Time.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS:

Chair:
Councillors, I now draw your attention to the Committee reports. 

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.
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At that juncture, Councillor Kara COOK moved, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That Brisbane City Council commit to reinstating the Norman Park cross-river ferry route as soon as the next available monohull vessel can return to the water following the reinstatement of the Bulimba to Teneriffe route.
Chair:
Councillor COOK, you have three minutes to urgency, please.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, today we have just heard that one of the monohull vessels that services the cross-river ferry routes can return to the water for the Bulimba-Teneriffe route. Of course, Mr Chair, I welcome that announcement, and although I am disappointed that the first I am hearing about it is in the Chamber today, I know my local residents will welcome the return of that service next week.


The Bulimba to Teneriffe Cross River Ferry is one of the most utilised routes in the city, and we need to ensure that we are encouraging local residents on to public transport and off our roads. However, Mr Chair, what is missing from the announcement today is a plan forward about the next vessels to return to the water. Of course, we will review the Transdev and BCC audit reports that have been provided by the LORD MAYOR a short time ago, but what is clear from today’s announcement that there is a possibility of further vessels returning to the water.


I would like the Chamber today to urgently consider reinstating the Norman Park Cross River Ferry route after the Bulimba route is reinstated next week. Mr Chair, this is urgent because the Norman Park ferry terminal is unable to accommodate CityCats, and there are limited public transport alternatives for local residents who rely on this service. Mr Chair, of course I will concede that Norman Park is not the busiest in the network, but that should not necessarily be the test. I have had many Norman Park residents in particular contact me who rely on this service daily who have expressed concern about a trip that used to take around four minutes now taking well over an hour via bus for the same trip.

So, today I am asking the LORD MAYOR and Council to urgently consider this motion to reinstate the Norman Park Cross River Ferry as the next route following the reinstatement of Bulimba to Teneriffe next week. Just to be very clear, I am in no way asking for the Bulimba to Teneriffe to not be reinstated; what I’m asking for is that the next cab off the rank, I guess, or vessel off the rank so to speak, be the Norman Park ferry route. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
I will now put the resolution on the matter of urgency. 

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

AYES: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.

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

Chair:
Thank you, Councillors. We will now move back to the agenda. The Establishment and Coordination Committee Report, please.


LORD MAYOR.

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 3 August 2020, be adopted. 

Chair: 
Is there any debate? 


LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman, I am seeking further information with respect to item C, the lease of premises for the Centenary Community Hub. That item refers to the lease—in paragraph 25 it refers to an increase of 1.4% on the gross payable rental under the current lease. The current annual increases for the existing or the previous lease are not detailed, and I am seeking that information on what the increases, the annual rental increases were, under the existing lease that is currently sought to be replaced.

Chair:
Thank you. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I just flag that I have quite a bit of information to cover in my report, and it will probably need an extension of time, so thank you for your forbearance there. I was mentioning in Question Time, providing an update on the status of the monohull ferries and the work that had been done there. I got to the point, just before the end of the question, where I talked about conflicting advice that had been received between different consultants who had been independently engaged to look at the ferries. 


We have a situation where Council has engaged independent consultants. They have raised significant concerns about the safety of the fleet. Then we also had the operator Transdev, that had engaged their own consultants who had provided conflicting advice. Now, someone mentioned before that I had mentioned TransLink in my previous question. I was referring to Transdev, not TransLink; Transdev being the private company that operates the ferries on our behalf. So, if I did make that mistake, apologies. I was referring to Transdev. 


But, Mr Chair, the conflicting advice was really interesting, because on the one hand you had a really concerning report raising serious safety and structural issues with the vessels, and on the other hand, the report was conflicting saying that yes, look, a bit of minor work and the vessels are all good to go. So, when you look at the reason for these two independent reports being so different, the first question and the first issue that is critical has to be the level of detail included in that report and those inspections.


Now, when it comes to this type of testing on vessels, there’s a range of different testing that can occur, or a range of different inspections that can occur. They range from a visual inspection—that’s a low-level inspection, effectively—and then you go to higher level inspections, and there’s two other levels of inspection which are higher than a visual inspection. The first is called limited intrusive survey, or a limited intrusive inspection, and that effectively involves prodding around inside the vessel. It's a hands-on approach to inspecting and testing the safety and status of a vessel. 

Then the highest level of inspection that you can have on a vessel like this is called destructive testing. Now, I think it’s pretty self-explanatory what that is. It’s essentially getting the vessel out of the water and banging around in a serious way to determine whether sections are rotten, and when that occurs, bits of the vessel are literally destroyed through that testing process.

Now, just to go back through the timeline of events here, I want to make a couple of things clear. The Council report is a higher level of inspection. It is a limited intrusive inspection, and also destructive testing. These are the two methods of testing that we have used. The Transdev report was purely a visual inspection. So, I think that gives an indication of which reports are more thorough. 

This is why I made the comment earlier that we made the right decision to get these ferries off the water. There was doubt raised. That doubt was raised as a result of a more thorough testing and inspection process, and what we have seen since then is Transdev provide what is effectively the results of a visual inspection.

I don’t know about you, but I know which one I’d prefer to rely on. I’d prefer to rely on the higher-level inspection that involved limited intrusive inspection and destructive testing. So, let’s go through the timeline here. We have some important different, I guess, developments that lead us to the situation that we’re in. 

So, in April this year, Council commissioned a full transitional survey in preparation for Disability Discrimination Act upgrade works on the monohull ferries. I’ve mentioned this previously. This work was done on one vessel. That vessel was the Gayundah. That’s the name of the vessel. That was done by an independent consultant. So, that process was commissioned in April. Now, in June, we received a report that found evidence of timber rot in Gayundah and that it was possible or likely that this could extend across other timber hull ferries. 

Council then arranged to carry out further invasive investigation works on the hull to determine the extent of the rot. The invasive investigation involved removing the outer layers of timber to identify the extent of timber rot. What I can say is the outcome of that testing on Gayundah means that Gayundah is unserviceable. It is unable to be put back on the river, because a portion of the hull was literally destroyed in that testing. Now, that is concerning because it indicates a serious structural weakness in the hull. It indicates rot in that hull, and obviously this is something which sounded alarm bells about the status or potential status of the other vessels.

We then engaged that consultant to do work on all of the other vessels as soon as we had those concerns raised. In July this year, so just last month, following the first vessel testing or the testing on Gayundah, we asked the consultant to do poke tests which involves a sharp probe being inserted into the hull of the other wooden vessels. Now, there was one of the vessels that is a steel-hull vessel, which I mentioned before, and that was obviously not undergoing the same level of testing for timber rot, for obvious reasons. 

But the results of the poke tests came back, and on 10 July the poke test says that each vessel inspected exhibited deterioration of the hull structure to varying degrees and extent of severity such that, in our opinion, we believe the integrity of the hull structure has been compromised and is now non-compliant with respect to its original approval. In our opinion, the required repairs are overdue and should be completed immediately.

Now, obviously that was a concerning report, and given the implications for the entire monohull fleet, or particularly the timber vessels, Council then urgently and immediately sought a second opinion from another different maritime surveyor. They then provided to us on 23 July the advice which led to the vessels being withdrawn from service. So, they moved very quickly, and in a short period of time we acted on their advice and took the vessels out of service. 

So, these documents have all been tabled, so obviously Councillors will take the time to go through them. But I think it is clear beyond a doubt that, when you receive information with that kind of concern raised in reports from not one but two independent consultants, then you have to take action. You have to put safety first, and that is exactly what we did.

So, the matter progressed, and as I said before, on the evening of 23 July, we took the first two vessels off, and the following day we took all the remaining vessels off. Since then, we’ve been working to get to the bottom of the differing expert views or consultant views on just how bad the situation is, and whether these vessels are safe to go back on the water.

I am pleased to report, as was indicated before, that we can get steel hull vessel back on the water, and we’re aiming for early next week, and that will service the Bulimba and Teneriffe cross-river run. Why have we chosen that? Because it carries a large number of passengers. Obviously, our priority here will be to put back the services that carry the largest number of people. That’s what we’ve done with our CityCat services for Holman Street and Kangaroo Point. That’s what we’re doing for Bulimba and Teneriffe. As further vessels become available, we will make the right decision to make sure that those vessels are allocated to where they can make the most difference, and provide the highest level of service to the people of Brisbane.

So, we have this situation now where there are three different consultants who have provided advice on our monohull ferries. Two of those consultants raised serious concerns about the safety and structural integrity of the vessels. One of them says they’re good to go with a few minor tweaks. Two of those consultants have used a high level of inspection and testing—the limited intrusive surveys or the destructive testing. Our two consultants have used those higher-level inspections. The other consultant, engaged by the operator, has just done a visual inspection. So—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.
34/2020-21
At that point, the LORD MAYOR was granted an extension of time on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS.

Chair: 
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. So, I do think—I am convinced, I believe it in my bone marrow that we made the right decision. It was, at the time, taking an abundance of caution. But as more and more information and evidence came to light, our decision has been vindicated and justified. We cannot afford to put the people of Brisbane at risk on those ferries, and we cannot afford to put the staff at risk on those ferries either. So, we made the right decision, and we will get to the bottom of this, there is no doubt. This is a very serious matter, one that we are treating very seriously, and one that we will pursue vigorously.


Obviously, in the meantime, we will continue to work to get boats back on the water as they are safe to do so, but not before they are safe to do so.

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Would the LORD MAYOR take a question?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, will you take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, for sure.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you.

Chair:
Yes, he will.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, LORD MAYOR. The question is: what implication, if any, will this have on transferring the monohull vessels to SeaLink when the changeover of contract occurs?

LORD MAYOR:
Okay, that is a good question, and a legitimate one. Thank you, Councillor COOK, for that question. Obviously, the operator which has the responsibility for the maintenance of these vessels, and has done for many years, also has the responsibility to make sure that when they are handed over to the new operator, which they will be, that they are handed over in good nick, in good shape, and in a safe form. Now, we understand that these are 30-year-old-plus vessels, so there’s going to be obvious wear and tear on the vessels, but we are talking about the basic safety of the vessels and the type of safety that is guaranteed by making sure that appropriate maintenance is done over the course of the contract.


Now, what I can say, Councillor COOK, is that the operator has a legal and financial obligation to do that. So, they must hand over those vessels in good nick, and we will be ensuring that that happens. So, hopefully, that satisfies you, but as I said, we will be pursuing this vigorously to make sure that the vessels are handed over in good condition, and that the vessels will not return to service unless they are safe to do so.


I can also say that, as part of the contract that we have for operating these vessels, there is a security bond on the operator. That security bond is to the tune, I understand, of $4 million. Now, that $4 million helps us guarantee that the vessels are handed over in good shape. The operator would lose that security bond if there were any issues with the assets that are to be handed over. 

So, once again, that is another surety that we can make sure that, once the transition of contractor occurs, that those vessels are handed over in good nick and that Council and the ratepayers of Brisbane are protected in that process, as they rightly should, given that Transdev is responsible under the contract for maintenance. As I said, Councillor COOK, good question, and one that we are very interested in ourselves and pursuing vigorously, and we will continue to do so.


But I do think it is really important here to just stress that these sort of situations, which are very serious—we are talking about potential safety issues to the travelling public. We are talking about Council assets here, operating on the Brisbane River, and we are talking about matters that involve very serious consideration and are certainly not added to by party politics.

But it is genuinely disappointing, Mr Chair, that the Opposition has chosen right from day one to try and play politics with this issue. This is a safety issue, and we’ve treated it as a safety issue, but right from the beginning the Opposition has been causing mischief, trying to play politics with this issue, and certainly trying to fan the flames of conspiracy in the community, and that is absolutely unhelpful, Mr Chair—

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—when you take, for example—

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Would the LORD MAYOR take another question?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, will you take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
I’ve taken Councillor COOK’s question already. There’s a lot to cover in this report.

Chair:
He’s refused. 


LORD MAYOR.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. On the day that it was announced that the ferries would be withdrawn from service out of the abundance of caution at the time, Councillor COOK, Mr Chair, stood up on Channel 7 and claimed that the maintenance issues are not new, and were known about prior to the election. Now, I don’t know where she got that idea from, because the tune has certainly changed since then. 

You know, we’ve seen the union and various other people suggesting that there’s no problem here, just put the boats back on the water. Yet, on day one, she was claiming that there were maintenance issues prior to the election that were known about. Now, I’ve been through the timeline—

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair. The first audit that the LORD MAYOR just spoke about earlier—

Chair:
What was that, Councillor COOK?

Councillor COOK:
I was just saying the first audit, Mr Chair, that the LORD MAYOR referred to earlier for the DDA compliance—

Chair:
That is not a point of order. That is probably appropriate for a speech later in the evening. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, Councillor COOK’s idea, Mr Chair, of timelines is very sketchy, because the election was in March, and the work that I talked about, and the timeline I talked about didn’t start until after the election. I was quite clear that we asked in April for work to be done on one of the vessels to bring it up to disability access compliance—that was the reason for the testing. There was never any concern about maintenance. It was simply: what do we need to do to this vessel to get it up to standard for disability access and compliance. That’s why we commissioned the report. Then, once that report was started in April and work was done, we discovered some very concerning things. The process, as I’ve outlined in the timeline, continued from that point on.


So, once again, Councillor COOK was, Mr Chair, shooting from the hip there on day one suggesting that there were maintenance issues that we knew about before the election. False—
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
No, no, Councillor COOK; please—

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Then, Mr Chair, on that same day, Councillor COOK slammed us for the decision to take the ferries out of action. I quote, ‘Pulling these ferries from the water without warning is going to cause chaos for Brisbane commuters come Monday morning’, she said. That’s her quote in The Courier-Mail on 24 July. 


Then we saw on 4 August Councillor COOK going on ABC Radio once again fanning the flames of conspiracy, suggesting that it was a ‘cost-saving measure’ that we pulled the vessels out of the water. The quote is, ‘I think it’s a question for the Lord Mayor. Is it a cost-saving measure?’ Councillor COOK, on ABC Radio. Then, in that same period, same day, we had the Maritime Union of Australia (MUA) representative saying, ‘Transdev has told him that there are only a few minor issues with the vessels. The union says they should have never been taken off the water, and there is little wrong with them.’

Now, it’s interesting that the union is backing up a corporation in this way. You don’t often see that happen. Why? You have to ask why. One could assume it’s because there is an LNP Administration in Brisbane City Council, because I’ve never seen a—

Councillor COOK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
That’s clearly—that’s clearly impugning motive. The LORD MAYOR should take back those comments.

Chair:
I don’t agree that it was. I think that the way it was presented was not impugning motive. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, actually, it’s interesting that Councillor COOK raises this point, because prior to that radio interview happening, I had this really strange thing happen in my office in City Hall. There was a gentleman who came to the front desk claiming that he was here for his meeting. The person at the front desk said, okay, well, I’ll just check for you. What’s your name; where are you from, and what’s the nature of the meeting? So, this is at the front desk of my office.


He said, I’m here for my meeting with Jared CASSIDY. I’m from the Maritime Union of Australia. Now, I don’t know what secret meetings were going on between the union and the Labor Party, but the union has never asked to meet with me. They’ve never raised concerns with me. They have not made contact with me—

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
—about this matter, yet they’re having secret meetings with the Leader of the Opposition in the lead-up to these public statements being made that there’s nothing to see here. 

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
—so, I really would question—

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
—when Councillor COOK talks about motives here and impugning motives. I wonder—I wonder what the motive was when a union official wants to meet with Councillor CASSIDY but not the LORD MAYOR to talk about the issue with the ferries. You’d think anyone who was genuinely wanting to get to the bottom of it would ask to meet with the LORD MAYOR. But no, interested in meeting with Councillor CASSIDY, having a secret meeting to talk their media strategy through for the following week—

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
So, look, it is really disappointing that they’ve chosen to behave this way. But I put the blame solely at the Labor Party’s feet here. They’re no doubt the ones that called for the meeting with the MUA. I’m sure the MUA were just being summoned—

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

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Councillor CASSIDY protesteth too much. I’ll come to you next, Councillor CASSIDY. Let’s have a look at your—

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Yes?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, the LORD MAYOR is continuing to directly address Councillor CASSIDY and directly attack him. That’s fine, but that’s—

Chair:
Yes, I understand your point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—and we can’t keep meeting in this environment because it’s contributing to the problem. 

Chair:
Appreciate your—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So, you must call it out. You must stop him, or we need to go back in the Chamber where it doesn’t happen.

Chair:
Well, there’s sort of two points you’re making there, but I’ll address the principal one. Well, I’ll address the minor one first. We’ll return to the Council meeting as soon as we can, and that all preparations have been made for our return short of workplace health and safety concerns raised by the CEO. The principal one, all Councillors will address their concerns—excuse me, their comments towards the Chair and address each other by title. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Oh, Mr Chairman, look, I apologise for the times when it slips my attention to refer to Councillors directly, and absolutely everything I’m saying is through you, Mr Chair, and you are right. 

But, through you to Councillor CASSIDY, let’s have a look at Councillor CASSIDY’s contribution on this matter, because while Councillor COOK has been exposed for fanning the flames of conspiracy, peddling mistruths out there in the community, her contribution pales into insignificance when it comes to Councillor CASSIDY, because, Mr Chair, Councillor CASSIDY—and I quote—said the following on social media: ‘He’—and he’s referring to myself, the LORD MAYOR—'called them from the water without warning a week ago and didn’t tell the operator why. Fake news.’


We told the operator why. You don’t pull all the vessels out of the water for no reason. You can be assured, Councillor CASSIDY, we told the operator why. Then he went on to say, ‘is it a secret plan to retire them?’ This is just kind of disgraceful speculation. He went on to say, ‘this all seems so suspicious to people. Trams disappeared from Brisbane streets after a fire at the Paddington depot. I hope this isn’t the reason to pull these boats off the river. The Lord Mayor’s response to this is extraordinary’, end quote.


But who pulled the trams out of service? It wasn’t the LNP, Mr Chair. It was the Australian Labor Party who killed the trams in Brisbane. I can tell you right now that we pulled these vessels off the water for legitimate safety reasons, and today’s reports will show that you have an Opposition with egg on their face, Mr Chair—egg on their face. They’ve been floating conspiracy theories around the place, spreading and peddling mistruths, and it is just really a disappointing approach on a serious safety issue.


Then, back to Councillor COOK, Mr Chair, on social media, she claimed that the Lord Mayor’s lack of urgency is extremely worrying. Then—this is the best line of all of them, Mr Chair—she claimed ‘mistruths are circling about the cross-river ferry situation’. Let me repeat that: ‘mistruths are circling about the cross-river ferry situation’. Well, where are those mistruths coming from, Mr Chair? The Australian Labor Party and their union mates. That’s where the mistruths are coming from.


So, we will continue, Mr Chair, to put residents’ safety first. We will continue to act in the interests of Brisbane residents and, in fact, staff operating on those ferries, and we will continue to make good, responsible decisions when it comes to matters like this. This is why Labor cannot be trusted in Administration, because it’s always about politics. Forget safety. Forget anything else. It’s about politics for them. But for us, we made the right decision, and it was the right decision based on safety. We will get to the bottom of this, Mr Chair, and I will keep Councillors up to date as more information arises. But—

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
No, Councillor CASSIDY. 


LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor CASSIDY, Mr Chair, he really is in this job, I think, for the wrong reason: just to play politics, just to support his party colleagues. We saw last week how he had all of Question Time to ask about things like ferries and safety, yet he talked about an issue that relates to the State election in the seat of Aspley. Forget about the rest of Brisbane. Forget about any other part of the city. He was only interested in the State seat of Aspley and going into bat for his Labor colleagues in the State Government to try and peddle an issue. 


Now, obviously, if you want to speak about wet lettuce leaves, Mr Chair, that was the classic example last week. But this is a very serious issue. It’s not one, Councillor CASSIDY, to make light of. It’s not one to approach in the very, I guess, unreasonable way that you’ve done peddling conspiracy theories and mistruths. This is a safety issue which required a mature response from an experienced team, and that is exactly what has happened here. As I said, we will continue to do the right thing by the people of Brisbane.


But I did want to provide credit to one particular Councillor here. Councillor SRI, Mr Chair, his residents have been impacted by this change, probably more than any other Councillor, in fact, in terms of the number of people. But what has Councillor SRI said about this? He’s taken a practical response which is to try and get CityCat services restored in places like Holman Street. He’s supported our decision to do that. He claimed the credit for it; that’s fine, we’re used to Councillor SRI claiming the credit for good things that Council does. It’s the basic formula. Good stuff is Councillor SRI; bad stuff, LNP Administration and evil Lord Mayor—end quote. But that’s okay. I know how it works, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair. Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
I’m not sure that—

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
You’ve not yet spoken today, and I’m sure that comment was pretty mild. 


So, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
But Councillor SRI’s comment on social media—and I will quote, ‘I understand the need to be extra cautious when it comes to safety’. He was referring to the decision that was made on the ferry services. Thank you, Councillor SRI. It is not often that you and I agree, and it is certainly not often that I can say that you’re taking the sensible approach on an issue, but this one, thank you, and I pay tribute where tribute is due for the approach that you’ve taken. Because, in the end, we all want the same thing, or I thought we all wanted the same thing, but our approach will continue to be one about safety first and then restoring services as soon as we can do so.


But, moving on, Mr Chair, to some other issues, as I always do at the beginning of my report, I just wanted to talk about some of the important community days and events that are coming up and how we’re working with community groups to support those days. In particular, it was a great honour to be with the RSL Queensland last night in King George Square for the switching on of a special projection on the side of City Hall to acknowledge the 75th anniversary of the end of World War II and, in particular, the victory in the Pacific. 

So, it was 15 August 1945 that the Japanese forces declared their unconditional surrender, or maybe it was 14 August, and 15 August, the following day, was Victory in the Pacific Day, which at the time the Government declared as a public holiday. There was celebration in the streets of Brisbane. There was celebration all across the nation in every town, large and small. In fact, this building, during the war, it is obviously one of the buildings in Brisbane that was standing proudly during World War II, and this building was used for a range of different military purposes, including as a recruiting office. There were a range of military offices here in this building throughout the war. 

As we know, Brisbane was the headquarters of the Southwest Pacific war effort with General Douglas MacArthur based here in Brisbane. His office in MacArthur Chambers is preserved as a museum, and he stayed while he was here in Queen Street Mall—well, it wasn’t a mall then—but he stayed here throughout that period as his time as Commander of the Southwest forces. So, a very significant event, not only for Australia, but particularly for Brisbane, and one that is appropriate we should pay tribute to. 

So, I encourage all Councillors if you’re out and about this week to have a look at the projection on City Hall. It’s not a static projection. It is literally like a movie projected on to the side of City Hall, with a whole range of historical images in a fantastic tribute to the war effort in Brisbane. 


But, on a more sombre note, on the side of the clock tower, or on the side of the building, there is a rolling tribute to the more than 30,000 Australians who died in the war, and their names are listed on the side of the building in a rolling tribute. So, please do have a look at that, when you get the chance.


On Thursday, the Victoria Bridge and Story Bridge and Reddacliff Place will be lit blue to celebrate the 75th anniversary of the Republic of Korea National Liberation Day, another 75th anniversary that we acknowledge. Friday marks the eve of Indian Independence Day. The Victoria and Story Bridges will be lit orange, green and white in the Indian national colours. On Sunday the Victoria Bridge, Story Bridge, Sandgate Town Hall and Tropical Dome at the Botanic Gardens will be lit purple and pink to celebrate Queensland Seniors Week—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

36/2020-21

At that point, the LORD MAYOR was granted an extension of time on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS.

Chair: 
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. It would also be remiss of me, on behalf of this organisation, to acknowledge the devastation and tragedy that happened in Lebanon in the city of Beirut in recent days. That absolute tragedy was no doubt shocking to all of us. In this day and age where we live with lots of people filming what happened from different angles, I am still seeing every day incredible and shocking videos coming out of Beirut of what happened there and what people went through.

The devastation that it has caused to that city and that community, with incredible and countless numbers of people now homeless, with the destruction of virtually an entire city, with damage so widespread across that city that it is just almost impossible to imagine, and the size of that explosion was just like something I have never seen before. 


So, immediately on that day when the news broke, I made the decision that we would light up the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge in the colours of the flag of Lebanon, and that occurred just as a small but symbolic gesture to the people of Lebanon that we are thinking of them, and we are praying for them. While we may be on the other side of the world, they are very much at the forefront of our minds, and obviously we are keen to see if there’s anything that we can do as part of that recovery effort. But certainly, in the meantime, our thoughts and prayers remain with the people of Lebanon and Beirut, and particularly those local residents of Lebanese descent who may have relatives and family back in Beirut as well—our thoughts are with you.


Mr Chair, the items in front of us, at item A, we have the Audit Committee Report. This report, we’re seeing the Audit Committee received updates from the CEO, the CFO (Chief Financial Officer), the Chief Internal Auditor and the Queensland Audit Office. The latest Audit Committee meeting was held on 9 July 2020. This was the first Audit Committee meeting with the new independent members that we recently proposed through Council. We will continue to work with our Audit Committee to make sure that issues are identified in Council and responded to effectively. This is obviously an important committee for the city, and one that helps manage the risk of this organisation going forward.


Item B is the land tenure arrangements for the Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminal. I am very proud that we are continuing to upgrade our ferry network, whether it’s investing in new double-decker CityCats, investing in upgrading existing terminals, or in this case building a new terminal in an area of very high demand. So, we’re progressing this project with a new state of the art terminal at Howard Smith Wharves. 


The tender process to construct the tender includes preference for local benefits, and also it is worth mentioning that we are having fabrication done here locally as well of the steel work in those ferry terminals. Now, that hasn’t always been the case. For cost reasons in the past, some of the fabrication was done offshore. That was a decision that was supported both by the Federal and State Governments in the past. 

When we were rebuilding the ferry terminals after the 2011 flood, part of the work was done here locally and part was done offshore to keep the costs down. But, going forward, and given the economic situation that we’re in, this Administration has made the decision that local fabrication, while it will cost more, is a good thing to support local business, in particular, at this time and under these circumstances, because that supports local jobs. So, this particular document relates to the wet lease associated with the terminal and the land tenure arrangements with that to help progress this matter and bring it to fruition. 


Finally, item C, the lease of the Centenary Community Hub. Council’s lease for the Centenary Community Hub located at Mt Ommaney Shopping Centre, Dandenong Road. The lease is due to expire on 30 September this year. The lessor, or the property owner, has offered Council a new six-year lease over the existing premises, commencing on 1 October. This is a really good location in the Jamboree Ward, and I know that Councillor HUTTON has had a keen interest in the location for the many community groups who use this site and benefit from it. 


The hub is home to several key community organisations and service clubs, plus entertainment and community project teams. So, obviously, this is something that I support and would encourage our other Councillors to support as well. Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you for the extensions of time as well. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, what about the information that I requested from the LORD MAYOR? He’s been going for about an hour, and it was a simple question about what the annual increases in the existing lease were.

Chair:
Yes, the rules allow for questions to be asked of movers of items, and the question was asked. The LORD MAYOR has the opportunity to speak in the future, and if the information is available, I trust he’ll provide it. 


Further speakers—

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. I think you’ve given me the call. 

Chair:
Yes, I have.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Didn’t hear, sorry.

Seriatim - Clause A
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause A, REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 9 JULY 2020, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thanks, Chair. I’ll speak on all three of these items. It’s great to finally hear the LORD MAYOR talk about what was before us in the E&C after spending longer during his four extensions talking about Councillor COOK and I, than about the business before Council. But I suppose that goes to the kind of leader he is here in this place, Chair.


On Clause A, the report of the Audit Committee, this is for noting as it is each and every time this comes. We, of course, support the need for an audit committee process, and we however have significant concerns with the way in which the committee reports back to Council and the secrecy where certain documents are kept from Councillors and continue to raise these concerns about this secret committee.


They’re ones that we talk about each and every time and will continue to raise until they are addressed. We have a report before us which is nothing but a brief summary of what was discussed at the committee meetings. There’s no real detail about the issues and how they are impacting on Council’s operations. They’re not proper Minutes. They are just a non-record of proceedings. They are broad Minutes of what was discussed.


We’ve been presented with a four-page document, one page listed who attended, and three pages of dot points about some of those vague items that were discussed, Chair. It touches very briefly on topics like risks due to COVID-19 pandemic, Council’s asset revaluation process and a finance attestation project, but without any details of any kind of the risks that are associated with those three things.


You would imagine, Chair, that there would be significant risks to this organisation from COVID-19. It should be something that Council has been discussing at length at all levels of Council, and continues to discuss, but we wouldn’t know that, coming from the Audit Committee and what risks that are presenting with Council, because again none of that information is provided to the elected Councillors of the Brisbane City Council.


I went up to level 23 again and inspected the files and, lo and behold, there is no additional information kept on record that was presented to E&C or available for other Councillors to look at. So we will not be supporting this item today, Chair.


On Clause B, the Howard Smith Wharves land tenure arrangements, it’s seeking approval to accept the offers from the State Government’s Department of Natural Resources and Mines for the Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminal, and for a commercial pontoon. This allows for the new ferry and CityCat terminal there. 

It’s interesting to note all of the secrecy around the removal of the monohull ferries and the continuing construction of pontoons and infrastructure for private water taxis to be operating on the Brisbane River. It doesn’t take much for a punter to piece all that together and come to the conclusion that perhaps this Administration is looking to, at some point on their watch, privatise ferry services, Chair. 


But, specifically on the Howard Smith Wharves project, we are already seeing delays on that. We saw the announcement after announcement from the Administration about the new ferry terminal, but not one sod has ever been turned on this site yet. Back in November 2018, the then Deputy Mayor, Councillor SCHRINNER, announced Brisbane would be getting its 26th terminal for a cost of $12 million which he said he expected the terminal to be open in 2020. Some $9 million was coming from Brisbane City Council and $3 million from the Howard Smith Wharves. Last time I checked, we were in 2020 now, and I don’t see an awful lot of work going on down at the Howard Smith Wharves terminal, Chair.


You fast forward to today, August 2020, and the LNP is now only starting to sort out the lease of the land on which the ferry terminal is going to sit on, so not a single shovel has been put into the ground. Again, this project is being announced, but no work is happening on it. We will be supporting the item going forward, but certainly hope that this project doesn’t turn into another Kingsford Smith Drive debacle with cost blowouts and huge delays. We’ve already seen the delays, and that’s the delays in planning this project. We certainly hope we don’t see the delays in the delivery of this project, Chair.


On Clause C, the lease of the premises for the Centenary Community Hub, this is to renew the lease on the building which is home to the Centenary Community Hub based at Mt Ommaney, the not-for-profit organisation that operates out of there. Council’s lease with the shopping centre expires at the end of September, and as we see, the new lease will go for the next six years at a cost of $130,000 plus nearly $48,000 in outgoings. 


The Centenary Community Hub, as we know, is central to key community organisations and service clubs, plus various entertainment and community project teams. Since 5 November 2011, this Centenary Community Hub has been based in the building at the Mt Ommaney Shopping Centre. It’s a different story to many of the Council community leases that we have right across Brisbane, as Council doesn’t own this building. 


In the vast majority of community leases, Council of course owns the building and doesn’t pay rent on a private property. It’s an arrangement where Council is leasing directly from the shopping centre for the purposes of the community hub. So, if anyone goes into the community hub, they obviously of course think that this is a Council site and which the community hub is leasing from them, which is the case. But they perhaps don’t realise that there is a significant ongoing cost here. But if Council had properly planned this from the start, we perhaps would have had a publicly owned Centenary Community Hub by now.


So, the arrangement is unusual and not ideal, obviously, for the ratepayers of Brisbane. But we’re supporting the continuing lease to ensure that the community hub continues to have a home and continues to support the local community. But what is missing here, Chair, is a plan to find a permanent home for the Centenary Community Hub, not continuing to lease a private building within a privately owned shopping centre in perpetuity. 


We don’t see here the plan to get ratepayers out of this arrangement and into an arrangement where there is a genuine community hub out in the Centenary suburbs. So, we’ll be supporting the item, but do put on record the need for a genuine community space in those suburbs. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor LANDERS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	37/2020-21

At that time, 3.56pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Sarah HUTTON, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had left the meeting.

Council stood adjourned at 3.58pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back, everyone. Welcome back, everybody. 


Are there any further speakers on the E&C Report? 


Councillor HUTTON.

Councillor HUTTON:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak in support of item 3, the lease of premises for the Centenary Community Hub. The Centenary Hub has a long history. For over two decades, the residents of the Centenary Suburbs advocated for their own community centre. This vision became a reality on Saturday 5 November 2011, when the hub was officially opened by Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, Councillor Matthew Bourke and the Centenary Community Connections President, Belinda Karnaghan. 


The Centenary Community Hub is located opposite Mt Ommaney Shopping Centre and beside our Council library, an excellent location, close to public transport, and ensuring easy access for all residents. The two-storey complex has a variety of rooms, from large areas suitable for seminars and functions, to a number of smaller boardroom style spaces. 


Councillor CASSIDY raised his concerns that it’s not a Council-owned facility, and we are paying commercial rent to the shopping centre. In program 8 of last year’s budget, Councillor Bourke had proposed to purchase the Salvation Army premises at Middle Park. However, these negotiations fell through, and the church decided not to sell. Fortunately, the Mt Ommaney Shopping Centre re‑negotiated with our Council officers and have actually invested in the facility, and have reduced the rates.


The Centenary Suburbs are quite established, and finding a suitable location is challenging. This six-year extension will provide us an adequate timeline to find alternatives, while ensuring consistency for the community. The Centenary Community Hub is more popular than ever. There are more than 25 regular users of the facility each month, some meeting several times a week, including the Queensland Health Baby Clinic, Zumba, self-defence classes, craft workshops, podiatry clinics, Weight Watchers and St John Ambulance.


Pre-COVID-19, I managed to visit the Centenary Women’s Group who meet at the hub on a fortnightly basis. Over a cup of tea and some delightful lamingtons, this group aims to build a network to promote friendship, wellbeing and social connectedness. During my visit, I met a lovely lady named Eva who recently had discovered the group. We chatted, and during the conversation I asked her about the group and how she was enjoying it. She paused, and I could see the emotion in her eyes. 

She pulled me close and said, ‘this group has saved my life. I lost my husband of 55 years just three months ago, and I’ve never been so lonely. These ladies have been so supportive, ringing me on a roster each week. That has really brought me back to life.’

As you can see, Mr Chair, the centenary hub is more than just a facility. It has the power to change and shape lives, essential to creating and maintaining strong community. The renewal of this lease is essential for the health, social wellbeing and economic prosperity of my community. I hope my fellow Councillors support this motion.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise to speak on all three items today. Just very briefly, as per usual, the Audit Committee meeting is completely inadequate, particularly given the current circumstances being faced by Brisbane City Council and the financial challenges. I understand Council is working on a new EBA (Enterprise Bargaining Agreement) with our staff, and that’s not going well. The fact that it’s appeared on this agenda is another indication of that. I would certainly be hopeful that our staff are not going to get done over in this process. Particularly when it comes to item C, I’ll make that clear why.


But with respect to item B, the Howard Smith Wharves and the ferry terminal, oh my God, this has been a debacle since it started. We are bound—this is what the papers say before us today to anybody listening at home—we are bound to construct a new ferry terminal within lot 301, but we didn’t have the land to do so. What kind of Council enters into an agreement with somebody without the resources to deliver on that agreement? That locks us into these negotiations with the State Government. We’re now going to fork out a ridiculous amount of money every year to do this.

This Council has stopped acting in the interests of our city, and stopped looking at the best possible courses of action to deliver on improvements and services. Just—I’m shocked. I am just shocked, that we now have to go and get all this land from the State Government, pay them a truck load of money, pay for a pedestrian walkway. For goodness sake, there’s all that riverfront down there. It was—it was a loading terminal before you turned it into the precinct that it is, which has just been decimated by COVID-19. Before any of this happened, boats could pull up to that dock. 

I mean, surely in the first instance, making sure that we could economically and reasonably have a ferry terminal at the beginning would have been a good idea instead of trying to retrospectively jam it in and then paying the State Government an absolute fortune so people can hop off the ferry and walk up a walkway. This Council has lost the plot. These things are absolutely not being delivered in the interests of Brisbane residents. There’s no value for money being sorted. There’s no long-term planning going in. I am extremely concerned at the way in which Council has gone about delivering this.

But that’s not the worst item on the agenda today. It is item C. I preface this by saying, I strongly support a community hub for the Centenary Suburbs. Most community centres have to pay their own rent. Most are on State Government land or church land. They’re not even entitled to a grant from this Council to help them through COVID-19. Yet, the item before us today wants to renew, for up to six years, a lease for rental of $130,772 per year, which is an increase on the existing lease of 1.4%.

Now, the LORD MAYOR has been unable to answer my question about what the inbuilt rates rises to the lease were in the existing agreement. Presumably they’re fairly similar to 3.5%. I do not know any single property owner in Brisbane today that would be expecting a 1.4 per cent bump off the base, and 3.5% increases per annum for the next six years. 

The problem with what this Council is doing is, they have just thrown their hands in the air and gone, we’ll pay over—over the market value simply to keep this premises. That is not value for money. Council should have negotiated this rate down, not up. Do you know how many vacant buildings there are around Brisbane? If it’s been nine years, Councillor HUTTON, through you, Mr Chairman, Council is not looking that hard, because there are a lot of them. 

It is absolutely unacceptable that, in the first year of this lease, that is, this year going forward, when the rest of the country is in dire economic circumstances, that Brisbane City Council is going to pay a private property owner a five per cent increase on $130,772. That is outrageous. That is not reflective of market conditions. We haven’t gone to the market. There’s no other options presented to us here today. This is not value for money in any way, shape or form. 

This Council should not simply be renewing a lease and ratcheting up the prices without testing the market for what other space is out there. The fact that this Council has, for the last nine years, failed to do that—and as Councillor HUTTON said, they’d been lobbying for a couple of decades before that, that is a very poor reflection upon Council. 

But what I want to know is what Council officer and the LORD MAYOR and all the E&C Chairpeople out there think it is reasonable for such massive leasing increases in a private property market that is absolutely in dire straits? Council needs to be looking for value for money, and they are absolutely not doing this. This is a bad deal for the ratepayers of Brisbane.


Brisbane City Council is paying way too much for the leasing of this site. Council should have taken this opportunity to renegotiate the lease, not a five per cent bump in the actual amount of the lease just this year, and then 3.5%, then 3.5%, then 3.5%, then 3.5%, and then 3.5%. That’s what this Council wants us to approve. That is unacceptable, and I will not be doing that today. 

I’ll go back to where I started. I strongly support a Centenary Community Centre. No other community centre in my ward gets their rent paid for them by Council. As I said, they’re not even eligible for a grant. But this Council has an obligation to use ratepayers’ funds in the most economical and value for money way possible, and they are failing to do so. If there is an owner out there, a commercial property owner out there who thinks they can get a five per cent bump on their last lease in these current economic conditions, name them. Name them. Because this is the most outrageous abuse of Council’s bargaining power that I have seen in a very long time. There is no way we should be paying more for this. 

Council should have negotiated a better deal here if we’re going to stay here, and better still—I agree with Councillor CASSIDY—that Council should have found permanent premises somewhere already. Council just spent $5 million at a giant skate park just up the road. Why on earth was no consideration given to a facility as part of that? That would have been a really good co-location. No.

There’s no other options here. With no other options, I’ll say again, I support a community hub for the Centenary Suburbs. I do not support the way in which this lease has been negotiated and the terms upon which this lease has been negotiated. They do not reflect current economic conditions. They do not reflect value for money for the residents of Brisbane, and they lock Brisbane City Council into an up to six-year contract with massive built-in rent increases. I can guarantee—guarantee—that in six years’ time, we’ll all be here approving another one. 

It’s not okay for private property owners to be profiting out of this Council at this time in our city’s history. Our own staff didn’t even get their pay rise, and the LORD MAYOR has said, no, you can’t have a two per cent pay rise. Yet, he’s perfectly happy for a property owner to get an up to five per cent increase this year, and then another five times 3.5% increases over the next five years. That is unacceptable. It shows he’s prepared to prop up the private property market and not to spend this money in an economic way that reflects the current economic circumstances.

I am completely appalled when I read this. I think it is absolutely disgusting. I note that the LORD MAYOR has not even got back to me, and I’d bet these people have had 3.5% increases over the last six years or nine years of their lease every year. It's enough. It needs to stop. This Council needs to be exercising its market power, in a way that is reflective of the economic conditions of our city and in a way that offers value for money for the rate payers of Brisbane.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor STRUNK. 

Councillor STUNK:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on item C, the Jamboree Community Hub at Mt Ommaney Shopping Centre. Mr Chair, the residents of the Centenary suburbs have been calling out for a community centre for years and years, as we've heard today. This lease is just the latest in an on-again and off-again decision for a purposely built community centre that residents have been demanding for as many years as I've been living in this area of Brisbane. 


When I heard that the Mt Ommaney Shopping Centre were to require the space of the Community Hub to build a cinema complex, I thought, great, the residents will finally have a community centre built that they can call home. Councillor BOURKE, at the time, knew that he had a big issue on his hands in replacing it. Not replacing it would be a bit of a disaster, especially with the 2016 election looming. So, he started the process in identifying a new location and, of course, he put some money behind it, well, this Council put some money behind that, as well. So, kudos to him. 


So, why am I raising this point of debate, if we're about to sign a lease to give it back, after losing it? Well, we can lose it once, but we can't really afford to lose it twice. Because as was said by Councillor JOHNSTON, in six years' time, yeah, we will be back here probably debating this premises again. Mr Chair, the millions of dollars allocated for a new centre should be reallocated as residents of the Centenary suburbs deserve one and deserve a community centre and not be at the mercy of a commercial decision. 


Mr Chair, I'm a beneficiary of multiple community centres, owned by Council and community-owned, as well. I know the value of the services that these community centres can provide. The lease we debate here and the vote on today is only a short-term solution. My fear is that in the not too distant future it will be taken away again. I ask that the Council, through Councillor HUTTON, continue to pursue a purposely built community centre for the Centenary suburbs and the Jamboree Ward and not to drop the ball again. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? I see no hands. 
The LORD MAYOR— 


Oh, excuse me, Councillor MURPHY. 

Councillor MURPHY:
Yeah, thanks very much, Chair. I rise to speak to item B, the land tenure arrangements for the Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminal. I'd like to speak to the submission before us today for Council to take on two 50-year wet leases and two reserves, which will allow us to get underway with this project. This team is all about building bigger and better river infrastructure with a bold program of works, which will encourage public transport use on the Brisbane River. 


The Brisbane River, as we know, is one of the city's greatest natural assets and it's one of our most important corridors and connectors. We've spent a lot of time this morning discussing just how important transport on our river is. To echo the LORD MAYOR's words, this is a really important project to boost the economy, when our city needs it most. The new Howard Smith Wharves terminal will provide an additional way to travel to the newly developed precinct, which under normal circumstances could see approximately 10,000 visitors every single day. So, a huge amount of traffic coming through the Howard Smith Wharves.


Now, the terminal will also provide extra connectivity, as we know, to the nearby New Farm River Walk and surrounding suburbs such as Fortitude Valley and Kangaroo Point, via the Story Bridge. There were a number of factors that were taken into the location, in consideration when selecting the terminal location, which included accessibility, geotechnical engineering and of course tidal conditions, as well. 


So, the Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy have offered Council the following. A 50-year lease for the commercial pontoon, based on the payment of annual rent, with the rent for the first year of the term being $71,225. A 50-year lease for the pedestrian walkway access, based on the payment of an annual rent, with the rent for the first year of the term being $3,000. The creation of a new reserve for jetties and landing places for the ferry terminal, with Council being the trustee and the creation of a new reserve for jetties and landing places with Council being the trustee for the commercial pontoon. 


So, the tender for construction of the Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminal and, of course, South Bank, is currently under evaluation. These land tenure arrangements will allow for the creation of the two long-term leases for the provision of the future interlinked Howard Smith Wharves commercial pontoon, located further upstream. This will bring us closer to constructing a fantastic piece of transport infrastructure, with onsite construction estimated to commence later this year. 


So, now, we had some, honestly, quite bizarre commentary from Councillor JOHNSTON on this issue. I just want to clarify, for the benefit of the Chamber, because we know that sometimes when she comes in here and says things that it's not quite the whole picture, or indeed sometimes it's quite misleading. So, yes, there is a commercial rent that part of the commercial lease here attracts. That commercial rent only comes into effect when Howard Smith Wharves decide to construct the commercial pontoon that is part of this project, in addition to the ferry terminal.


So, they have until 2024 to exercise that option under the wet lease. Council will not be paying that until such a time as they decide to take up that option. You can understand with Howard Smith Wharves being the way that it is at the moment, with very significantly reduced patronage due to COVID-19, why they might not be taking up the opportunity to build a commercial pontoon in their lease. So, Council will not be paying any of that rent until such a time as they take up that lease.


When we do pay that rent, we will be recouping it from Howard Smith Wharves. So, rate payers will not be out of pocket, as a result of this wet lease. But the end part of Councillor JOHNSTON's statement was all about supporting this city during this difficult time. I would say that there is probably no better way that we could support one of the city's most thriving retail and restauranting precincts, than building a new ferry terminal for tourists and the travelling public here in Brisbane, to be able to access what is one of the new world-class precincts that this Administration has created, through development along the riverfront there. 


We have heard from the DEPUTY MAYOR about just how important the Brisbane Riverfront is to economic development. We know that Labor have never supported Howard Smith Wharves. They have voted against it. I believe Councillor JOHNSTON voted against it. So, we know that when it comes to Howard Smith Wharves and enabling that area for recreation, for tourism, for job creation, there's only one side of the chamber that supports it, because those opposite have always been against anything and everything at Howard Smith Wharves. From what I see today, nothing has changed in that regard. Thank you very much, Chair. I support the motion.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor HUTTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you.

Seriatim - Clause C
	Councillor Sarah HUTTON requested that Clause C, LEASE OF PREMISES FOR THE CENTENARY COMMUNITY HUB, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I join the debate to speak briefly on item C, the lease of premises for the Centenary Community Hub. Really just to reflect on the comments that Councillor CASSIDY and STRUNK have made, very measured and reasonable observations. I can attest to the fact that in an ideal world we'd love to have been able to secure a site for the Centenary Community Hub. 


Certainly, it's something that both Councillor CASSIDY and Councillor STRUNK have reflected on and they fortunately weren't shocked and outraged, as the Councillor for Tennyson was. But at any rate, the considerations that we have, when looking for a potential replacement site for this facility, include things like the location, the size of the site, the zoning of the site, the accessibility for the community. So, there are a lot of factors at play here, in terms of trying to find an appropriate site. 


It's not just like buying a house or a unit. It's a very specialised kind of an acquisition. As Councillor HUTTON indicated, we did believe that we had a site secured, or certainly we felt very strongly that we had a site secured. However, negotiations didn't come to a conclusion, because the vendor chose to retain the site. So, we're back in the marketplace again, looking for a suitable site. Now, I would highlight the fact, they're just not there. We do need to be conscious that in securing a site it needs to tick a number of boxes. I'll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? I see no further speakers. 


The LORD MAYOR. 
The LORD MAYOR declines the right of reply.
I will now put the resolution. 

Clause A put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.

Chair:
Now, Councillors, in relation to item B.

Clause B put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 25 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES, and The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK.

Chair:
Now on item C.

Clause C put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 25 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES, and The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Right Honourable, the Lord Mayor (Councillor Adrian Schrinner) (Chair); Deputy Mayor (Councillor Krista Adams) (Deputy Chair); and Councillors Adam Allan, Fiona Cunningham, Vicki Howard, Kim Marx, David McLachlan and Ryan Murphy.

A
REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 9 JULY 2020


109/695/586/6-02

38/2020-21
1.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

2.
Section 201 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 requires that as soon as practicable after a meeting of the Audit Committee, Council must be given a written report about the matters reviewed at the meeting and the Audit Committee’s recommendations about the matters.

3.
The Chief Executive Officer is to present the report mentioned in section 201(1)(c) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 at the next meeting of Council.

4.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

5.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 9 JULY 2020, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A (submitted on file).

ADOPTED
B
HOWARD SMITH WHARVES – LAND TENURE ARRANGEMENTS FOR FERRY TERMINAL


112/445/444/1281

39/2020-21
6.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.

7.
In line with the Howard Smith Wharves Revitalisation Project’s project agreement with the Howard Smith Wharves Consortium, Council leased land at 5 Boundary Street, Brisbane, to HSW Nominees Pty Ltd for development of a tourism facility. The land is situated on the north bank of the Brisbane River in the vicinity of and beneath the Story Bridge.

8.
Council holds a five-year term lease within the river adjacent to Howard Smith Wharves, over Lot 301 on SP304175 (“Lot 301”) for construction purposes until 29 October 2020 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file).

9.
Subject to resolution of appropriate land tenure arrangements and all necessary approvals, Council is bound to construct a new ferry terminal within Lot 301 in circumstances where the ferry terminal is interlinked with a commercial pontoon upstream of the ferry terminal, to be constructed and operated by HSW Nominees Pty Ltd.

10.
To facilitate the construction of the ferry terminal, Council plans to excise an area of approximately 6,173 square metres from Lot 301 and occupy two reserves for ferry related purposes (shown as Areas C and G on Attachment C, submitted on file). The area shown as Area G on Attachment C (submitted on file), which is downstream of Council’s proposed ferry terminal, is proposed to be occupied as a reserve under Council’s control in order to ensure adequate flexibility with respect to ferry operations. 

11.
HSW Nominees Pty Ltd requires an area of 2,790 square metres for the commercial pontoon (shown as Area B on Attachment C, submitted on file) plus an area of approximately 56 square metres adjacent to the proposed Council reserve for the ferry terminal (shown as Area A on Attachment C, submitted on file). The additional 56 square metres provides for pedestrian walkway access to the commercial pontoon. 

12.
Council and HSW Nominees Pty Ltd have engaged with the Queensland Government’s Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy (the Department) with respect to the future use of Lot 301 and the Department has offered Council the following:

-
a 50-year term lease for the commercial pontoon based on the payment of an annual rent, with the rent for the first year of the term being $71,225.00

-
a 50-year term lease for the pedestrian walkway access based on the payment of an annual rent, with the rent for the first year of the term being $3,052.50

-
the creation of a new Reserve for Jetties and Landing Places for the ferry terminal (Council being the trustee)

-
the creation of a new Reserve for Jetties and Landing Places (Council being the trustee).

13.
Council’s occupation of the two new Reserves will not attract an annual rental.

14.
The Department’s offers are subject to pedestrian access being guaranteed to both facilities from the Howard Smith Wharves development, and this outcome is facilitated by the Ferry Terminal Agreement and the Easement Framework Agreement entered into between Council and HSW Nominees Pty Ltd. The proposed easement extends between the shared pathway behind the Howard Smith Wharves development and the river at the proposed ferry terminal entrance point (Area F on Attachment C, submitted on file).

15.
The Department requires the two 50-year term leases to be in place prior to the construction of the commercial pontoon. The proposal is that Council will enter into two separate 50‑year term leases over the area containing the commercial pontoon and the pedestrian walkway access respectively, then sub‑lease only the area of the commercial pontoon to HSW Nominees Pty Ltd and grant HSW Nominees Pty Ltd access rights along the pedestrian walkway via an easement. Council will recoup the full annual rent for the lease containing the commercial pontoon and the pedestrian walkway by way of the commercial pontoon sub‑lease (which contains an appropriate formula to recover both amounts as part of the rent payable for the commercial pontoon). Given the proposed time differences between acceptance of the pedestrian walkway offer and acceptance of the commercial pontoon offer, Council will bear the annual rent for the lease containing the pedestrian walkway access until such time that the commercial pontoon sub-lease commences in order to meet the Department’s requirement that the Reserves and the lease be capable of working together.

16.
The due date for acceptance of the offers for the Reserves is 30 September 2020.

17.
The due date for initial acceptance of the offer for the term lease for the pedestrian walkway access is 30 September 2020 and final acceptance is due on 12 October 2024. However, this lease can be expected to commence shortly after 12 October 2020.

18.
The due date for initial acceptance of the offer for the term lease for the commercial pontoon is 30 September 2020 and final acceptance is due on or before 12 October 2024. The term lease for the commercial pontoon can be expected to commence shortly after final acceptance, with Council then being in a position to sub-lease to HSW Nominees Pty Ltd upon receipt of sub‑lease consent from the Department. The final acceptance date for the term lease for the commercial pontoon has been left open to accommodate the fact that in the current economic climate HSW Nominees Pty Ltd may be delayed before it can commence construction of the commercial pontoon. Depending upon the date of commencement of construction, the lease and sub-lease will have a term which will not exceed 50 years. Delay in commencement of construction of the commercial pontoon will not affect Council’s ability to proceed with construction of the ferry terminal.

19.
Before Council can sub-lease to HSW Nominees Pty Ltd, Council is required to seek an exemption from the Minister for Local Government, Racing and Multicultural Affairs pursuant section 226(1)(f) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation) from complying with the lease tender requirements under section 217 of the Regulation. The Department’s approval to the sub-lease is also required. 

20.
The Executive Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

21.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO APPROVE ACCEPTANCE OF RESERVES, ACCEPTANCE OF TERM LEASES AND A GRANT OF SUB‑LEASE, FOR PROPOSED FERRY TERMINAL AND COMMERCIAL PONTOON AT HOWARD SMITH WHARVES

As:

(i)
Council is proposing to accept offers from the Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy for two Reserves and two term leases associated with the construction of a ferry terminal and a commercial pontoon at Howard Smith Wharves

(ii)
Council will incur annual rent for the two term leases, payment of which will extend beyond Council’s four (4) year budget cycle

(iii) subject to Ministerial exemption under section 226(1)(f) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012,  and subject to Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy approval, Council is proposing to sub‑lease the area of the proposed commercial pontoon to HSW Nominees Pty Ltd and grant an easement in favour of HSW Nominees Pty Ltd over the pedestrian walkway term lease,

then Council resolves to:

(i) approve acceptance of offers from the Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy for Council to become trustee of two Reserves for Jetties and Landing Places being Areas C and G on Attachment C (submitted on file)

(ii) approve acceptance of offers from the Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy for two 50-year term leases for a commercial pontoon and associated walkway access being Areas B and A on Attachment C (submitted on file)

(iii) subject to Ministerial exemption under section 226(1)(f) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012, and subject to Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy approval of the sub-lease, approve the granting of a sub‑lease to HSW Nominees Pty Ltd for a commercial pontoon on Area B of Attachment C (submitted on file) and the access easement over Area A on Attachment C (submitted on file).
ADOPTED
C
LEASE OF PREMISES FOR THE CENTENARY COMMUNITY HUB


112/445/444/135-004
40/2020-21
22.
The Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.

23.
Council’s lease for the Centenary Community Hub, located at Shop FS015, Mt Ommaney Centre, 171 Dandenong Road, Mount Ommaney (refer Attachment D, submitted on file), commenced on 1 October 2016 and expires on 30 September 2020.

24.
The lessor, T-C Mt. Ommaney Centre LLC (ARBN 602 120 169) and YFG Shopping Centres Pty Ltd (ACN 056 974 844) as trustee for the Fu Family Trust, has offered Council a new six‑year lease over the existing premises commencing on 1 October 2020, and expiring on 30 September 2026, with a four-year option term.

25.
The proposed commencing net rental is $130,772.74 (excluding GST) per annum or $285.53 (excluding GST) per square metre. Outgoings are estimated at $47,847.26 (excluding GST) per annum or $104.47 (excluding GST) per square metre. This is an increase of 1.4% on the gross rental payable under the current lease. The annual rental will be subject to fixed 3.5% increases on each anniversary of the commencement date (refer Attachment B, submitted on file). At the commencement of the option term the rent will be subject to a market review.

26.
The lessor’s offered net rental of $285.53 (excluding GST) per square metre is below the range of rentals for this type of property, which ranges between $335.91 (excluding GST) per square metre to $607.55 (excluding GST) per square metre (refer Attachment C, submitted on file).

27.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

28.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION FOR COUNCIL TO ENTER INTO A NEW LEASE OVER EXISTING PREMISES FOR THE CENTENARY COMMUNITY HUB, LOCATED AT SHOP FS015, MT OMMANEY CENTRE, 171 DANDENONG ROAD, MOUNT OMMANEY
As:

(i)
Council’s lease over the Centenary Community Hub premises expires on 30 September 2020

(ii)
the lessor has provided an offer for a new lease over existing premises at Mt Ommaney Centre (the centre),

then Council:

(i)
resolves to enter into a new lease over the existing Centenary Community Hub premises at the centre in accordance with the terms and conditions set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), and otherwise on terms and conditions that are satisfactory to the Asset Portfolio Management Manager, Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure, and the Chief Legal Counsel, City Legal, City Administration and Governance.

ADOPTED
CITY PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


The DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Last week we saw a presentation by Peta Harwood, Manager of Development Services, just explaining about all the hard work that they've been doing as we've been working through the uncertain circumstances that we have with economic stability in Brisbane at the moment. What they're doing to maintain Development Services and what we're doing to make sure that the building and construction industry stays strong, so we can have a strong economy and money in the pockets of our local residents, going forward. 


So, we know, as I said, we've been trying to maintain our Development Services and make sure that the industry can continue. We have changed to many online pre-lodgement meetings since March. We've got new virtual plumbing inspections and we have commenced transmission of electronic survey plans and times where you can pick up and drop off, to make it a little bit easier, as well. 


We have reduced our application fees, particularly for our small to medium businesses, which aligns with Home Builders Grants that are being presented by the Federal Government. So, new dwelling houses, or extensions to dwelling houses, that are not minor, or home-based businesses. So, they've got free for domestic development until 30 July, from 30 July to 30 September 1 July to 30 September, sorry Mr Chair, with 50% discount after that, on to December. 


We've also got a new express service, open-door pre-lodgement, where you can come in and talk to Planning Services around up to three issues that you may have with the application that you'd like to present to Council. Again, free until 30 September, with a 50% discount after that, until 31 December. We also continue our free lodgement for applications that are eligible on behalf of charitable and non-for-profit organisations, as well.


We have introduced a dedicated 133 PLAN number, so 133 P-L-A-N is the Building and Construction Hotline. So, this is for customers that are already out there on the ground, doing their work, getting their construction done, making sure the tradies are getting their business and their money being paid. They need some clarification or a way forward where we will turn around enquiries within one business day. The idea there is to keep our shovel-ready development progressing, so we can keep our tradies in work.


We're looking at different applications around change applications and prioritising those, so again, make sure that people, if they're shovel-ready, can address any issues they may have, based on new circumstances and continue to employ the building and construction industry to get that work done.


Our new House and Homes Assessment Team have been doing amazing work there and completed 34 out of 67 lodged applications within that 20‑business‑day KPI. So, the team have been working very, very hard to make sure that our building and construction industry continues to support the jobs that we need, out on the ground, going forward, for the economic recovery of Brisbane. It is our most important industry and it affects everybody from the applicants, right down to the mums and dads and the tradies in the suburbs, making sure they're supporting those local small to medium enterprises, as well.


We also had a petition requesting a rejection of proposed development at 557 to 571 Old Cleveland Road and 5 Princess Street, Camp Hill. That petition's main concerns were the same concerns that had been reflected by Council officers in the request for information about the height and the density of the development, not keeping in character with the surrounding area and traffic impacts on the local network. So, it was within centre, it is a generally appropriate use for this site, but what we saw was probably a little bit too high-density and not in character with the surrounding areas.


So, we will be working with the applicant, with the independent Council officers on assessing that. There were 110 submissions, so it is clear that residents want to see a change in this application. It remains under assessment at this point of time. All of the submitters, of course, will have their ideas and their concerns factored into the decision making on this process. Thank you, Mr Chair.
Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thanks, Chair. So, I wish to speak on item B, which relates to a development application for a five-storey, mixed-used development, on the corner of Old Cleveland Road and Princess Street at Camp Hill, in my ward. Well before this petition was started, I'd been in discussions with Camp Hill residents about the development, hearing their concerns about what had been proposed. I also wrote to residents in surrounding streets to share my concerns and provide details to allow them to make formal submissions to Council. 


I note that Council's planning officers raised a number of matters with the applicant in their information request in September last year, calling the proposed development an over-development of the site and requiring a considerable redesign of height, scale and built form. While there have been changes to the proposed development, including a slight reduction in height and the number of apartments, I, along with other local residents, still have concerns. The proposed building is bulky and the design doesn't reflect the aesthetics of the Camp Hill area. The new dwellings would put extra pressure on streets like Princess Street. 


Contrary to the Opposition's rhetoric, neither I, as local Councillor, nor Councillor ADAMS, as Planning Chair, have a green and red pen to approve or not approve particular DAs (Development Applications). It is an independent process, following legislation. The application is currently being assessed by Council's Development Services, against the requirements of the City Plan and in accordance with the Planning Act. As the petition response sets out, the matters raised by all submitters and petitioners will be carefully considered by Council officers, as part of the assessment process. So, I commend the petition response to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? I see no hands. 

Councillor ADAMS? 

I will now put the resolution.

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

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams (Chair), Councillor Fiona Hammond (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood, Kara Cook and Peter Matic. 

A
PRESENTATION – DEVELOPMENT SERVICES – ECONOMIC RECOVERY INITIATIVES
41/2020-21
1. 
The Manager, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Development Services economic recovery initiatives. 

2. 
A graph was shared with the Committee, which showed the number of development applications lodged each week since 25 March 2019, with an emphasis on the applications made during COVID-19.

3. 
In late March 2020, the entire Development Services workforce was mobilised to work from home. All services were maintained during the two-week transition. A table detailing the number of development, plan sealing and operational works applications received from the 22 March 2020 to the 24 July 2020 was shown to the Committee. Applications were processed at a higher rate than they were received.

4.
Business continuity and innovation has been maintained through:

-
online prelodgement meetings

-
commencement of new virtual plumbing inspections

-
commencement of transmission of electronic survey plans

-
dedicated drop off and pick up times for hard copy survey plans

-
8,585 planning information calls taken since 24 March 2020.

5.
A range of economic recovery initiatives, supported by the Economic Recovery Taskforce survey results, have been implemented. These include:


-
application fee reductions


-
automatic extensions to currency periods


-
the Building and Construction Hotline (133 PLAN)


-
changing application prioritisation


-
reduced minimum bond value for uncompleted works


-
the House and Homes Assessment team.

6.
Application fee reductions were targeted at smaller scale projects providing work to small and medium businesses. Free lodgement is available for applications lodged between 1 July 2020 to 30 September 2020, with a 50% discount thereafter until 31 December 2020. This applies to houses under domestic development and aligns with the Australian Government’s HomeBuilder Grant.

7.
A new open door prelodgement meeting service has been introduced which allows three issues to be discussed for free until 30 September 2020, with a 50% discount thereafter until 31 December 2020. Eligible organisations are also able to access free lodgement for applications lodged on behalf of charitable and not-for-profit organisations from 1 July 2020 to 31 December 2020. To support social distancing and due to the impact on construction projects as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic, a 50% discount is now being offered on extension of time for approvals due to expire by 1 June 2021 (where there has been no previous extension).

8.
133 PLAN is Council’s Building and Construction Hotline. It is a dedicated number for customers who are in the delivery phase of a development. This Hotline is answered 24 hours a day, 7 days a week and provides fast clarification or a way forward within one business day. This helps to keep ‘shovel ready’ development progressing.

9.
In certain circumstances, an application change may be required during the construction phase. Assessment prioritisation for ‘shovel ready’ change applications is provided through the change application prioritisation process. There is a 20-business day KPI on code assessable applications that meet the eligibility criteria. Other ‘shovel ready’ change applications are also processed. This keeps the building and construction industry working by avoiding delays to construction projects.

10.
The House and Homes Assessment team is a new, dedicated team that prioritises and assesses small domestic scale applications. This applies to well made, code assessable applications that meet the eligibility criteria. Applications are decided within 20-business days.

11.
Of the 67 House and Homes applications lodged since the 1 July 2020, 54 were well made and 34 have been completed within the 20-business day KPI. Very positive feedback has been received for the House and Homes Assessment team with 89% of respondents surveyed indicating that expectations were exceeded or far exceeded. 

12.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for her informative presentation.

13. 
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE REQUEST TO CHANGE THE CONDITIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR 559-571 OLD CLEVELAND ROAD AND 5 PRINCESS STREET, CAMP HILL (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005247703)

CA20/582182

42/2020-21
14.
A petition from residents, requesting Council reject the proposed development application for 559‑571 Old Cleveland Road and 5 Princess Street, Camp Hill (application reference A005247703), was presented to Council at its meeting of 2 June 2020 by Councillor Fiona Cunningham, Councillor for Coorparoo Ward, and received.

15.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

16.
The petition contains 429 signatures.

17.
The petitioners’ concerns include the following:

-
height and density of the development

-
the proposed development is not keeping in line with the character of the surrounding low density residential area

-
traffic impacts on the local road network.

18.
The site is located within the Neighbourhood centre zone and Character residential (infill) zone under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and is subject to the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan (CDNP). The site has a combined area of 2,712 m2 consisting of four properties located within a commercial shopping strip fronting Old Cleveland Road and a fifth property containing a residential dwelling fronting Princess Street. 
19.
On 23 July 2019, a development application was lodged over 559-571 Old Cleveland Road and 5 Princess Street for a Material change of use for a Multiple dwelling (42 units) and Centre activities. Council’s assessment began on 2 August 2019 when the application was properly made under the Planning Act 2016 (the Act).
20.
The CDNP took effect on 26 July 2019, after the lodgement of the application, but prior to the application being properly made. With the adoption of the CDNP, zoning of the site changed from the Neighbourhood centre zone and Low-medium density residential zone (two to three storey mix) to the Neighbourhood centre zone and Character residential (infill) zone. 
21.
After Council issued an Information Request to the applicant on 2 September 2019, the proposed development was reduced in scale and height on 22 April 2020. The amended proposal now includes a four to five storey building containing a Multiple dwelling (37 units) and Centre activities (Shop, Office, Food and Drink Outlet) with retail tenancies (690 m2) on the ground level and office tenancies (1,685 m2) on the first and second floors. Onsite basement parking is proposed for 146 cars over two levels, with all vehicle access planned from Princess Street. Access to Old Cleveland Road is discouraged as it is an arterial road under the Road hierarchy overlay code.
22.
The development application is subject to impact assessment and therefore the applicant was required to undertake public notification in accordance with the Act. Public notification was carried out from 11 May to 1 June 2020, with Council receiving 110 submissions, of which 90 were properly made. The matters raised by all submitters and petitioners will be carefully considered by Council officers as part of the assessment process.
23.
The application is currently being assessed by Council’s Development Services against the requirements of the City Plan and in accordance with the provisions of the Act. 
24.
A copy of the development application, including all documents relating to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s PD Online website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and searching application reference number A005247703.

Consultation

25.
Councillor Fiona Cunningham, Councillor for Coorparoo Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

26.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.
27.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/582182 

Thank you for your petition requesting Council reject the proposed development application at 559‑571 Old Cleveland Road and 5 Princess Street, Camp Hill (application reference A005247703).

Council notes the concerns raised in the petition, including: 

-
height and density of the development

-
the proposed development is not keeping in line with the character of the surrounding low density residential area

-
traffic impacts on the local road network.

The site is located within the Neighbourhood centre zone and Character residential (infill) zone under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and is subject to the Coorparoo and districts neighbourhood plan (CDNP). The site has a combined area of 2,712 m2 consisting of four properties located within a commercial shopping strip fronting Old Cleveland Road and a fifth property containing a residential dwelling fronting Princess Street. 

On 23 July 2019, a development application was lodged over 559-571 Old Cleveland Road and 5 Princess Street for a Material change of use for a Multiple dwelling (42 units) and Centre activities. Council’s assessment began on 2 August 2019 when the application was properly made under the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). 

The CDNP took effect on 26 July 2019, after the lodgement of the application, but prior to the application being properly made. With the adoption of the CDNP, zoning of the site changed from the Neighbourhood centre zone and Low-medium density residential zone (two to three storey mix) to the Neighbourhood centre zone and Character residential (infill) zone. 

After Council issued an Information Request to the applicant on 2 September 2019, the proposed development was reduced in scale and height on 22 April 2020. The amended proposal now includes a four to five storey building containing a Multiple dwelling (37 units) and Centre activities (Shop, Office, Food and Drink Outlet) with retail tenancies (690 m2) on the ground level and office tenancies (1,685 m2) on the first and second floors. Onsite basement parking is proposed for 146 cars over two levels, with all vehicle access planned from Princess Street. Access to Old Cleveland Road is discouraged as it is an arterial road under the Road hierarchy overlay code.

The development application is subject to impact assessment and therefore the applicant was required to undertake public notification in accordance with the Act. Public notification was carried out from 11 May to 1 June 2020, with Council receiving 110 submissions, of which 90 were properly made. The matters raised by all submitters and petitioners will be carefully considered by Council officers as part of the assessment process.

The application is currently being assessed by Council’s Development Services against the requirements of the City Plan and in accordance with the provisions of the Act. 

A copy of the development application, including all documents relating to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s PD Online website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and searching application reference number A005247703.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Rory Kelly, Team Manager, Planning Services East, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3403 4975.

ADOPTED
PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT COMMITTEE

Councillor Ryan MURPHY, Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Angela OWEN, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thanks very much, Chair. Look, before I get to the Committee report, can I just discuss a question on notice which was provided to Councillor GRIFFITHS last week? So, last week, Councillor GRIFFITHS had a question on notice, regarding the Better Bikeways 4 Brisbane program spend, from 2016 to 2020. There were a couple of issues in there I'd just like to clarify. So, there were two figures that were wrong. Now, it doesn't affect the total spend, but it does affect the breakdown of the spend. 



So, the spreadsheet that was provided to Councillor GRIFFITHS incorrectly stated that $350,000 went towards the Mabb Street to Paley Street project in 2017, which is inaccurate. Works were undertaken to design a bikeway link at the cost of $81,000 only. This pathway is still in the planning phase. So, it didn't take long for Council's enthusiastic cycling community to pick up on that one. Of course, the $81,000 involved a feasibility investigation and an options analysis. 


A concept design was developed on the preferred alignment and we did commence preliminary design, but it never progressed beyond that. In regard to the figure that was incorrectly included, the difference actually went towards enhancing bikeways through banana bar removals, signage and network planning, with the total bikeways spend remaining unchanged. 


Then, of course, there was the Stafford City and Royal Parade lighting. This one was a cracker. So, the spreadsheet provided to Councillor GRIFFITHS incorrectly stated that $1.5 million went towards lighting the existing bikeway between Stafford City and Royal Parade in 2017, which again is inaccurate. This was another honest mistake. The total actual cost of this project was $81,000 to light 365 metres of bikeway. 



So, in regard to the figure that was incorrectly included, this is actually money that went towards enhancing bikeways, with the total bikeway spend remaining the same. So, I apologise for the error and, of course, I will provide Councillor GRIFFITHS with that updated record of project spend within that area. So, Chair, thank you. 


From Monday this week, the State Government extended the shoulder of peak‑period travel. That's what the Committee presentation was about. So, for the morning peak it now finishes an hour later at 10am and for the afternoon peak it now finishes at 7pm, also an hour later, to provide a greater opportunity to stagger their start and finish times. The reasoning behind this is in response to what has clearly been changes in travel behaviour for commuters going to and from the workplace throughout the pandemic and to encourage social distancing. 


That's what the Committee heard all about. So, for Council, this means an additional 170 trips on 20 routes each weekday, involving a range of BUZ and Rocket services. This is currently scheduled to end on 11 December later this year, although that date, I'm sure, will be subject to the vagaries of the pandemic and the evolving public health situation which we have.


At Committee, there were many interesting statistics that are emerging, with bus patronage plummeting in March and bottoming out in April, with 14.89% of normal levels in week 4 of the pandemic, which was for the week ending 10 April. School from home, universities moving to online lectures and assessment, combined with working from home for everyone except essential workers, reduced demand significantly during peak times. 


So, from April, the presentation showed that patronage has been climbing, with 50.86% of normal patronage in mid-July. That was up from the week starting 18 July, which was when universities started to return to onsite campus activities. There was a gradual return to workplaces, in line with easing of restrictions by the State Government. So, some routes up by an enormous percentage. 


In terms of the dwell time for buses, the morning peak showed that services ran late often more than two minutes, with certain trips taking an extra nine to 11 minutes. In terms of dwell time for buses, the afternoon peak showed that services ran late, often more than three to four minutes. Again, like with the morning peak, certain trips were taking an extra nine to 11 minutes.


The Committee presentation also looked at the impacts of the State Government's Cross River Rail project on Roma Street, with the closure of the Inner Northern Busway still underway. The Inner Northern Busway carries around 2,000 bus services each day and as part of closing the busway, all bus services have been diverted on to Roma Street. No doubt Councillors trying to get into King George Square car park are aware of this. 


Temporary bus stops have been provided on Roma Street, to replace the Roma Street bus station platform, starting from 18 May. This is scheduled to stay in place for the remainder of this month. Now, this is a major interchange point for our city's network, with north, south, east and west services affected, including 43 urban routes and four district services affected and just over 2,300 trips each weekday affected. So, that's a lot of buses.


Council's been working with TransLink, the Cross River Rail site contractors and Cross River Rail Delivery Authority to monitor how passengers are moving around the sites. Prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, the closure was anticipated to have significant network impacts. Those impacts anticipated to be an increase in running times, up to seven minutes for most services and for some services, nine to 11 minutes, as I said before, requiring an extra 23 peak vehicles and approximately 40 full-time drivers. 


Due to COVID-19, traffic has operated at much lower levels than normal and expected. While diversions have increased running times, we have managed to do this without revising timetables, with just one additional vehicle in peak required. Because of diversions from being on a grade-separated busway to general traffic environment, the impacts mean a longer distance and increased congestion, with a 40% increase in the morning peak running times and a 60% increase in afternoon peak running times, as well as additional dead-head time for terminating services.


So, in terms of public transport patronage, approximately 28,000 passengers per day were travelling, this is approximately 38% of last year's patronage. In terms of bus travel times, for the AM peak it's been two minutes and 12 seconds longer than 2019 and in the PM peak, two minutes and 58 seconds longer than in 2019. In contrast, in terms of general traffic for peak hour at Roma Street and Countess Street intersections, the peak showed 4,400 vehicles and 3,800 vehicles per hour, so 93% and 98% of last year, respectively. So, we're almost back.


The presentation also highlighted what mitigation measures are in place in response to the pandemic, including sanitizer at all the rail stations and at a large number of bus stations, including the Cultural Centre and the King George Square bus stations, particularly where there's contact with furniture. So, I thank Greg Spelman for his informative presentation. I wanted to acknowledge again my appreciation for all the bus drivers working very hard at our depots and garages, for their work in ensuring that passengers can continue to move throughout our bus network, despite the pandemic. 


At Committee, we had one presentation with 380 and 383 specifically signatures. The petition requested more space for people walking, jogging and riding bicycles, in response to the increased volume of people out and about enjoying our city during the pandemic. The response is as is there in the report. I don't propose to re-enter it into the Chamber today, but I'm happy to take any feedback from any Councillors on the Committee report. Thank you, Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Seriatim - Clauses A and B
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clauses A and B, COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BRISBANE BUS NETWORK: BUS NETWORK PERFORMANCE DURING THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC and PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INVESTIGATE AND IMPLEMENT AS A MATTER OF URGENCY, OPTIONS FOR STREETS THROUGHOUT THE CITY AND SUBURBS FOR SAFER ROAD AND FOOTPATH USE DURING COVID-19, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
On Clause A, the presentation about the bus network performance during the COVID-19 pandemic, I have a few comments to make on this and particularly the way in which—and congratulate our Transport for Brisbane staff for the work that they have been doing in keeping, at the time, essential workers moving around our city and increasingly so, as we emerge from restrictions, people taking to public transport once again.


But they have continued to face challenges, Chair, our bus drivers, while at work. I wanted to take this opportunity to highlight some of those issues for all Councillors. So, attacks on bus drivers by members of the public have been down during COVID-19, but they are still occurring. What is becoming increasingly concerning is behaviours like spitting are increasing. Incidences of spitting are increasing on our bus drivers. Before the pandemic, a physical assault a week was commonplace. 


Bus drivers certainly shouldn't be coming to work expecting to be abused and assaulted. So, any reports of this type of behaviour is very concerning. I'm sure it would be to all Councillors. Initiatives made by TransLink, including rear-door boarding and cashless payments, have, by all reports, obviously reduced the interaction between commuters and drivers, but also made it safer for drivers throughout this period. So, we would certainly renew our calls for more to be done by Council to protect bus drivers, while they are at work, Chair,


So, unlike tram and train drivers, of course, bus drivers are not completely separated from commuters. They do remain vulnerable, that's just the matter of fact. Tram drivers on the Gold Coast, train drivers on the QR (Queensland Rail) network and drivers on the new banana buses will be separated from commuters. But bus drivers on our ordinary buses remain vulnerable. 


So, the benefits of rear-door boarding, as a safety measure for bus drivers, show how Council could be taking the opportunity to ensure that there is an easier way, potentially, of full encapsulation for bus drivers in the design of new buses in the new bus-build contract. We'd certainly hope that Council would take learnings from this COVID-19 period, in the way in which our buses are operating forward and in the discussions that are had with TransLink about the way in which we operate our buses. 


On the issue of face masks, it's not a requirement yet in Queensland and we certainly hope it won't be, given the fantastic job that the Premier has been doing in keeping us all safe and well up here in Queensland. But some bus drivers are preferring to use a face mask at the moment to protect themselves and their families. They may have elderly parents, or loved ones, or may be elderly or immune-compromised themselves, some dealing with cancer treatment and things like that. So, we want to make sure it's as safe as possible. 


So, something we would like to know is that whether Council has adequate stockpiles of face masks. We realise that a lot of that stock all around the country is going to Victoria. But we just want to make sure that our bus drivers are well protected, in the event something does happen. 


On the issue of pandemic leave for bus operators, we know that 560 bus drivers are casuals. If they need to get tested for COVID-19, or test positive in that event, they can be off work for a couple of weeks without wages. So, Council should definitely be looking after these drivers and make sure that they have adequate access to pandemic leave. I'll leave those comments with the Administration. 


On Clause B, the petition, we will be supporting the petitioners, Chair, but don't support the response to them. It does lack any substance. There has been a noticeable uptake, as we've discussed previously, in cycling and walking during the COVID-19 lockdown. Bike store sales have been at a record high. Driving past them, you could literally see people lining up to make a purchase over the last couple of months. 


It's now been two months since this Administration told Brisbane residents that it would be installing pop-up bike lanes and investigating an active transport grid in the city, a permanent grid in the city. The perfect opportunity to execute these mobility projects was during the COVID-19 lockdown, when the city was quiet. It probably never will be that quiet again. It was the golden opportunity that was missed by this LORD MAYOR and Administration. 


When you compare what the Sydney City Council announced at the time, back in May, they announced six cycling pop-up projects and they have completed two of those already. Here in Brisbane one was announced and none have been completed. So, the petition response before us today tells petitioners nothing, other than what we already know. The response mentions works to be done on cycle and pedestrian pathways is just about 50 markings to encourage users to share the path. This shows, I think, how little work has been done, Chair, in planning for a post-COVID-19 future of mobility here in Brisbane. 


While the Administration hardly lifted a finger in the public and active transport space, Chair, our team has been on the ground, practically engaging with transport stakeholders. Stakeholders like the RACQ, Space for Cycling, Bicycle Queensland and Queensland Walks. We've been having a discussion with them about how to get our city actively moving. 


In those meetings we discussed the need for upgraded pedestrian and cycling infrastructure and the missing links in our suburbs, the exact sort of thing that this petition is crying out for, but the thing that is not being delivered in the response or in the actions taken by this Administration. Simple things like pram ramps, cycling and pedestrian separation lines and pathway extensions are all needed. All these projects, though simple ones, should have been completed, along with pop-up bike lanes during the COVID-19 lockdown.



So, we welcome the petition and the advocacy by the community on this, but it should not have been needed. If this Administration was proactive and they were wise in using the residents' money and governing on behalf of the people of Brisbane, we wouldn't have to have—people wouldn't have to go to such lengths to ask for pretty simple infrastructure, like better cycling and pedestrian facilities here in Brisbane. So, we won't be supporting this petition response, Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I rise to speak primarily on item A and just expand a little bit on the comments I made, or the question I posed to the LORD MAYOR earlier. We've heard at lot in the Committee presentation about the impact that COVID‑19 and the shutdown has had on bus patronage and the challenges of particularly managing the network, where we're also trying to provide safe distancing. 


In the Committee presentation, we heard from Council officers that a positive outcome would be if we were able to shift some of the existing peak-hour commuter load into off-peak periods. The characteristics of Brisbane's network, historically and even currently, are that we tend to have quite high demand in peak periods and very, very low comparative demand in off-peak periods, except for a few school routes, et cetera. 


So, as a result, we're running buses that are near capacity, or sometimes over capacity in peak periods, and then well below capacity outside those times. So, obviously, there's a real benefit there if we can shift people, some commuters, to off-peak periods in general, but particularly during COVID-19 and the desire to space things out a bit more. There'd be a lot of benefits in encouraging that transition out of the peak periods. 


On top of that, of course, we're now seeing a big decline in public transport patronage. That will hopefully recover a little bit more. But I think it's a fair assumption that it may not recover to the levels we saw before the pandemic for a range of reasons, one of those being the economic impacts of COVID-19 and the fact that people will be avoiding discretionary public transport trips, simply to save money. But also, just because there's still some generalised concerns about public transport and gathering in close, confined spaces. 


So, what I'm proposing that the Council Administration seriously consider and I'm not sure if the MAYOR's currently listening or not, but I do hope that he will explore raising this seriously with the Transport Minister as well, is that, it might not be as expensive as we think to offer free off-peak public transport to everyone. We already offer free off-peak public transport to seniors. We know that there's a lot of latent capacity on our services at the moment. So, making off-peak services free would not necessarily require us to put more services on. It would simply result in more efficient use of existing services that are already running.


We know that in order to negotiate free off-peak travel for seniors, the Council had to pay the State Government a sum, in terms of forgone revenue. I believe the figure was around $4 million for the year. But now, obviously, there's significantly less revenue coming in from those off-peak journeys, due to the drop in patronage. There might be an opening for this Council to approach the State Government and say, look, you guys want more people on your buses and trains, so do we. Can we negotiate some arrangement where we can make public transport free off peak for everyone?


Even if it's only for a limited time, even if it's only a six-month, or one-year trial, to help stimulate an economic recovery, noting that if people can travel around freely, they're more likely to access local destinations, the shops, businesses, et cetera. That's what we saw with free off-peak travel for seniors, we did see that seniors were getting out more, engaging with their community more. So, it would seem to me that the likely benefits, in terms of the city as a whole, of making off‑peak public transport free, might actually justify the slight hit to revenue. 


So, at the very least, I'm hoping that Councillor MURPHY can make enquiries as to what the projected loss in revenue might be, if we were to make public transport, or at least buses and ferries, free off-peak for everyone. I think the figure I heard previously, prior to COVID-19 was $80 million a year, which was obviously quite high. But it would be interesting to know whether those projections of lost fare revenue, or forgone revenue would be a lot lower now. I expect they would be. 


So, if we can get some updated figures on roughly how much revenue would we have to forgo per month, for example, or would the State Government have to forgo per month, if buses were free off-peak, then we have a basis to start negotiating with the State Government, particularly in the lead-up to the State election. We know the State Government will be looking for things to announce. We know that making stuff free is a really good way to win votes. So, they're going to be really open to ideas like this at the moment. 


Certainly, I think it's a space that Council should be playing, where we're generating these ideas and taking them to the Minister. I took the LORD MAYOR's point about the challenges of potentially subsidising transport from people who live in other Council regions, in other Council areas, but it's also worth recognising that if we make it easy and cheap, or free to travel in and out of the Brisbane Council area, that's generating more potential commerce and revenue for local business within our Councils, within our city. 


So, we want people to be coming into Brisbane to spend money. We want them to be moving around the city more. We want to be encouraging a general reactivation of the city and the public realm, as we emerge from the shutdown. So, it would seem to me that, even as a short-term trial, there'd be quite a lot of benefits, in terms of making off-peak transport free. 


So, I hope Councillor MURPHY and the LORD MAYOR will take that idea seriously. I'm not throwing it out there as some sort of wild ambit claim. I think it is genuinely a good idea. I don't think it would cost the city as much as we expect it might. So, hopefully the Administration will take that in good faith and consider it seriously. Thanks. 

Chair:
Further speakers? I see no further speakers. 


Councillor MURPHY. 

Councillor MURPHY:
Yeah, thanks very much, Chair. I just wanted to address a couple of issues that were raised by Councillor CASSIDY and Councillor SRI in the rebuttals. So, first of all, to Councillor CASSIDY, raised some issues around the CBD bike trial. I've said this publicly, perhaps pop-up was definitely the wrong word to describe the CBD city link cycleway, or the CBD bikeway grid that we are designing at the moment, because it certainly isn't pop-up infrastructure. 


Now, the reality is that this trial's going to bring some very significant modifications to roads in our city centre. Everybody in Council wants to make sure that we get this initiative right. We want to make sure that these designs are safe for cyclists. So, Council's presented plans for this grid to bicycle user groups at the first Active Travel Advisory Committee, which was last month. It took on their feedback, which is great to receive. We've continued to receive feedback from them.


I know that just last week, the Metro team met with the bicycle user groups to discuss the design of the inner-city bikeway network. There's also a matter of several critical approvals that are required from the State Government before we make these changes. So, there's actually five approvals. I've written off to Minister Bailey to ask for those approvals to be fast tracked, so we can get this initiative happening sooner rather than later. 


He has very generously written back to me within only a couple of days, which was very good, suggesting that we get together a joint taskforce to handle it. I'm always wary of taskforces and, I suppose, their propensity to continue to create process, rather than outcomes. But I'm taking him at good faith here, that we will be able to get those issues resolved very quickly, so that we can see this inner‑city CBD bike grid established. Once those issues are sorted out, we'll be able to share more information on the timing and delivery of this project.


But I just want to say, in terms of pop-ups in Sydney, some of the pop-up bikeways in Sydney have proven to be very deeply unpopular with local residents that they are near. The City of Sydney has actually gone and pulled them out as a result of that. So, the last thing we want to do is to set ourselves up for failure here, where we go and we put all this pop-up infrastructure in, people use it for a couple of months, residents, other road users get mightily upset at the slap-shod nature of it and then tear it down. 


So, does that mean that we're probably committing ourselves to permanent cycling lanes in the CBD in the foreseeable future? Well, I'd say it's a trial, but certainly it is far more towards the permanent end, than a pop-up end. We want this to be successful, we don't want it to be something that fails and then that we have to withdraw it.


Councillor CASSIDY also made some comments around driver safety and the barriers. Look, I would welcome any further consultation from the RTBU (Rail, Tram and Bus Union) when it comes to driver protection barriers. You know that Council's undertaking consultation with drivers on three types of barriers, the wide, the narrow and the partial barriers. The wide barrier was removed from the trial, following two months of driver feedback about how it performed very poorly. 


The two remaining barrier types will continue to be trialled. The partial barrier, which offered the greatest degree of protection, but received significant negative comment from the operators, around glare and other issues, including the visibility at night, that was removed. Then we have gone ahead with the narrow barrier that received the best feedback from drivers. That's now retrofitted on 1,234 buses. 


We've been really pleased to partner with the State Government to deliver that very significant, real improvement to the safety of our bus operators, a workforce that we care very deeply about. We want to make sure that they are protected and that the risk that they have when they come to their workplace is reduced as much as possible. So, it's not only driver protection barriers, but we've also been implementing CCTV, the monitored radio alarm systems, duress alarms. We've been performing a whole lot of staff de-escalation training and putting on additional security staff, including the patrol cars that identify areas and routes of concern and then head out to be on them. 


There is also the post-incident support and counselling that we offer and our participation in the State Government’s bus driver safety forum. 


When the State Government set out on this path of implementing bus driver barriers, they commenced that in 2018, and they said after implementation, they would commence a review. So that was two years ago and we are yet to hear what the status of that review will be. Council was probably in a pretty good position to provide some practical feedback in that respect, given we’ve had these barriers in operation for some time now.


But I will just say, in terms of the passenger experience and the bus driver operator experience, your mileage may vary. Some buses—some bus operators don’t mind being behind the barrier, others hate it with a passion. 

We’re not going to be able to find a one size fits all approach here but we are open to full encapsulation in terms of the new bus build. Purchasing new buses, we would be open to that but it’s something that we have to really build out in the procurement process and that we have to take our drivers on a journey with.

We know as Councillor CASSIDY said, the Metro vehicle will be fully encapsulated because drivers will be separated in a different cabin from passengers. Working through how they interact with passengers in that separate cabin and they’re still able to provide that high level of customer service and friendliness that our drivers are renowned for around the country, is really critical.

So we welcome any feedback that the union has on that and obviously, it has to work in the real world as well.

Councillor SRI, you spoke about free off-peak services and, I suppose, the potential for that to stimulate the economy. I—look, we know that senior’s free off-peak travel has been a massive success but I’m just aware of, I suppose, some of the perverse outcomes that could be generated by fully free off-peak travel in and around the city.

You’ve got to remember that this is just one Council that sits at the core of a whole range of South East Queensland councils. The vast majority of which, would absolutely be completely gleeful if Brisbane City Council announced that we would be taking all travel for anyone on our buses free in the off-peak because what you would see is an enormous explosion of people commuting to the city boundaries or to get onto a Brisbane City Council service to be able to catch that.

So I think there are people much smarter than you and I that have—they’ve done the maths on this and they’ve realised that to make all services off-peak would indeed encourage some perverse outcomes. 

I am just not sure the value proposition for Brisbane City Council rate payers to subsidise that much wider expansion of that service to other competing councils. Which is really what you’re talking about. 

That kind of a policy is certainly best handled at the TransLink level, at a TransLink policy level, at a ministerial level and certainly welcome any approach that you might want to make to Minister Bailey on that. 

It’s not something that we have discussed—because we know that whenever we’ve raised revenue leakage with the State Government in the past, they’ve pushed back very strongly. They very much like the revenue that they receive from buses and I think would be very reticent to give it up. So it’s not something that we take to them because again, we—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Councillor MURPHY:
Sure.

Chair:
Hang on, sorry. Is there a point of order?

Councillor SRI:
Yes, just wondering if—just wondering if Councillor MURPHY would take a quick question?

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, will you take a question?

Councillor MURPHY
Sure.

Councillor SRI:
Just, Councillor MURPHY, through you, Chair, do you have a rough idea of estimated foregone revenue? I know that early figure of $80 million per year would be quite out of date now.

Councillor MURPHY:
That’s still the latest figure that I’m going off, Councillor SRI. If there’s an—which at the end of it, in a $3 billion budget, it doesn’t seem that much. We can all accept that, but the reality is, that money has to come from somewhere and what I am saying to you is that what you would be proposing is that Brisbane City Council’s rate payers subsidise all the rate payers from the surrounding councils, that would then make the journey on our roads into our city to catch that public transport.


You would generate some extremely perverse outcomes I think, and particularly in those fringe suburbs that surround the city. I just think that you need to be aware of those issues. 

I know that in your world, we can go and we can just put up a fruit tree on the side of the road and it will grow and it will be beautiful and people will come pick fruit off it, but what you don’t think about is the fruit that then drops from that tree. The rotten fruit. The bats. All the pests and the other issues that come along with that.

I think that is really a great analogy for a lot of the policy issues that you propose in this place. They’re well-meaning but they’re not well thought through.

So, with those few words, Chair, I will wrap up now.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
All right, now I will now put item A. 

Clause A put

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

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B of the report of the Public and Active Transport Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Jonathan SRI.

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BRISBANE BUS NETWORK: BUS NETWORK PERFORMANCE DURING THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC

43/2020-21
1.
The Manager, Strategy and Network Services, Transport for Brisbane, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Brisbane bus network performance during the COVID-19 pandemic. He provided the information below.

2. 
Bus patronage saw a significant decline in March 2020, reaching its lowest point in April 2020. In the week of 4-10 April 2020, bus patronage was at 14.89% of normal levels. As a result of the COVID-19 pandemic, working and schooling from home, as well as universities moving to online lectures, there was a reduction in demand during peak times. In response, Transport for Brisbane developed contingency plans with consideration of business continuity and reduced timetables.

3. 
Patronage has slowly risen since April 2020 and was at 50.68% of normal levels in the week of 18‑24 July 2020. Since 25 May 2020, student demand is returning to normal patronage levels. The highest demand is on school services and on urban services around bell times. From July 2020, universities have started returning to campus activities and there has been a gradual return to workplaces. This has all contributed to an increase in patronage. This patronage recovery mirrors the patronage trends seen in 2019.

4. 
During the morning peak, buses are spending less time at bus stops. As such, 2020 dwell times are lower than in 2019, signifying lower patronage.  Services are running more than two minutes late and from mid-June 2020, and 2020 running times exceed 2019 times. A key driver of this was the return to school from the 25 May 2020.

5. 
During the afternoon peak, 2020 dwell times are lower than in 2019, signifying lower patronage. Services are running three to four minutes late and from mid-July 2020, and 2020 running times exceed 2019 times. In the afternoon, there is both a school peak time and a commuter peak time.

6.
During off-peak, 2020 dwell times are lower than in 2019, signifying lower patronage. Services are running more than two minutes late and from late-May 2020, and 2020 running times exceed 2019 times. This is earlier than expected and coincides with the return to school.

7. 
The Cross River Rail (CRR) project has had a major impact on network performance. As part of the CRR project, a new underground station will be constructed at Roma Street. Construction of the station required the demolition of the Brisbane Transit Centre (BTC) and Hotel Jen. A closure of the Inner Northern Busway (INB) was required to demolish sections of the BTC and to construct a new temporary outbound bus platform. The platform design was intended for two years with only inbound and outbound platforms affected.

8.
The demolition works and timings are based on a 13 week timeframe, with an additional two weeks contingency which will be drawn on. Within the first three weeks, the enabling of works prior to demolition and the East tower ramp demolition was scheduled to occur. The coach deck demolition was scheduled to occur over weeks four to nine with the make good cut line and inbound platform scheduled to occur from weeks 10 to 13. Construction of the temporary outbound platform was scheduled to take place from weeks four to 13. 

9. 
A video showing the Roma Street demolition sequence was shown to the Committee.

10. 
An INB diversion is currently in place. The INB usually carries approximately 2,300 bus services each day. Due to the closure of the INB, all bus services have been diverted onto Roma Street and into general traffic. Temporary bus stops were provided on Roma Street to replace the Roma Street Bus Station platforms. The INB diversion commenced on 18 May 2020 and is scheduled to be in place until 30 August 2020. Roma Street is considered a major interchange point for services and the closure of the Roma Street Bus Station platforms has impacted services from the north, south, east and west. This includes 43 urban routes and four district services with 2,375 trips per weekday affected.

11.
A map showing the path of the INB diversion was shown to the committee.

12. 
The Roma Street Busway Station operated with a lead stop arrangement and real-time information displays. On-street stops are operating with two distinct stops in both directions and an additional set-down stop northbound. There is a need for distinct stops due to the unavailability of real-time information displays and reduced visibility of approaching buses. Public information is provided with standard CBD-style blades such as those on Adelaide Street. Passenger movement between inbound and outbound bus stops is across Roma Street at the Makerston Street intersection.

13.
A graphic showing the grouping of bus services to specific stops on Roma Street was shown to the Committee. Services have been grouped to manage the capacity of bus stops.

14. 
Outbound bus lanes have been provided in Roma Street, between Parkland Boulevard and Skew Street. Changes have been made to the Roma Street and Skew Street intersection to provide for buses turning into and out of the busway portal. Temporary bus stops, shelters and seating have been provided on Roma Street.

15.
TransLink is responsible for public communications. Communications material and departure bus stops are colour-coded to assist in wayfinding. Wayfinding information is also available at the Transit Centre, busway platforms and on-street stops. Information is also posted on the TransLink website and Journey Planner. 

16.
Prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, the INB closure was anticipated to have significant network impacts including a significant increase in running times of up to seven minutes for most services and up to nine to 11 minutes for certain services. It was expected that an additional 23 peak vehicles and approximately 40 full-time drivers would be required. This would be at an additional operating cost of $160,000 per week for the 15-week closure.

17.
Due to COVID-19, traffic operated at much lower levels than normal. Diversions increase running times; however, timetables were not revised. One additional peak vehicle was required which was generated by increased dead running. There was an additional $16,000 in operating costs per week for the 15-week closure, excluding bus leases.

18.
Actual service impacts included the diversion from grade-separated busway to the general traffic environment, involving a longer distance to travel and increased congestion. There was a 40% increase in morning peak running times and a 60% increase in afternoon peak running times through the route segment. There was also additional dead running time for terminating services.

19.
Future service impacts include an environment of continued gradual increase of congestion and patronage. Running times and timetables will continue to be under pressure while the Roma Street diversion remains in place. There is some relief anticipated from the 31 August 2020 as there is an expected return to busway operations. Service impacts are dependent on travel behaviours and the traffic environment which are influenced by the COVID-19 pandemic and inner-city construction activity.

20.
A monitoring program has been established to monitor changes to bus services, traffic and community impacts of the INB diversion. The monitoring program is jointly supported by Brisbane City Council, TransLink, Cross River Rail Delivery Authority and site contractors. A weekly report is prepared to monitor changes in key metrics.

21.
As of the week of 20 July 2020, there was public transport patronage of 28,000 passengers per day. This is 38% of 2019 patronage. Morning peak bus travel times are 2 minutes and 12 seconds longer than in 2019 and afternoon peak bus travel times are 2 minutes and 58 seconds longer than in 2019. General traffic peak hour volumes at Roma Street and Countess Street intersections are 4,400 vehicles per hour (93% of 2019) in the morning peak and 3,200 vehicles per hour (98% of 2019) in the afternoon peak.

22.
TransLink’s COVID-safe public transport plan outlines measures to ensure the health and safety of customers and staff on public transport. 

23.
To support social distancing, from Monday 10 August until 11 December 2020, Council will operate more bus services on the weekday network, including higher demand BUZ routes and selected Rockets. This is designed to support the message of spreading the peak and providing better opportunities for employees to stagger start and finish times. Services targeted are those with the most demand in peak as this provides the greatest opportunity to spread passenger travel times.

24.
A graph showing the average boardings per trip on weekdays for February, April and July 2020 was shown to the Committee.

25.
A table showing the extra trips operated by Transport for Brisbane was shown to the Committee.

26.
Other measures in place in response to the COVID-19 pandemic includes TransLink’s COVID‑safe public transport plan which requires good hand and respiratory hygiene. Hand sanitiser is also now available at key stations across the bus network in a trial commencing on the 17 July 2020.

27.
Pictures of ‘Leave a Gap’ and hand sanitising station signage was shown to the Committee.

28.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for his informative presentation.

29.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INVESTIGATE AND IMPLEMENT AS A MATTER OF URGENCY, OPTIONS FOR STREETS THROUGHOUT THE CITY AND SUBURBS FOR SAFER ROAD AND FOOTPATH USE DURING COVID-19



CA20/527378

44/2020-21
30.
A petition from residents, requesting Council investigate and implement as a matter of urgency, options for streets throughout the city and suburbs for safer road and footpath use during COVID‑19, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 19 May 2020, by Councillor Kim Marx, and received.

31.
The Manager, Transport Planning Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

32.
The petition contains 383 signatures. Of the petitioners, 355 live in various suburbs of the City of Brisbane with the remainder living outside the City of Brisbane.

33.
The petitioners are requesting that more space be provided for people walking, jogging and riding bicycles, in response to the increased volume of footpath users following measures implemented by the Queensland and Australian Governments regarding COVID-19. 
34.
To limit the transmission of COVID-19, the Queensland Government imposed a period of restricted travel and physical separation guidelines in early April 2020. This included a directive under the Public Health Act 2005 to maintain a 1.5 metre distance from other people who were not part of their immediate household as much as possible. Many people also transitioned from working in offices to working from home. These changes led to a spike in pedestrian and bicycle volumes across Council’s footpath and bikeway network and a significant reduction in vehicular traffic on the road network.

35.
Council has an extensive footpath and bikeway network and the width of these pathways varies depending on the intended function and built environment. For instance, in areas where higher volumes are expected, pathways are wider. However, most standard footpaths across Brisbane are constructed with a width of 1.2 metres. Consequently, on standard footpaths it may be necessary for users to travel in single file rather than side-by-side to adhere to the personal separation practices provided by Queensland Health.

36.
The petitioners’ request to create additional space for pedestrians and bicycle riders has been noted. Where reasonably possible, every effort is made to ensure Council’s network of bicycle paths and footpaths are of an appropriate standard. However, planning infrastructure for unpredictable behavioural events is challenging because significant changes to infrastructure is often constrained by the existing environment, for example, adjacent buildings. 

37.
Generally, if there is a shared pathway, Council installs warning signage advising cyclists and pedestrians that it is a ‘shared pathway’ with a symbol of a pedestrian and bicycle. This is to remind users to be mindful of others when using the pathway and, in particular, for cyclists to give way to pedestrians.

38.
Funding for infrastructure works, such as pathways and bike paths, is split across Brisbane’s 26 local ward areas. Each year, the projects that deliver the best outcomes for the wider community are prioritised and funded for installation. As there is a high demand for improvements across Brisbane, all requests must be prioritised to ensure Council’s resources are directed to streets, pathways and areas most in need of improvement and those that offer the greatest benefit to the wider community. However, Council is mindful of the increased demand that has been observed on the active transport network in recent times and these factors will be taken into consideration during budget deliberations.  

39.
In addition, Council and the Queensland Government announced that they will co-convene an Active Travel Advisory Committee (ATAC) with external stakeholders. The first ATAC meeting occurred on 13 July 2020 and this initiative will allow Council and the State to draw on their collective expertise and insights, as well as that of the community, when prioritising future active transport investment in Brisbane. 

40.
In response to the recent uptake in walking and cycling, Council has also installed approximately 50 pathway markings encouraging users to ‘share the path’ across popular inner‑city bikeways and pathways. 

41.
The petitioners’ feedback about speeding motorists due to lower traffic volumes has been noted. Traffic volumes across Brisbane which were significantly lower in April and early May 2020, have begun to increase following the easing of travel and activity restrictions on 15 May 2020, which were previously imposed by the Queensland Government. As a small portion of the population will speed regardless of the circumstances, and traffic volumes are returning to their normal levels, Council is not proposing to implement road infrastructure changes to specifically address speeding. 

42.
Speeding and reckless driving are considered to be driver behaviour issues which Council cannot enforce. The Queensland Police Service (QPS) is the designated authority responsible for enforcing Queensland’s traffic laws.

43.
The petitioners are encouraged to raise any concerns they have with speeding vehicles directly with the QPS via the Hoon Hotline on 13 HOON (13 46 66).

Consultation

44.
Councillor Ryan Murphy, Chair of Public and Active Transport Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact

45.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

46.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Jonathan Sri dissenting.

47.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A
Draft response
Petition Reference: CA20/527378

Thank you for your petition requesting Council investigate and implement as a matter of urgency, options for streets throughout the city and suburbs for safer road and footpath use during COVID‑19.

To limit the transmission of COVID-19, the Queensland Government imposed a period of restricted travel and physical separation guidelines in early April 2020. This included a directive under the Public Health Act 2005 to maintain a 1.5 metre distance from other people who were not part of their immediate household as much as possible. Many people also transitioned from working in offices to working from home. These changes led to a spike in pedestrian and bicycle volumes across Council’s footpath and bikeway network and a significant reduction in vehicular traffic on the road network.

Council has an extensive footpath and bikeway network and the width of these pathways varies depending on the intended function and built environment. For instance, in areas where higher volumes are expected, pathways are wider. However, most standard footpaths across Brisbane are constructed with a width of 1.2 metres. Consequently, on standard footpaths it may be necessary for users to travel in single file rather than side-by-side to adhere to the personal separation practices provided by Queensland Health.

Your request to create additional space for pedestrians and bicycle riders has been noted. Where reasonably possible, every effort is made to ensure Council’s network of bicycle paths and footpaths are of an appropriate standard. However, planning infrastructure for unpredictable behavioural events is challenging because significant changes to infrastructure is often constrained by the existing environment, for example, adjacent buildings. 

Generally, if there is a shared pathway, Council installs warning signage advising cyclists and pedestrians that it is a ‘shared pathway’ with a symbol of a pedestrian and bicycle. This is to remind users to be mindful of others when using the pathway and, in particular, for cyclists to give way to pedestrians.

Funding for infrastructure works, such as pathways and bike paths, is split across Brisbane’s 26 local ward areas. Each year, the projects that deliver the best outcomes for the wider community are prioritised and funded for installation. As there is a high demand for improvements across Brisbane, all requests must be prioritised to ensure Council’s resources are directed to streets, pathways and areas most in need of improvement and those that offer the greatest benefit to the wider community. However, Council is mindful of the increased demand that has been observed on the active transport network in recent times and these factors will be taken into consideration during budget deliberations.  

In addition, Council and the Queensland Government announced that they will co-convene an Active Travel Advisory Committee (ATAC) with external stakeholders. The first ATAC meeting occurred on 13 July 2020 and this initiative will allow Council and the State to draw on their collective expertise and insights, as well as that of the community, when prioritising future active transport investment in Brisbane. 

In response to the recent uptake in walking and cycling, Council has also installed approximately 50 pathway markings encouraging users to ‘share the path’ across popular inner-city bikeways and pathways. 

Your feedback about speeding motorists due to lower traffic volumes has been noted. Traffic volumes across Brisbane which were significantly lower in April and early May 2020, have begun to increase following the easing of travel and activity restrictions on 15 May 2020, which were previously imposed by the Queensland Government. As a small portion of the population will speed regardless of the circumstances, and traffic volumes are returning to their normal levels, Council is not proposing to implement road infrastructure changes to specifically address speeding. 

Speeding and reckless driving are considered to be driver behaviour issues which Council cannot enforce. The Queensland Police Service (QPS) is the designated authority responsible for enforcing Queensland’s traffic laws.
You are encouraged to raise any concerns they have with speeding vehicles directly with the QPS via the Hoon Hotline on 13 HOON (13 46 66).

The above information will be forwarded to the other petitioners via email.
Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Luke Robertson, A/Public and Active Transport Manager, Public and Active Transport Planning, Policy, Strategy and Planning, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 0317.

ADOPTED
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Councillor David McLACHLAN, Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Peter MATIC, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Before I move onto the Committee report, I’d just like to again draw attention to the State Government’s Street Smarts campaign. I mentioned this last week in the Council meeting and I am pleased to see that the advertising for this has been ramping up. 

Non-political advertising, good to see. With a focus on road safety, the responsibility that we all share, with specific messages about tailgating and other dangerous behaviours like not giving way and running red lights. So all the issues that we see and people ask us about that by and large come down to driver responsibility.

I think this is a great campaign and I support it whole-heartedly, and I hope it continues. I hope people start to pay attention to the issues that it raises.

Mr Chair, last week at the Infrastructure Committee meeting, we had a briefing about the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices, also known as the MUTCD. Now, this is a fairly weighty document. It comprises 15 parts and covers the rules and regulations for all aspects of road and traffic management, including speeding, parking, traffic calming, signage and signals.

It does get updated and it is required to be compliant or run parallel with the Austroads standards as well. So the standards that apply elsewhere, outside of Queensland.

So it does provide quite specific requirements that our officers are obliged to adhere to and sign off on as engineers with—if there are any changes.

The presentation we had last week talked about three cohorts, if you like, or criteria that are generally known as—in the business, as ‘shall’, ‘should’ and ‘may’. The ‘shall’, being the things that we are obliged to do. There is some opportunity for optional changes at the ‘may’ end of the scale but they’re not too many. Most of the things that we are responsible for, fall into the ‘shall’ category. We are obliged to do.

So, out of interest, we talked about the number of assessments that come through from the Transport Planning and Operations branch with the number of requests that come from the community and from Councillors. Something like 12,000 in the last financial year and most of those are obliged to be considered in the context of the MUTCD. They relate to requests for stop signs, speed signs, speed limits, parking signs and yellow lines.

So, Mr Chair, this was a great presentation to the rules that regulate all traffic planning across Queensland. It served as a good reminder to members of the Committee and through the Committee to the Council, that when it comes to making changes to our road network, we are obliged to follow these rules that are set by the State Government through the Department of Transport and Main Roads.

Mr Chair, there were some petitions there as well. Three petitions relating to things that are considered through the context of the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices. I’ll leave those for any further debate and respond accordingly if I need to.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes, thanks, Mr Chair. I refer to items B, C and D from this report. They all relate to parking limit—parking time limits in Wynnum Central. They arose essentially because of the number of fines being issued by the Brisbane City Council in Florence Street, Wynnum, which has got a—had a half hour parking limit.


The idea of the half hour parking limit, which had been in place for some years, was to encourage a quick turnaround of cars in that street and allow people to just have short visits to a particular business in the street and then get out of there.


Unfortunately, when the Council employed their new technology, the fancy looking little car and came along, the number of fines started going through the roof. In 2017-18, it was $24,000 worth of fines. In 2018-19, it dropped to $12,580 but in 2019-20, in the first half of the financial year, that’s only from July 1 to December 31, the number—the amount of fines went up from—to $54,870, which was, if it had continued for the full year, it would have been an 854% increase in fines in one year.


I have got to say, I don’t have the final figures for the—that financial year, but in January 2020, there was $10,699 worth of fines so it looks like it was continuing.


I believe it did slow down during the lockdown which was the least the Council could do but the car, the offending car that issues the fines, has been seen around Wynnum Central a lot recently. 


Anyhow, I did a survey of businesses in Florence Street and a majority agreed to change it from half hour to one hourly, to hopefully get less people fined. The Bay Terrace and Florence Street, the other two main streets in the Wynnum Central strip shopping centre area remain predominantly two-hour time limits so people who need to get—ladies who need to get their hair done can hopefully get that done during that time.


The businesses in the area have been struggling. There were a lot of vacancies before the COVID-19 hit and there’s even more now. I’m concerned that Council not be too hard-line in issuing fines because of parking infringements because once people get fined a couple of times, they’re not likely to come back to the area.


So I’ll be continuing to monitor the situation and these—similar petitions to these petitions have been previously dealt with by Council. At this stage, it looks like a satisfactory situation has been reached and I hope that it will continue in future. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Seriatim - Clause E
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause E, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL TRAFFIC LIGHTS, PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS, OR SPEED BUMPS AT THE INTERSECTIONS OF ADAMS STREET, LOFTUS STREET AND BARCLAY STREET, DEAGON, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thanks. So this petition from local residents is calling for a variety of things including traffic lights, pedestrian crossings or speed bumps at the intersections of Adam Street, Loftus Street and Barclay Streets, Deagon.


Locals know that this intersection is a real problem. It’s not your standard run‑of‑the-mill intersection, it’s—it operates as a four-way intersection but it’s actually three different roads intersecting, where Barclay and Loftus Streets are off-set from each other but all intersect Adam Street at the same point.


So I know it’s not an easy one to solve but there has to be a better option than doing nothing. This is something that I’ve been raising with Council officers each and every year through the budget process. Outside of budget time when these issues were raised by local residents.


Granted, there has been paint applied to the road at various times over the last decade or so but I think it’s an intersection that needs more work than a response that says it’s all too hard. 

It’s a busy local route five days a week. It’s used by Sandgate High and Sandgate State School kids and you often see them playing Frogger along this section of road, trying to get to and from the Deagon Train Station or crossing the busy Adam Street, getting to school.

There are busy and popular shops at this intersection, including Mythos café and Deagon Bulk Meats, a mechanic and a community art gallery, Artrageous. It’s also at the intersection there.

There are often near misses with cars and pedestrians. I have witnessed these and almost been involved in them myself. So we need to—I think it’s a pretty well accepted thing these days, Chair, particularly at the moment, the need to create more walkable and safe neighbourhoods but this response is business as usual and won’t do that, so that’s why we’re not going to be supporting this petition response today.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

I see no further speakers.


Councillor McLACHLAN?

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Well thank you, Mr Chair. Look, thank you for those comments. In relation to the petitions, in relation to the parking sign changes, of course through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor CUMMING, he was having a go there at the fines imposed. Not my portfolio responsibility, as he, I’m sure, well knows but the request was made for changed—changes to the signs, which was implemented.


I make the point that so concerned was Councillor CUMMING, through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor CUMMING, about these issues that the petition that was raised in February and was acted on almost immediately. Councillor CUMMING didn’t respond to the petitions—to the request to respond to the petitions until the end of June. So a long time sitting on your desk there, Councillor CUMMING, before we finally got a response that allowed—from you, that allowed us to process these petitions and that’s why it did take some time to come through to the Committee for a response to the petitions.

If you had been a little faster, we would have had the responses faster as well but indeed—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
—the work was already undertaken by then to make changes to those signs. Through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor CASSIDY, look, safety is always our first and highest priority for making any changes to the road network but, as all Councillors know, these changes, the changes to the network, are based on priorities, based on need. 


I understand that intersection and I do understand that it is a little complicated. Traffic lights would be an improvement there. I suggest you continue to talk to your local Transport Planning and Operations officers about that priority and it will be put on the priority list but at the moment, across the city, there are other locations that have a higher priority. So, hence the reason for the response to this petition at this time.

Chair:
Councillors, I will now put items A through D. A through D. 

Clauses A, B, C and D put

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

Clause E put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause E of the report of the Infrastructure Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Steve GRIFFITHS immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Jonathan SRI.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor David McLachlan (Chair), Councillor Peter Matic (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Steve Griffiths, Fiona Hammond, Sarah Hutton, and Charles Strunk.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – MANUAL OF UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES – APPLICATION WITHIN COUNCIL

45/2020-21
1.
The Transport Network Operations Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and its application within Council. She provided the information below.

2.
The MUTCD is controlled by the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) and sets the overarching standards for managing traffic on roads ensuring State and nationwide consistency for safety. There is a legislative requirement for Council to follow these standards.

3.
The MUTCD is used by Council in conjunction with:

-
the Australian Standards

-
the Transport Operations (Road Use Management) Act 1995 (TORUM)

-
the Traffic and Road Use Management (TRUM) manual 

-
the Road Planning and Design manual

-
Austroads guides and manuals

-
traffic control signs.

4.
The MUTCD contains several parts:

-
Part 1 – General introduction and sign illustration 

-
Part 2 – Traffic control devices for general use 

-
Part 3 – Traffic control for works on roads

-
Part 4 – Speed controls 

-
Part 5 – Street name and community facility name signs 

-
Part 6 – Service and tourist signs 

-
Part 7 – Railway crossings

-
Part 8 – Repealed

-
Part 9 – Bicycle facilities 

-
Part 10 – Pedestrian controls and protection 

-
Part 11 – Parking controls 

-
Part 12 – Bus, transit and truck lanes 

-
Part 13 – Local area traffic management 

-
Part 14 – Traffic signals 

-
Part 15 – Direction signs, information signs and route numbering.

5.
The MUTCD is regularly updated and reviewed to reflect best practice and technological advancements. TMR, in collaboration with other State road authorities, is in the process of harmonising the MUTCD with Australian Standards to create consistency with standards nationwide. As a result, the Queensland MUTCD will only provide requirements and recommendations specific to Queensland and will have precedence over the equivalent Australian Standard. Parts of the Queensland MUTCD were updated in March 2020.

6.
Updates were made to Part 15 – Direction signs, information signs and route numbering in March 2020. TRUM Wildlife Signing Guidelines were updated to incorporate additional treatments, including Council’s Wildlife Awareness Monitors. Changes were also made to Part 3 – Traffic control for works on roads signage.

7.
Council receives approximately 12,000 requests each year which are assessed in accordance with the MUTCD. The most common types of requests include stop signs; speed signs and speed limits; parking signs and yellow lines; keep clear markings; and children/pedestrian warning signs.

8.
The MUTCD details three criteria under which devices are to be installed:

-
Shall: denotes a mandatory requirement, Council must adhere to this  

-
Should: a recommended usage, but not mandatory. Deviation from this requirement must be based on traffic engineering judgement and documented

-
May: a permissive condition, use of this device is optional depending on conditions and subject to engineering assessment.

9.
Many common devices are subject to the ‘shall’ condition, meaning their use is governed by mandatory criteria. Examples include Keep Clear markings which shall not be used primarily for the purpose of facilitating access/egress to a side street or driveway and Stop Signs which shall only be use in locations where sight distance is limited. Use of these devices contrary to a ‘shall’ condition contravenes State legislation. 

10.
A number of devices are subject to ‘should’ or ‘may’ conditions, meaning there are conditions for their use but may not always be needed with use of these devices requiring traffic engineering review and judgement as to their appropriateness prior to implementation. These can include:
-
curve warning signs with advisory speeds at bends – not mandatory but recommended in some locations
-
dividing lines on roads – should only be used on higher volume roads or at isolated locations (e.g. crests)
-
pavement markings for speed limits – may be used at 20 km/h or greater speed reductions or in exceptional circumstances.
11.
Council has powers under TORUM to install devices on Council-managed roads in accordance with the MUTCD. Traffic management changes to the road network are overseen by registered Professional Engineers of Queensland.
12.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Transport Network Operations Manager for her informative presentation.

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCREASE THE PARKING TIME LIMIT IN EDITH STREET, WYNNUM, BETWEEN BAY TERRACE AND TINGAL ROAD, TO ALLOW ONE-HOUR PARKING
CA20/140065


46/2020-21
14.
A petition from residents, requesting Council increase the parking time limit in Edith Street, Wynnum, between Bay Terrace and Tingal Road, to allow one-hour parking, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 11 February 2020, by Councillor Peter Cumming, and received.

15.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

16.
The petition contains 12 signatures. Of the petitioners, 11 live in Wynnum Manly Ward and the remaining signatory lives in another ward of the City of Brisbane.

17.
The petitioners are requesting that on-street parking in the vicinity of Wynnum Central be increased to one hour to allow more time for residents and visitors to shop in the area.

18.
Edith Street is a neighbourhood road in Council’s road hierarchy. Neighbourhood roads typically provide access to local residential properties, however, Edith Street supports a number of commercial land uses between Tingal Road and Akonna Street. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

19.
A review of the on-street parking facilities on Edith Street identified that there are 47 on‑street parking spaces, including one disabled bay located outside the Wynnum Manly Family Practice, and two loading zones. 

20.
Council is mindful of the need to provide some access to on-street parking to assist people doing business. However, on-street parking is a community asset and limited resource, so appropriate management of these facilities is required. Council works with local businesses when implementing on-street parking allocations. Consultation with local businesses forms a key part of this process and feedback is always considered.

21.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, undertook consultation with local businesses in late 2019 and based on their feedback, Council has increased the existing 30-minute restrictions to one hour in February this year to provide longer on-street opportunities.
22.
Any person with a disability parking permit can legally park in an on-street parking space signed for 30 minutes or more for an unlimited time. If the limit is less than 30 minutes, a disability parking permit allows the holder to park for up to 30 minutes. These benefits allow permit holders extended opportunities even where there are no disability parking spaces present.

23.
In addition to the on-street parking facilities mentioned, the following off-street parking facilities of local businesses have been noted:

· Australia Post, Wynnum, has approximately 21 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street.

· Clara Street Day and Night Pharmacy has approximately 41 off-street parking spaces that are accessible via Clara Street which runs parallel to Edith Street.

· Chemist Warehouse has approximately 35 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street and Clara Street.

24.
Due to the recent increase to on-street parking limits on Edith Street, no additional changes are proposed. However, Council will continue to work with local businesses and the Ward Councillor to ensure the allocation of these community facilities is optimal.

Consultation

25.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
26.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

27.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

28.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A
Draft response

Petition Reference: CA20/140065

Thank you for your petition requesting Council increase the parking time limit in Edith Street, Wynnum, between Bay Terrace and Tingal Road, to allow one-hour parking.

A review of the on-street parking facilities on Edith Street identified that there are 47 on-street parking spaces, including one disabled bay located outside the Wynnum Manly Family Practice, and two loading zones. 

Council is mindful of the need to provide some access to on-street parking to assist people doing business. However, on-street parking is a community asset and limited resource, so appropriate management of these facilities is required. Council works with local businesses when implementing on‑street parking allocations. Consultation with local businesses forms a key part of this process and feedback is always considered.

Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, undertook consultation with local businesses in late 2019 and based on their feedback, Council has increased the existing 30-minute restrictions to one hour in February this year to provide longer on-street opportunities.
Any person with a disability parking permit can legally park in an on-street parking space signed for 30 minutes or more for an unlimited time. If the limit is less than 30 minutes, a disability parking permit allows the holder to park for up to 30 minutes. These benefits allow permit holders extended opportunities even where there are no disability parking spaces present.

In addition to the on-street parking facilities mentioned, the following off-street parking facilities of local businesses have been noted:

· Australia Post, Wynnum, has approximately 21 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street.

· Clara Street Day and Night Pharmacy has approximately 41 off-street parking spaces that are accessible via Clara Street which runs parallel to Edith Street.

· Chemist Warehouse has approximately 35 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street and Clara Street.

Due to the recent increase to on-street parking limits on Edith Street, no additional changes are proposed. However, Council will continue to work with local businesses and the Ward Councillor to ensure the allocation of these community facilities is optimal.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brian Nichol, Senior Transport Network Officer, Transport Network Operations ‑ East, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 7674.

ADOPTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCREASE THE PARKING TIME LIMIT IN WYNNUM CENTRAL TO AT LEAST ONE HOUR, OR RETURN IT BACK TO TWO HOURS OUTSIDE SPECIFIC BUSINESSES

CA20/140211

47/2020-21
29.
A petition from residents, requesting Council increase the parking time limit in Wynnum Central to at least one hour, or return it back to two hours outside specific businesses, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 11 February 2020, by Councillor Peter Cumming, and received.

30.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

31.
The petition contains 177 signatures. Of the petitioners, 156 live in Wynnum Manly Ward, 20 live in other wards of the City of Brisbane and one lives outside the City of Brisbane.

32.
The petitioners are requesting that on-street parking in the vicinity of Wynnum Central be increased to at least one hour, or two hours outside specific businesses to allow more time for residents and visitors to shop in the area.

33.
Wynnum Central is recognised to be a shopping precinct located along Edith Street, Wynnum, which is a neighbourhood road in Council’s road hierarchy. Neighbourhood roads typically provide access to local residential properties, however, Edith Street supports a number of commercial land uses between Tingal Road and Akonna Street. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

34.
A review of the on-street parking facilities on Edith Street identified that there are 47 on‑street parking spaces, including one disabled bay located outside the Wynnum Manly Family Practice, and two loading zones. 

35.
Council is mindful of the need to provide some access to on-street parking to assist people doing business. However, on-street parking is a community asset and limited resource, so appropriate management of these facilities is required. Council works with local businesses when implementing on-street parking allocations. Consultation with local businesses forms a key part of this process and feedback is always considered.

36.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, undertook consultation with local businesses in late 2019 and based on their feedback, Council has increased the existing 30-minute restrictions to one hour in February this year to provide longer on-street opportunities.
37.
Any person with a disability parking permit can legally park in an on-street parking space signed for 30 minutes or more for an unlimited time. If the limit is less than 30 minutes, a disability parking permit allows the holder to park for up to 30 minutes. These benefits allow permit holders extended opportunities even where there are no disability parking spaces present.

38.
In addition to the on-street parking facilities mentioned, the following off-street parking facilities of local businesses have been noted:

· Australia Post, Wynnum, has approximately 21 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street.

· Clara Street Day and Night Pharmacy has approximately 41 off-street parking spaces that are accessible via Clara Street which runs parallel to Edith Street.

· Chemist Warehouse has approximately 35 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street and Clara Street.

39.
Due to the recent increase to on-street parking limits on Edith Street, no additional changes are proposed. However, Council will continue to work with local businesses and the Ward Councillor to ensure the allocation of these community facilities is optimal.

40.
Council has a responsibility to maintain and enforce delegated parking regulations to keep Brisbane’s residents and visitors safe, and manage the limited kerbside parking space in our growing city. While it is unfortunate motorists receive parking fines, the enforcement of parking laws is necessary to ensure adequate traffic flow, pedestrian safety and the safety of other motorists. All motorists can dispute the issuing of an infringement notice.

41.
Council has a structured, three-stage review process for customers to appeal infringements, which includes two internal reviews and an external review. Should a person remain aggrieved with Council’s first stage review decision, they can request a further review by writing to the Office of the Disputes Commissioner. The Disputes Commissioner is an independent office within Council that can overturn or uphold the decision reached, following the initial review of the fine. 

42.
The Dispute Commissioner’s ruling is Council’s final decision on the matter. However, if a person is still not satisfied with this decision, they can elect to have the matter heard in the Magistrate’s Court, considered to be third and final stage. Further information can be found on Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au by searching ‘dispute fine’.

Consultation

43.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
44.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

45.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

46.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A
Draft response

Petition Reference: CA20/140211

Thank you for your petition requesting Council increase the parking time limit in Wynnum Central to at least one hour, or return it back to two hours outside specific businesses.

A review of the on-street parking facilities on Edith Street identified that there are 47 on-street parking spaces, including one disabled bay located outside the Wynnum Manly Family Practice, and two loading zones. 

Council is mindful of the need to provide some access to on-street parking to assist people doing business. However, on-street parking is a community asset and limited resource, so appropriate management of these facilities is required. Council works with local businesses when implementing on‑street parking allocations. Consultation with local businesses forms a key part of this process and feedback is always considered.

Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, undertook consultation with local businesses in late 2019 and based on their feedback, Council has increased the existing 30-minute restrictions to one hour in February this year to provide longer on-street opportunities.
Any person with a disability parking permit can legally park in an on-street parking space signed for 30 minutes or more for an unlimited time. If the limit is less than 30 minutes, a disability parking permit allows the holder to park for up to 30 minutes. These benefits allow permit holders extended opportunities even where there are no disability parking spaces present.

Your request to increase parking time limits outside specific businesses has been noted. Council understands that most larger business car parks in Edith Street have off-street parking facilities, including disabled bays and in most cases allow unlimited parking for their patrons. The following off‑street parking facilities of local businesses mentioned by the petitioners have been noted.

· Australia Post, Wynnum, has approximately 21 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street.

· Clara Street Day and Night Pharmacy has approximately 41 off-street parking spaces that are accessible via Clara Street which runs parallel to Edith Street.

· Chemist Warehouse has approximately 35 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street and Clara Street.

Due to the recent increase to on-street parking limits on Edith Street, no additional changes are proposed. However, Council will continue to work with local businesses and the Ward Councillor to ensure the allocation of these community facilities is optimal.

Council has a responsibility to maintain and enforce delegated parking regulations to keep Brisbane’s residents and visitors safe, and manage the limited kerbside parking space in our growing city. While it is unfortunate motorists receive parking fines, the enforcement of parking laws is necessary to ensure adequate traffic flow, pedestrian safety and the safety of other motorists. All motorists can dispute the issuing of an infringement notice.

Council has a structured, three-stage review process for customers to appeal infringements, which includes two internal reviews and an external review. Should a person remain aggrieved with Council’s first stage review decision, they can request a further review by writing to the Office of the Disputes Commissioner. The Disputes Commissioner is an independent office within Council that can overturn or uphold the decision reached, following the initial review of the fine. 

The Dispute Commissioner’s ruling is Council’s final decision on the matter. However, if a person is still not satisfied with this decision, they can elect to have the matter heard in the Magistrate’s Court, considered to be third and final stage. Further information can be found on Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au by searching ‘dispute fine’.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brian Nichol, Senior Transport Network Officer, Transport Network Operations ‑ East, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 7674.

ADOPTED
D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCREASE THE PARKING TIME LIMIT IN EDITH STREET, WYNNUM, BETWEEN BAY TERRACE AND TINGAL ROAD, TO ALLOW TWO-HOUR PARKING
CA20/140268

48/2020-21
47.
A petition from residents, requesting Council increase the parking time limit in Edith Street, Wynnum, between Bay Terrace and Tingal Road, to allow two-hour parking, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 11 February 2020, by Councillor Peter Cumming, and received.

48.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

49.
The petition contains 48 signatures. Of the petitioners, 46 live in Wynnum Manly Ward, one lives in another ward of the City of Brisbane and the remaining signatory lives outside the City of Brisbane.

50.
The petitioners are requesting that on-street parking in the vicinity of Wynnum Central be increased to two hours to allow more time for residents and visitors to shop in the area.

51.
Edith Street is a neighbourhood road in Council’s road hierarchy. Neighbourhood roads typically provide access to local residential properties, however, Edith Street supports a number of commercial land uses between Tingal Road and Akonna Street. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

52.
A review of the on-street parking facilities on Edith Street identified that there are 47 on‑street parking spaces, including one disabled bay located outside the Wynnum Manly Family Practice, and two loading zones. 

53.
Council is mindful of the need to provide some access to on-street parking to assist people doing business. However, on-street parking is a community asset and limited resource, so appropriate management of these facilities is required. Council works with local businesses when implementing on-street parking allocations. Consultation with local businesses forms a key part of this process and feedback is always considered.

54.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, undertook consultation with local businesses in late 2019 and based on their feedback, Council has increased the existing 30-minute restrictions to one hour in February this year to provide longer on-street opportunities.
55.
Any person with a disability parking permit can legally park in an on-street parking space signed for 30 minutes or more for an unlimited time. If the limit is less than 30 minutes, a disability parking permit allows the holder to park for up to 30 minutes. These benefits allow permit holders extended opportunities even where there are no disability parking spaces present.

56.
In addition to the on-street parking facilities mentioned, the following off-street parking facilities of local businesses have been noted:
· Australia Post, Wynnum, has approximately 21 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street.

· Clara Street Day and Night Pharmacy has approximately 41 off-street parking spaces that are accessible via Clara Street which runs parallel to Edith Street.

· Chemist Warehouse has approximately 35 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street and Clara Street.

57.
Due to the recent increase to on-street parking limits on Edith Street, no additional changes are proposed. However, Council will continue to work with local businesses and the Ward Councillor to ensure the allocation of these community facilities is optimal.

Consultation

58.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
59.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

60.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

61.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A
Draft response

Petition Reference: CA20/140268

Thank you for your petition requesting Council increase the parking time limit in Edith Street, Wynnum, between Bay Terrace and Tingal Road, to allow two-hour parking.

A review of the on-street parking facilities on Edith Street identified that there are 47 on-street parking spaces, including one disabled bay located outside the Wynnum Manly Family Practice and two loading zones. 

Council is mindful of the need to provide some access to on-street parking to assist people doing business. However, on-street parking is a community asset and limited resource, so appropriate management of these facilities is required. Council works with local businesses when implementing on‑street parking allocations. Consultation with local businesses forms a key part of this process and feedback is always considered.

Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, undertook consultation with local businesses in late 2019 and based on their feedback, Council has increased the existing 30-minute restrictions to one hour in February this year to provide longer on-street opportunities.
Any person with a disability parking permit can legally park in an on-street parking space signed for 30 minutes or more for an unlimited time. If the limit is less than 30 minutes, a disability parking permit allows the holder to park for up to 30 minutes. These benefits allow permit holders extended opportunities even where there are no disability parking spaces present.

In addition to the on-street parking facilities mentioned, the following off-street parking facilities of local businesses have been noted:
· Australia Post, Wynnum, has approximately 21 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street.

· Clara Street Day and Night Pharmacy has approximately 41 off-street parking spaces that are accessible via Clara Street which runs parallel to Edith Street.

· Chemist Warehouse has approximately 35 off-street parking spaces which are accessible via Edith Street and Clara Street.

Due to the recent increase to on-street parking limits on Edith Street, no additional changes are proposed. However, Council will continue to work with local businesses and the Ward Councillor to ensure the allocation of these community facilities is optimal.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brian Nichol, Senior Transport Network Officer, Transport Network Operations ‑ East, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 7674.

ADOPTED
E
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL TRAFFIC LIGHTS, PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS, OR SPEED BUMPS AT THE INTERSECTIONS OF ADAMS STREET, LOFTUS STREET AND BARCLAY STREET, DEAGON
CA20/468338
49/2020-21
62.
A petition from residents, requesting Council install traffic lights, pedestrian crossings, or speed bumps at the intersections of Adams Street, Loftus Street and Barclay Street, Deagon, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 19 May 2020, by Councillor Jared Cassidy, and received.

63.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

64.
The petition contains 25 signatures. Of the petitioners, 21 live in Deagon and four live in other suburbs of the City of Brisbane.

65.
Loftus and Barclay Streets are district roads in Council’s road hierarchy, facilitating the movement of people and goods into and through the surrounding area. Adams Street is a neighbourhood road, providing access to local residential properties. The speed limit of Barclay and Loftus Streets is 60 km/h, and the speed limit of Adams Street is 50 km/h. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map. 

66.
The petitioners’ feedback about safety at the intersection has been noted. Council is aware of concerns regarding the layout of this intersection and it is acknowledged that the staggered alignment between Loftus and Barclay Streets is an uncommon arrangement. Due to this arrangement, both the Loftus and Barclay Street approaches have ‘Stop’ traffic control treatments, requiring all drivers to come to a complete stop and give way before proceeding. Provided motorists are stopping in accordance with the Queensland Road Rules, visibility in all directions is sufficient, as the roads which approach the intersection are straight and flat. 

67.
To improve the situation, Council undertook significant works in late 2014 to provide splitter islands on both the Loftus and Barclay Streets legs of the intersection, and also removed parking to improve visibility for all road users at the intersection. The splitter islands installed also provide crossing opportunities for pedestrians over Loftus and Barclay Streets and an area for pedestrians to wait while they cross only one direction of traffic at a time. 

68.
A review of the most recent data from the official Queensland Government crash history for this location identifies that between January 2015 and 31 October 2019, there were no recorded crashes of any kind at the subject location. This crash record indicates that Council's previous works have improved safety, and does not suggest there is a significant safety issue at this location.

69.
With regard to the installation of new pedestrian crossings, Council must follow the requirements outlined in the Queensland Government’s Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices when installing pedestrian crossing facilities. This means that not every suggested location can be considered for a pedestrian crossing and detailed investigations are required to confirm that State requirements are met. 
70.
There is a high demand for pedestrian crossing facilities throughout Brisbane and all requests are prioritised to ensure Council’s resources are directed to the streets and areas most in need, that offer the greatest benefit in terms of safety and amenity to the community.

71.
To determine the relative priority and position of a new pedestrian crossing, Council typically relies on pedestrian counts to identify desire lines and volumes. Surveys will be arranged at the earliest opportunity and once completed, an assessment of the results will be undertaken to determine if a new pedestrian crossing facility is warranted.

72.
The petitioners’ request for speed bumps to calm traffic approaching the intersection has been noted. Traffic calming involves the installation of devices such as speed platforms and chicanes to discourage use from non-local traffic and to moderate vehicle speeds, providing a safer environment for all road users. Traffic calming treatments are generally applied to local and neighbourhood access roads, which primarily provide access to dwellings, residential buildings and other local streets with limited traffic movements. Traffic calming devices, which inherently impact on the efficient movement of people and goods, are unsuitable for district access roads such as Barclay and Loftus Streets. Traffic calming treatments on district access roads could also create broader problems by diverting traffic to the wider local traffic network. For these reasons, the request to install speed bumps is not supported. 

73.
The only method of providing further improvement to this location would be the installation of traffic signals. However, this location is not listed for future traffic signals at this time, as the streets do not currently meet the Australian engineering requirement of traffic volumes for the provision of traffic signals. Recent traffic counts undertaken in February 2020, confirm that volumes still do not warrant signals.  

74.
As such, Council has no plans to install traffic signals at this intersection at this time.  However, Council continues to monitor this intersection and should any future problems be identified, is prepared to investigate and consider any other suggestions that may improve its operation.

75.
Council also has Barclay Street listed as a future candidate for a Suburban Corridor Modernisation project. These projects look at segments of Council roads with a view to improving and modernising the road corridor to improve pedestrian and motorist safety. The delivery of this work is subject to prioritisation against other similar citywide priorities and the availability of funding.

76.
The petitioners’ request to upgrade the intersection of Loftus Street and Braun Street has been noted. Braun Street is owned and controlled by the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) and therefore outside Council’s jurisdiction. Should the petitioners wish to raise this matter with TMR, they can be contacted on 13 23 80.

77.
Motorists speeding, driving recklessly or failing to stop in accordance with the traffic controls at the intersection are driver behaviour issues which fall under the jurisdiction of the Queensland Police Service to enforce. The petitioners are encouraged to report any instances of this behaviour via Policelink on 131 444 for targeted enforcement.

Consultation

78.
Councillor Jared Cassidy, Councillor for Deagon Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.


Customer impact
79.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

80.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Charles Strunk dissenting.

81.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A
Draft response

Petition Reference: CA20/468338

Thank you for your petition requesting Council install traffic lights, pedestrian crossings, or speed bumps at the intersections of Adams Street, Loftus Street and Barclay Street, Deagon.

Your feedback about safety at the intersection has been noted. Council is aware of concerns regarding the layout of this intersection and it is acknowledged that the staggered alignment between Loftus and Barclay Streets is an uncommon arrangement. Due to this arrangement, both the Loftus and Barclay Street approaches have ‘Stop’ traffic control treatments, requiring all drivers to come to a complete stop and give way before proceeding. Provided motorists are stopping in accordance with the Queensland Road Rules, visibility in all directions is sufficient, as the roads which approach the intersection are straight and flat. 

To improve the situation, Council undertook significant works in late 2014 to provide splitter islands on both the Loftus and Barclay Streets legs of the intersection, and also removed parking to improve visibility for all road users at the intersection. The splitter islands installed also provide crossing opportunities for pedestrians over Loftus and Barclay Streets and an area for pedestrians to wait while they cross only one direction of traffic at a time. 

A review of the most recent data from the official Queensland Government crash history for this location identifies that between January 2015 and 31 October 2019, there were no recorded crashes of any kind at the subject location. This crash record indicates that Council's previous works have improved safety, and does not suggest there is a significant safety issue at this location.

With regard to the installation of new pedestrian crossings, Council must follow the requirements outlined in the Queensland Government’s Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices when installing pedestrian crossing facilities. This means that not every suggested location can be considered for a pedestrian crossing and detailed investigations are required to confirm that State requirements are met. 
There is a high demand for pedestrian crossing facilities throughout Brisbane and all requests are prioritised to ensure Council’s resources are directed to the streets and areas most in need, that offer the greatest benefit in terms of safety and amenity to the community.

To determine the relative priority and position of a new pedestrian crossing, Council typically relies on pedestrian counts to identify desire lines and volumes. Surveys will be arranged at the earliest opportunity and once completed, an assessment of the results will be undertaken to determine if a new pedestrian crossing facility is warranted.

The petitioners’ request for speed bumps to calm traffic approaching the intersection has been noted. Traffic calming involves the installation of devices such as speed platforms and chicanes to discourage use from non-local traffic and to moderate vehicle speeds, providing a safer environment for all road users. Traffic calming treatments are generally applied to local and neighbourhood access roads, which primarily provide access to dwellings, residential buildings and other local streets with limited traffic movements. Traffic calming devices, which inherently impact on the efficient movement of people and goods, are unsuitable for district access roads such as Barclay and Loftus Streets. Traffic calming treatments on district access roads could also create broader problems by diverting traffic to the wider local traffic network. For these reasons, the request to install speed bumps is not supported. 

The only method of providing further improvement to this location would be the installation of traffic signals. However, this location is not listed for future traffic signals at this time, as the streets do not currently meet the Australian engineering requirement of traffic volumes for the provision of traffic signals. Recent traffic counts undertaken in February 2020, confirm that volumes still do not warrant signals.  

As such, Council has no plans to install traffic signals at this intersection at this time.  However, Council continues to monitor this intersection and should any future problems be identified, is prepared to investigate and consider any other suggestions that may improve its operation.

Council also has Barclay Street listed as a future candidate for a Suburban Corridor Modernisation project. These projects look at segments of Council roads with a view to improving and modernising the road corridor to improve pedestrian and motorist safety. The delivery of this work is subject to prioritisation against other similar citywide priorities and the availability of funding.

The petitioners’ request to upgrade the intersection of Loftus Street and Braun Street has been noted. Braun Street is owned and controlled by the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) and therefore outside Council’s jurisdiction. Should the petitioners wish to raise this matter with TMR, they can be contacted on 13 23 80.

Motorists speeding, driving recklessly or failing to stop in accordance with the traffic controls at the intersection are driver behaviour issues which fall under the jurisdiction of the Queensland Police Service to enforce. The petitioners are encouraged to report any instances of this behaviour via Policelink on 131 444 for targeted enforcement.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Michael Denman, Senior Transport Network Officer, Transport Network Operations – North, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 0985.

ADOPTED
ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Tracy DAVIS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thanks, Mr Chair. Our presentation last week was on recent park upgrades throughout the city and I think that we can all agree that the team has done a great job in delivering unique parks that service the community need right across the city. 


The presentation looked at Ascot Park, West End Riverlands Park, Milton Urban Common, Davies Park, Witton Barracks Playground, foreshore lighting at Wynnum and Sandgate, the City Botanic Gardens, Ray Lynch Park, Wishart Park, Boondall Wetlands Centre, Cadogan Street Park disc golf course, Bradbury Park, River Terrace, Kangaroo Point and the Wakerley District and Bill Brown Sports Parks. All the parks were funded through LGIP (Local Government Infrastructure Plan) or budget line items.


In Committee last week, we also had two petitions and a park naming. A petition from residents requesting that Council remove 11 bush turkeys from Rockingham Street at Mt Gravatt due to the damage caused to resident’s gardens. I understand that Councillor ADAMS is working with the residents, neighbouring school and local parish to address environmental modifications in the area as a first step to deter the bush turkeys.


The second petition was a petition requesting Council provide a segregated small dog area in the dog off-leash area in Mulbeam Park at Boondall. Councillor CASSIDY and I worked to find an outcome that I hope will be suitable for the local community there.


Finally, the park naming submission was for Hannah’s Place. So I was pleased to be able to bring forward this park naming request which will formally name a section of Bill Hewitt Reserve, Camp Hill, to Hannah’s Place in memory of Hannah Clarke and her children, Aaliyah, Laianah and Trey. The section of park on the corner of Samuel and Jade Streets will now forever be a place of remembrance and reflection.

So Hannah attended Whites Hill State College and has family connections to the area. It’s a special place, I think, for—to recognise her. It’s also the site of where the community vigil was held earlier this year.

I have worked closely with the Clarke family on this and we hope to really continue to build awareness of domestic violence issues in our community and I will leave comments to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY
Yes, thanks very much, Chair. I’m just going to speak on the Committee presentation, completed park projects. We support park upgrades, of course, and often call for more because the suburbs of Brisbane are in desperate need of a revamp. We are, however, concerned about—often where parts used for these upgrades are made from and sourced from and we saw this earlier this year.


The LORD MAYOR and the LNP team here at Council often talk a big game about buying local and using local manufacturers but we do know that that is not always the case. 


In the Council’s Quarterly Financial Report for March, which came to this place last session, that stated a number of works and parks were delayed due to supply chain issues relating to the delivery of play equipment from Europe. That really only came to light because of COVID-19 and supply chain issues that meant those parts were not readily available to be shipped to Australia.


Often, these companies maybe have an office here in Brisbane but these parts are not manufactured here in Brisbane because these are not Brisbane-based companies. So they might be an office with a couple of staff here that are then ordering click and collect from overseas locations.


So that really isn’t buy local and shouldn’t be treated as buy local. It’s not adding to the manufacturing base we have here in Brisbane and jobs that we will need in the short and medium term. So you can’t say, stick a buy local motto on a lot of these park upgrades when we know that they aren’t being sourced from genuine local manufacturers. 


We have hundreds of parks across Brisbane that are needing upgrades and sourcing equipment from local manufacturers would boost the local economy at a time when that kind of support is crucial from every level of government.


So we would certainly hope that an economic stimulus plan as we come out of COVID-19 here in Brisbane would include a genuine buy local approach and not a buy local approach that is essentially click and collect. So what we need to do is see genuine buy local, keeping rate payer funds circulating in the Brisbane economy and not sending that profit overseas.


We should be seeing much greater urgency in rolling out new park projects this financial year which will help Brisbane’s economic recovery. Projects like, in my neck of the woods, the upgrade to the Brighton foreshore. They are ready to go and ready to create local jobs and deliver real benefits to residents right across Brisbane, not just in my local community.


It is a project that has languished under this Administration and is well and truly time to kick this off and get this job-creating project going.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I just rise to speak briefly on item C, the petition as Councillor CUNNINGHAM mentioned, around the brush turkeys that we have in the Mt Gravatt area. A very residential area in Mt Gravatt but obviously also very close to Mt Gravatt mountain and the Toohey Forest as well. There is an issue with quite a few different concerns we have with brush turkeys in the area.


I have been working with the local residents as it was mentioned here. It’s very hard to get rid of brush turkeys. They love setting up and not leaving when they get established, but there is a lot of leaf litter that’s been left by the parish and a bit by Council as well, that we are working through to make sure it is a less attractive area for the brush turkeys and working with the residents on some strategies they can as well. I thank the officers for the work they do there. 

I should have said, I would also like to speak briefly on item D as well and say obviously, there is a lot of issues around this, the local buy, and COVID-19 have mean circumstances have actually created a lot of differences around the opportunities and held up things that we have to do in our parks but the reality is, this is an Administration that takes their delivery of parks very seriously.

We make sure we have the best equipment sourced from the best places. If we can do it locally, obviously our procurement policy right now is, let’s do it local. But these things were ordered well before the COVID-19. The contracts were signed and we need to stick with the contracts that we have signed. Just like everybody right across the world, there are holdups that have been unforeseen.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

I see no further speakers. 


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
That’s fine. Thanks, Mr Chair.

Chair:
I will now put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Fiona Cunningham (Chair), Councillor Tracy Davis (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Jared Cassidy, Steve Griffiths, Sandy Landers and James Mackay.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – COMPLETED PARK PROJECTS 2019-20
50/2020-21
1.
The Major Project and Asset Coordination Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s completed park projects 2019-20. He provided the information below.

2.
The former Brisbane Racing Club member’s car park has been converted into a new district park within Ascot Park containing:

-
a new shaded all abilities playground

-
bandstand/rotunda

-
entry archway features
-
avenue of palms reinstatement
-
toilet block
-
dog off-leash area
-
barbecues and picnic facilities.
3.
A new urban common park was constructed in the high density urban renewal area of Milton. The 1,200 m2 park is built on the former residential sites adjacent to the train station. The Committee was advised that community engagement helped shape the park design and facilities, with a strong community desire for a lush, green multifunctional space. The urban common park includes an edible garden with maintenance currently undertaken by Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, however, there is the capacity for locals to tend informally. The new urban common park included: 
-
multifunctional turfed area
-
seating and shade shelters
-
large feature shade trees
-
lush, subtropical garden plantings
-
edible garden
-
new toilet block
-
high quality design and finishes
-
basket swing
-
integrated sandblasted pavement artwork which references the settlement history of Milton.
 

 4.
The Committee was shown pictures highlighting park improvements delivered for West End Riverside Parklands, between Forbes Street and Victoria Street, with new greenspace created for recreational use and improved access, safety and connectivity. Park improvements included:

-
installing dedicated pathways for cyclists and pedestrians

-
installing a central landscape buffer to green the existing roadway

-
reconstructing the existing steep embankment to provide more useable greenspace

-
installing seating and general landscaping, including tree planting to increase shade. 

5.
The Committee was shown pictures of the new playground installed in Witton Barracks Park, Indooroopilly. The design of the playground draws on the military history of the site with its colours and play equipment, which includes a miniature Jeep. The new playground design also conceals a secret message in Morse code for aspiring code breakers. 

6.
The Committee was shown pictures of the final works for Renewing Great Brisbane Gardens, River Terrace, Kangaroo Point. Landscape improvements included:

-
new garden beds

-
upgrades to existing garden beds

-
turf replacement

-
installation of an automatic irrigation system to all garden beds and lawn areas

-
painting of selected street furniture.

7.
The foreshore parkland lighting upgrade for Sandgate and Wynnum included the replacement of pedestrian lighting along the foreshore parks pathways, including new conduit, wiring, switchboards, pits, footings, poles (stainless steel with marine grade paint) and energy saving LED luminaires.

 

8.
The Boondall Wetlands Environment Centre showcases the ecological significance and values of Brisbane’s Boondall Wetlands, and its connection with Moreton Bay. Construction commenced in April 2019 and was completed in November 2019. Work included a new building for the environment centre, passenger set down area with seating, workshop spaces for activities and interactive education displays of the areas’ history, local ecosystem and seasonal changes. 

9.
The Committee was shown pictures of the City Botanic Gardens Hills Avenue Boardwalk. The primary purpose of the boardwalk is to protect the root zone of the significant fig trees, while providing all abilities access through this significant avenue in the gardens. All the fig tree roots were mapped (including location and diameter) with ground penetrating radar before design and position of boardwalk piers was confirmed, to ensure no damage to tree roots. Works included: 

-
piling works for foundations 

-
construction of steel and timber structures 

-
carpentry works for decking and integrated seating 

-
electrical works 

-
turfing and modifications to garden beds. 

10.
The all abilities playground in Ray Lynch Park, Holland Park, was completed in December 2019. It complements the recent refurbishment of the Holland Park Library. Key improvements included replacing the much-loved and well-used playground with more modern equipment that provides improved access and play opportunities for children of all abilities. The park now provides a space for a variety of uses, including a new picnic shelter, outdoor fitness equipment, and a grassy area for picnics and recreational activities.

 

11.
The Committee was shown pictures of Wishart Community Park. The park improvement works were undertaken in conjunction with the extension of the Bulimba Creek Bikeway through Wishart Community Park to the end of Kavanagh Road. The works included:

-
new playground equipment, including a multi-play unit, climbing equipment, spinner, rocker, swings and cubby house

-
carved posts and sandstone steppers

-
picnic table with shelter

-
shade structures

-
shade tree and low landscaping planting

-
connecting path to the car park.

12.
The Committee was shown pictures of the Bradbury Park scooter track, Kedron. The early enhancement works included construction of the Magic Forest. The nature play space incorporates natural elements such as logs and rocks, as well as hidden sculptures to encourage curiosity and imagination. The scooter track is 200 metres long and includes a range of different features for children to navigate, depending on their ability. The more challenging features have a bypass option for less experienced riders.

13.
Cadogan Street Park, Carindale, is now home to one of only three 18-hole disc golf courses in Queensland. Disc golf is played in countries around the world and is growing in popularity in Australia. Disc golf is an inclusive, family-friendly activity that can be enjoyed by people varying abilities and ages, from children to seniors, and only requires a disc to play. Players compete by making their way around the course, with the aim of throwing a frisbee-like disc into the target baskets in the fewest number of throws. Cadogan Street Park was chosen for the following reasons: 

-
it is large

-
it does not have any other formal competing activities (such as organised sport) 

-
the site is prone to flooding making it unsuitable for many activities 

-
the natural features of the park, with many trees and an interesting layout, makes it an enjoyable and challenging course for players.

14.
The Committee was shown a time lapse video for the improvement works at Davies Park, West End. The improvement works included:

-
partially removing and reshaping existing mounds to create new greenspace and improve vistas through the park

-
building a new multi-use games area, including some skateable elements

-
reconstruction and resurfacing part of the internal park roadway

-
installing drainage to reduce flooding in the park

-
replacing the existing sand volleyball courts with a multi-use hardcourt and gravel surface

-
installing new shade trees and landscaping

-
installing a new and accessible toilet block with six cubicles.

15.
The Committee was shown a time lapse video for the improvement works at Guyatt Park, St Lucia. The improvement works included:

-
removal and disposal of the existing playground equipment 

-
removal and disposal of one old shade sail 

-
replacement of existing bark soft fall with ‘Takura’ engineered mulch soft fall

-
construction of a new playground in the same location as the one removed

-
construction of a new fitness challenge course with approximately 10 features.

 

16.
The new fitness challenge course at Guyatt Park, St Lucia, is supported by an App to assist users. The App is a website application and the sign erected at the new fitness challenge course  includes a QR Code taking users to this site which:

-
helps users find their nearest ‘Park Warrior’ location, 

-
provides video instructions

-
provides tips for tackling each obstacle

-
includes a stop watch

-
presents a ‘leader board’ displaying the top 20 completion times recorded by users.

 

17.
The Committee was shown a time lapse video for the construction of the Wakerley District Sports Park. The park features include:

-
a sporting clubhouse within the lower storey of the Wynnum and Manly District Meals on Wheels Association Inc. building

-
six hardstand netball courts with lighting

-
one turf practice area

-
car park extension with a total of 135 car parking spaces, including accessible parking bays, four motorcycle parking bays and bicycle parking racks

-
connecting shared pedestrian and cyclist pathway 

-
water retention basin to treat stormwater runoff

-
retaining walls and landscaping.

18.
The Committee was shown a time lapse video for the construction of the Bill Brown Sports Park, Fitzgibbon, with works including: 

-
landfill remediation works to the Bill Brown Sports Park site in the eastern-most section of the Bill Brown Sports Reserve

-
construction of: 

-
four netball courts with lighting and viewing shelters

-
green open space

-
a roundabout

-
a car park with 120 parking spaces to support the courts and developing precinct.

19.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Major Project and Asset Coordination Manager for his informative presentation.

20.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF A SECTION OF BILL HEWITT RESERVE, CAMP HILL, TO ‘HANNAH’S PLACE’ IN MEMORY OF HANNAH CLARKE


161/540/567/201

51/2020-21
21.
The Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

22.
Hannah Clarke attended Whites Hill State College and has family connections in the immediate area. When Hannah and her children were tragically killed earlier this year, the community came together for a community vigil at Bill Hewitt Reserve (D2087, B-RE-2713), located at the corner of Samuel and Jade Streets, Camp Hill.

23.
It is proposed that a section of Bill Hewitt Reserve, in the north-western corner, be designated as ‘Hannah’s Place’ incorporating the higher sections of the park which overlook the open space which was used as the location for the stage at the vigil, and where the community left floral tributes, cards and toys in the aftermath of the tragedy.

24.
East Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, are currently sourcing quotes for a shelter and a park bench to be erected at ‘Hannah’s Place’, with a sign or plaque of the place name and appropriate wording to be determined. 

Funding
25.
Funding for the name sign is available in the East Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, recurrent budget allocation for 2020-21.

Consultation

26.
Councillor Fiona Cunningham, Councillor for Coorparoo Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
27.
Formally naming a section of Bill Hewitt Reserve, Camp Hill, to ‘Hannah’s Place’, in memory of Hannah Clarke will be a place of remembrance and reflection, and a reminder to us all of why we continue to work together to end domestic and family violence.

28.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

29.
DECISION: 

THAT APPROVAL BE GRANTED TO FORMALLY NAME A SECTION OF BILL HEWITT RESERVE, LOCATED AT THE CORNER OF SAMUEL AND JADE STREETS, CAMP HILL, TO ‘HANNAH’S PLACE’ IN MEMORY OF HANNAH CLARKE, IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL’S OS03 NAMING PARKS, FACILITIES OR TRACKS PROCEDURE.

ADOPTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REMOVE 11 BUSH TURKEYS FROM ROCKINGHAM STREET, MT GRAVATT



CA20/284692

52/2020-21
30.
A petition from residents, requesting Council remove 11 bush turkeys from Rockingham Street, Mt Gravatt, due to the damage caused to residents’ gardens, was received during the Election Recess 2020.
31.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

32.
The petition contains 11 signatures.

33.
The Australian brush-turkey (brush-turkey) is protected under the Queensland Government’s Nature Conservation Act 1992. The brush-turkey is a rainforest species that has moved into low lying areas and adapted to living in an urban environment where there is a lot of food and suitable habitat available.
34.
Brush-turkeys are attracted to gardens that provide shade from mature trees and leaf litter as this replicates their natural habitat. Shaded areas are required for brush-turkeys to build their large nesting mounds. This allows brush-turkeys to better control the temperature of nests to ensure that their eggs hatch. Relocating brush-turkeys only creates space for another brush‑turkey to fill if the habitat, which naturally attracts them, is not altered.

35.
There is no easy way to manage brush-turkeys across Brisbane. To deter brush-turkeys, gardens need to be made unsuitable for them. This can be achieved through:

-
pruning/removing tree branches to let light hit the ground

-
change the type of mulch from leaf litter or pine bark to rocks/gravel that is not suitable for brush-turkeys to use to build a nesting mound

-
lay chicken wire over mulched beds and secure it well with stakes and rocks 

-
do not leave pet food for birds outside.

36.
Nesting generally finishes at the end of February, when the male brush-turkey no longer attends to the mound to ensure the correct temperature for incubation. The nest is then abandoned until the following season, which commences in August.

37.
The Department of Environment and Science licenses appropriately qualified people to relocate brush‑turkeys, however, in the absence of modifications to the environment, brush-turkeys are likely to quickly return.

38.
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams, Councillor for Holland Park Ward, is working with the residents, neighbouring school and parish to address environment modifications in the area as a first step to deter the brush-turkeys.
Consultation

39.
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams, Councillor for Holland Park Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 


Customer impact
40.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

41.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed. 

42.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/284692
Thank you for your petition requesting Council remove 11 bush-turkeys from Rockingham Street, Mt Gravatt, due to the damage caused to residents’ gardens.

The Australian brush-turkey (brush-turkey) is protected under the Queensland Government’s Nature Conservation Act 1992. The brush-turkey is a rainforest species that has moved into low lying areas and adapted to living in an urban environment where there is a lot of food and suitable habitat available.

Brush-turkeys are attracted to gardens that provide shade from mature trees and leaf litter as this replicates their natural habitat. Shaded areas are required for brush-turkeys to build their large nesting mounds. This allows brush-turkeys to better control the temperature of nests to ensure that their eggs hatch. Relocating brush-turkeys only creates space for another brush‑turkey to fill if the habitat, which naturally attracts them, is not altered.

There is no easy way to manage brush-turkeys across Brisbane. To deter them, you need to ensure that your garden is not suitable for them. This can be achieved through:

-
pruning/removing tree branches to let light hit the ground

-
change the type of mulch from leaf litter or pine bark to rocks/gravel that is not suitable for brush turkeys to use to build a nesting mound

-
lay chicken wire over mulched beds and secure it well with stakes and rocks

-
do not leave pet food or food for birds outside.

Nesting generally finishes at the end of February, when the male brush-turkey no longer attends to the mound to ensure the correct temperature for incubation. The nest is then abandoned until the following season, which commences in August.

As you know, the Queensland Government’s Department of Environment and Science licenses appropriately qualified people to relocate brush-turkeys. However, in the absence of modifications to the environment, brush-turkeys are likely to quickly return.

The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams, Councillor for Holland Park Ward, is also working with the residents, neighbouring school and parish to address environment modifications in the area as a first step to deter the brush-turkeys.  

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Dr Rachel Greenfield, Senior Program Officer, Biosecurity, Wildlife and Invasive Species Management, Biodiversity Management, Parks and Natural Resources, Natural Environment Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3178 9729.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL PROVIDE A SEGREGATED SMALL DOG AREA WITHIN THE DOG OFF-LEASH AREA IN MULBEAM PARK, BOONDALL



CA20/114318

53/2020-21
43.
A petition from residents, requesting a segregated small dog area be provided within the dog off-leash area at Mulbeam Park, Boondall, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 February 2020, by Councillor Jared Cassidy, and received.
44.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

45.
The petition contains seven signatures.

46.
Mulbeam Park is currently being used as an open recreational space and to hold events and movies in the park.

47.
Inspection of the existing dog off-leash area found there were constraints within this space. However, increasing the size of the existing dog off-leash area by extending it along Beams Road to accommodate a small dog area could be investigated.

48.
While Council’s standard recommendation for a dog off-leash area with separated large and small areas is a minimum of 3,300 m², (in accordance with Council’s Brisbane Standard Drawings BSD-10281), the dog off-leash area in Mulbeam Park is approximately 1,650 m², however, could be extended along Beams Road to accommodate a small dog area. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows the existing dog off-leash area in Mulbeam Park and Attachment C (submitted on file) shows Brisbane Standard Drawings BSD-10281.

49.
There is currently a small dog area within the dog off-leash area in Boondall Park, Boondall, located approximately 1.4 km from Mulbeam Park. This particular dog off-leash area is intended to service the local catchment of Taigum, Zillmere and Boondall.

Funding

50.
Funding could be obtained from Council’s capital works program or the Deagon Ward, Suburban Enhancement Fund.

Consultation

51.
Councillor Jared Cassidy, Councillor for Deagon Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 


Customer impact
52.
Providing a separate small dog off-leash area would benefit the local community and park visitors.

53.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed. 

54.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/114318

Thank you for your petition requesting Council provide a segregated small dog area in the dog off-leash area in Mulbeam Park, Boondall.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Mulbeam Park is currently being used as an open recreational space and to hold events and movies in the park.

The investigation of the existing dog off-leash area in Mulbeam Park, Boondall, found there were constraints within this space. However, increasing the size of the existing dog off-leash area by extending it along Beams Road to accommodate a small dog area could be investigated and considered as part of Council’s future capital works program.

While Council’s standard recommendation for a dog off-leash area with separated large and small dog areas is 3,300 m², (in accordance with Brisbane Standard Drawings BSD-10281), the dog off-leash area in Mulbeam Park is approximately 1,650 m², however, could be extended along Beams Road to accommodate a small dog area.

In the 2020-21 financial year, $14.68 million has been distributed evenly between each Ward to make local park improvements. A request to extend the dog off-leash area along Beams Road to accommodate a small dog area in Mulbeam Park, has been forwarded to Councillor Jared Cassidy, Councillor for Deagon Ward, for his consideration as part of the Deagon Ward Suburban Enhancement Fund. If you would like to discuss your request directly with Councillor Cassidy, please contact his ward office on (07) 3667 6011.

There is currently a small dog area within the dog off-leash area in Boondall Park, Boondall, which is located approximately 1.4 km from Mulbeam Park. This particular dog off-leash area is intended to service the local catchment of Taigum, Zillmere and Boondall.

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Ted Krosman, Regional Coordinator Parks, North Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0845.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
CITY STANDARDS, COMMUNITY HEALTH AND SAFETY COMMITTEE

Councillor Kim MARX, Chair of the City Standards, Community Health and Safety Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven TOOMEY, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
We can’t hear you, Chair.

Chair:
I have invited you to speak. Councillor MARX, please speak to the report.

Councillor MARX:
I still can’t hear you.

Chair:
Just talk. You talk. You talk. Please—okay, is there any debate on this? 


Councillor MARX?

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
Okay, I got a text message to say that I need to just continue talking so that’s what I’m going to do apparently. Okay, so look, just briefly before I get to my Committee report, can I just mention something that Councillor CUMMING was talking about in the Infrastructure Committee about these parking time limits and stuff, and increases and decreases in various areas without his ward of Wynnum.


I don’t know the full story behind all of this but reading some of the petitions, it would suggest that there was an initial request to put some parking limit signs in which then officers obviously went and did as requested. People potentially were not paying attention to the parking limited signs. 

Then there was a request made for CARS (Compliance and Regulatory Services) officers to do enforcement, which they obviously did and now they’ve sort of been told that they shouldn’t be working. Not to go too hard line with issuing fines and now you want the signs moved back again.

I just want to say on behalf of CARS officers, it’s really—it’s a bit tough on them when they’re asked to do a job. They’re given very specific guidelines of what that job would mean and they’re not given fancy little cars, they’re quite—they’re little wee cars that don’t cost a lot of money and they’re just blue and yellow so everybody knows they’re there and they’re widely seen by anyone in the public. Their job is to drive along and do exactly what Councillors are asking them to do, which is to enforce—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MARX
—situations where parking has been abused. So I would suggest, if you don’t want the officers to come out and fine the residents doing the wrong thing in these parking spaces, make sure you get your signs that you actually want in place in the first place. Then we don’t have this issue of Council officers being blamed for something that they’ve been asked to do.


To go onto the Committee presentation, there was a presentation on the Mud Cat, which was a new piece of machinery that was purchased. I understand Councillor MATIC is going to talk on it—on the changes about that, given that the work was undertaken in his ward and there was four petitions, which I am happy to leave to the Chamber for debate.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I’d like to speak to item A, which is the presentation on the Mud Cat and I’d really like to acknowledge the tremendous work that the officers have done to get this project up and running and now functioning. 

I recall it being a Better Brisbane Proposal which was a proposal put in place by the Administration to provide flexibility for unique opportunities for Brisbane Council to engage with the market on technology and other upgrades. This Mud Cat is a perfect example of that.

The Castlemaine drain that—in which it undertook its work is actually a fundamental piece of infrastructure for the local area but, importantly, also provides the catchment opportunities for Red Hill in order to get that water away.

So you can see the intensive use of the existing infrastructure from Red Hill down through there and ultimately out to the river. The challenge that the officers have always faced is silt from the river building its way up through the drain and then blocking any of the water coming down.

It has always been a physical challenge for officers to have to go in there and carry out extensive work manually or through different types of equipment as far as they could reach, to try and get a good outcome. 

The proposal of the mudcat was seen as a really effective and cost—time effective but also cost effective way of being able to deal with that and the presentation before us clearly shows that it has worked tremendously well.

From when the project was undertaken through March—from March through to July, there is an extraordinary amount of silt that it removed. Over 1,200 cubic metres. Being undertaken in an effective and, importantly, also safe way. Clearing out that drain and letting the officers get their work done.

So really want to say that this is a great initiative by Brisbane City Council in partnership with the operators of this Mud Cat, to be able to make these effective outcomes possible. Not only in my ward but, importantly, also as they roll this Mud Cat out, it will cause great benefit to our local community.

Again, this is core business that Brisbane City Council is undertaking in effective and efficient way to deliver great outcomes in our local communities.
Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor MARX?

Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Chair, I can hear you now. I think I must have pushed a button wrong. My apologies. No, look, that’s fine. If no one has got any other comments on the petitions or anything, I’m happy to leave the report at that.

Chair:
I will now put the report—I put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the City Standards, Community Health and Safety Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Kim Marx (Chair), Councillor Steven Toomey (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Peter Cumming, Tracy Davis, Sarah Hutton and Nicole Johnston.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – CASTLEMAINE STREET STAGE 1 WITH THE MUD CAT

54/2020-21
1.
The Manager, Construction, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Castlemaine Street Stage 1 (the project) and the use of the Mud Cat. He provided the information below.

2.
Brisbane has approximately three kilometres of tidal stormwater pipes. Over time, these pipes lose their original hydraulic capacity due to the build-up of sediment. The current method to desilt tidal stormwater pipes is by using vacuum trucks or high-pressure water jets. These methods produce large volumes of silty slurry, which has high disposal costs. In larger pipes, traditional desilting methods also sometimes require personnel to physically enter confined spaces. 

3.
In 2017, Desilting Solutions proposed the use of a remotely operated vehicle (ROV) as a Better Brisbane Proposal. This was approved in 2018, and the ROV was constructed and delivered in January 2020. The ROV, named ‘Mud Cat’, was used as part of the project works which commenced on 11 February 2020.

4.
The stormwater pipe on Castlemaine Street, Milton, is a major drain that services the Red Hill area and discharges stormwater into the Brisbane River. Desilting this pipe is challenging as it is mostly underwater, even during low tide. 

5.
There was an extensive process to implement and prepare the use of the Mud Cat, which included the use of sonar equipment to map silt volumes in the stormwater pipe. 

6.
The Mud Cat is a state-of-the-art machine that is remotely operated and is currently used extensively in the United States of America and Singapore. The Mud Cat is equipped with CCTV (closed-circuit television), sonar and a complex navigation system. 

7.
As part of operating the Mud Cat, two barges were placed on Brisbane River. The first barge was used as an operating platform, which included the Mud Cat control room and a crane. The second barge collected the discharged silt material. The crane was used to lower the Mud Cat into the water and into the stormwater drain, where it desilted and cleared obstructions from the stormwater pipe.

8.
Across the three stages of the project, Council removed 1,264 m3 of silt material. Stage 1 of the project was completed on 26 March 2020, with the entire project completed on 3 July 2020.

9.
A number of images of the project were shown to the Committee, including:

-
a stormwater plan of Castlemaine Street

-
photos of:

-
the existing headwall and rock protection surrounding the stormwater pipe outlet at Brisbane River

-
the sonar equipment used to quantify sediment volume in the stormwater pipe

-
the Mud Cat and the barges in operation.

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for his informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ALLOW MISSY MAE’S TO CONTINUE TRADING AT 17 ORONTES ROAD, YERONGA, ON A WEEKLY BASIS WITHOUT INTERRUPTION

CA19/821149
55/2020-21
12.
A petition from residents, requesting Council allow Missy Mae’s to continue trading at 17 Orontes Road, Yeronga, on a weekly basis without interruption, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 3 September 2019, by Councillor Charles Strunk, on behalf of Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, and received.

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

14.
The petition contains 321 signatures.

15.
Council supports small business and the local economy by ensuring local businesses are complying with all relevant legislation. Fruit and vegetable stalls, such as Missy Mae’s, are regulated under Brisbane City Plan 2014 and the Public Land and Council Assets Local Law 2014 (PLACA). This ensures the safety and comfort of the community and minimises any potential for adverse impact on neighbouring properties.

16.
Council received a complaint from a member of the public about the operation of a market and requested an assessment of its compliance. As a result, an investigation was undertaken. Council records confirmed that Missy Mae’s was operating in front of a restaurant, located at 17 Orontes Road, without planning approval or consent from Council to undertake a commercial activity on a footpath.

17.
The ability for all members of the public to navigate the footpath, especially persons with an impairment, must be maintained. Therefore, Council requires any persons wishing to undertake a commercial activity on a footpath, like these stalls, to obtain approval. 

18.
Missy Mae’s obtained Council consent under PLACA on 20 October 2019, to use a portion of the Council footpath outside of 17 Orontes Road to set up tables and display local produce for sale to residents. After consultation with the applicant, it was confirmed that the hours of operation would be Wednesday to Sunday 6am to 2pm. Compliance with the conditions of this consent will allow Missy Mae’s to continue operating. Should complaints be received regarding the use of the site, Council will investigate further.

19.
There have been no complaints about Missy Mae’s since the issuing of the PLACA consent.
Consultation

20.
Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

21.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

22.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER. 

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/821149

Thank you for your petition requesting Council allow Missy Mae’s to continue trading at 17 Orontes Road, Yeronga, on a weekly basis without interruption. 

Council supports small business and the local economy by ensuring local businesses are complying with all relevant legislation. Fruit and vegetable stalls, such as Missy Mae’s, are regulated under Brisbane City Plan 2014 and the Public Land and Council Assets Local Law 2014 (PLACA). This ensures the safety and comfort of the community and minimises any potential for adverse impact on neighbouring properties.

Council received a complaint from a member of the public about the operation of a market and requested an assessment of its compliance. As a result, an investigation was undertaken. Council records confirmed that Missy Mae’s was operating in front of a restaurant, located at 17 Orontes Road, without planning approval or consent from Council to undertake a commercial activity on a footpath.

The ability for all members of the public to navigate the footpath, especially persons with an impairment, must be maintained. Therefore, Council requires any persons wishing to undertake a commercial activity on a footpath, like these stalls, to obtain approval. 

Missy Mae’s obtained Council consent under PLACA on 20 October 2019, to use a portion of the Council footpath outside of 17 Orontes Road to set up tables and display local produce for sale to residents. After consultation with the applicant, it was decided that the hours of operation would be Wednesday to Sunday 6am to 2pm. Compliance with the conditions of this consent will allow Missy Mae’s to continue operating. Should complaints be received regarding the use of the site, Council will investigate further.

There have been no complaints about Missy Mae’s since the issuing of the PLACA consent.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Morgan Pratt, Built Environment Supervisor, Development Team, Built Environment, City Standards, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 7372.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REMOVE ALL PEACOCKS FROM MACKENZIE AND RELOCATE THEM TO A SUITABLE WILDLIFE REFUGE, AND DIRECT RESIDENTS TO NOT FEED NATIVE ANIMALS IN THE AREA

CA20/13708
56/2020-21
23.
A petition from residents, requesting Council remove all peacocks from Mackenzie and relocate them to a suitable wildlife refuge, and direct residents to not feed native animals in the area, was received during the Summer Recess 2020.

24.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

25.
The petition contains three signatures. 

26.
Council’s Animals Local Law 2017 (the Local Law) regulates the keeping of livestock in Brisbane, which includes peacock and peafowl. It is noted that the petitioners’ request relates to wild peacocks, stating that these peacocks are unowned and wandering the suburb. Council regulates the keeping of animals under the Local Law and does not investigate complaints about wild peacocks that are unowned.

27.
However, due to the reported number of peacocks in the area and residents’ concerns with the health and safety of the community, Council commissioned a study (site assessment and management plan) to fully understand the peacock population and to make recommendations on how to reduce the population. It should be noted that this will not be a simple solution and will take time and consultation with various stakeholders. The head petitioner will be kept updated on this matter as it progresses.

28.
In relation to the petitioners’ request for Council to direct residents not to feed native animals in the area, it should be noted that the Local Law does not extend to the regulation of feeding wildlife, unless it gives rise to a vermin issue that impacts a private property, wherein Council can investigate under the Queensland Government’s Public Health Act 2005 (the Act).

29.
The Act is specific in terms of what is considered a public health risk in relation to the handling of vermin-related complaints. A public health risk is defined as an animal, structure, substance or other thing that is, or is likely to become, a breeding ground or source of food for designated pests or provides harbourage for designated pests. In this instance, it would not be the feeding of the peacocks that would constitute an offence, but rather the act of leaving food items on the ground that may attract vermin. Council records confirmed there have been no complaints received regarding vermin issues as a result of peacock feeding in the Mackenzie area.

30.
For further information on the feeding of wildlife, the Queensland Government’s 
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection provides information on its website at environment.des.qld.gov.au, searching ‘Feeding wildlife the no-nuisance way’. 

Consultation

31.
Councillor Ryan Murphy, Councillor for Chandler Ward, and Councillor Steven Huang, Councillor for MacGregor Ward, have been consulted and support the recommendation.  

32.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

33.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/13708

Thank you for your petition requesting Council remove all peacocks from Mackenzie and relocate them to a suitable wildlife refuge, and direct residents not to feed them. 

Council’s Animals Local Law 2017 (the Local Law) regulates the keeping of livestock in Brisbane, which includes peacock and peafowl. It is noted that the petitioners’ request relates to wild peacocks, stating that these peacocks are unowned and wandering the suburb. Council regulates the keeping of animals under the Local Law and does not investigate complaints about wild peacocks that are unowned.

However, due to the reported number of peacocks in the area and residents’ concerns with the health and safety of the community, Council commissioned a study (site assessment and management plan) to fully understand the peacock population and to make recommendations on how to reduce the population. It should be noted that this will not be a simple solution and will take time and consultation with various stakeholders. The head petitioner will be kept updated on this matter as it progresses.

In relation to the petitioners’ request for Council to direct residents not to feed native animals in the area, it should be noted that the Local Law does not extend to the regulation of feeding wildlife, unless it gives rise to a vermin issue that impacts a private property, wherein Council can investigate under the Queensland Government’s Public Health Act 2005 (the Act).

The Act is specific in terms of what is considered a public health risk in relation to the handling of vermin-related complaints. A public health risk is defined as an animal, structure, substance or other thing that is, or is likely to become, a breeding ground or source of food for designated pests or provides harbourage for designated pests. In this instance, it would not be the feeding of the peacocks that would constitute an offence, but rather the act of leaving food items on the ground that may attract vermin. Council records confirmed there have been no complaints received regarding vermin issues as a result of peacock feeding in the Mackenzie area.

For further information on the feeding of wildlife, the Queensland Government’s Department of Environment and Heritage Protection provides information on its website at environment.des.qld.gov.au, searching ‘Feeding wildlife the no-nuisance way’. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Shane Millard, A/Safety, Amenity and Litter Business Manager, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4506.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL TAKE ACTION TO ENSURE A NEIGHBOURHOOD DOG AT 65 NORMAN STREET, DEAGON, STOPS BARKING AND HOWLING

CA20/22465
57/2020-21
34.
A petition from residents, requesting Council take action to ensure a neighbourhood dog at 65 Norman Street, Deagon, stops barking and howling, was received during the Summer Recess 2019-20.

35.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

36.
The petition contains nine signatures.

37.
Council’s Animals Local Law 2017 (the Local Law) places an obligation on owners to ensure their animal does not create a nuisance. Animal noise is considered a nuisance if it unreasonably disrupts or inhibits an activity ordinarily carried out on adjoining land or nearby residential premises. 

38.
In determining whether animal noise has caused a nuisance and whether activities are being unreasonably disrupted or inhibited, an authorised person can consider a range of factors. These include the frequency and intensity of the animal noise, the duration and time of the animal noise, and whether complaints have been received from different persons occupying separate premises in the same or adjoining street to the animal noise.

39.
A search of Council records confirmed no previous reports of a barking dog at this property have been received by Council. The first step in actioning reports of barking dogs is to send an advisory letter to the dog owner advising of the complaint and to remind them of their responsibilities as a pet owner under the Local Law. An information letter with a blank noise nuisance diary was sent to the affected resident/s, to complete and return to Council. These letters were sent on 29 January 2020. 

40.
Ms Holly Smith, City Safety Officer, Animal Management, Safety, Amenity and Litter, City Safety, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, contacted the dog owner to discuss the report, and their responsibilities as a pet owner as well as their risk of breaching the Local Law. The dog owner has advised that they have a bark collar for their dog, which they will utilise to assist in remedying the barking. 

41.
If a completed noise diary is returned, the Animal Management team will be in contact with both the complainant and the dog owner to initiate the evidence collection portion of the investigation. 

Consultation

42.
Councillor Jared Cassidy, Councillor for Deagon Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

43.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

44.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.
Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/22465
Thank you for your petition requesting Council investigate a barking dog at 65 Norman Street, Deagon. 

Council’s Animals Local Law 2017 (the Local Law) places an obligation on owners to ensure their animal does not create a nuisance. Animal noise is considered a nuisance if it unreasonably disrupts or inhibits an activity ordinarily carried out on adjoining land or nearby residential premises. 

In determining whether animal noise has caused a nuisance, and whether activities are being unreasonably disrupted or inhibited, an authorised person can consider a range of factors. These include the frequency and intensity of the animal noise, the duration and time of the animal noise, and whether complaints have been received from different persons occupying separate premises in the same or adjoining street to the animal noise.

A search of Council records confirmed no previous reports of a barking dog at this property have been received by Council. The first step in actioning reports of barking dogs is to send an advisory letter to the dog owner advising of the complaint and to remind them of their responsibilities as a pet owner under the Local Law. An information letter with a blank noise nuisance diary was sent to the affected resident/s, to complete and return to Council. These letters were sent on 29 January 2020. 

Ms Holly Smith, City Safety Officer, Animal Management, Safety, Amenity and Litter, City Safety, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, contacted the dog owner to discuss the report, and their responsibilities as a pet owner and their risk of breaching the Local Law. The dog owner has advised that they have a bark collar for their dog, which they will utilise to assist in remedying the barking. 

If a completed noise diary is returned, the Animal Management team will be in contact with both the complainant and the dog owner to initiate the evidence collection portion of the investigation. 

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Troy Casey, Animal Management Supervisor, Safety, Amenity and Litter, City Safety, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 6592. 

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
E
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL STOP THE REMOVAL OF A TREE AT 56 AND 58 ALPHA STREET, TARINGA

CA20/117871
58/2020-21
45.
A petition from residents, requesting Council stop the removal of a tree at 56 and 58 Alpha Street, Taringa, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 11 February 2020, by Councillor James Mackay, and received.

46.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

47. 
The petition contains nine signatures.

48.
The ficus tree is located on the footpath within close proximity to the private property fence at 58 Alpha Street. See Attachment B (submitted on file) for a photo of the ficus tree.

49.
Council records indicate a request was received on 30 October 2019 to address issues with trees on the footpath at 56 Alpha Street, for the purpose of house removal. An inspection was undertaken by a Council Arborist, West Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on 31 October 2019 and a Private Works Order was issued for the removal and replacement of a semi-mature ficus tree and to trim back ficus branches to provide space for the house removal. There were no objections received for the above works and work was completed on 28 November 2019.

50.
The house at 56 Alpha Street, did not end up being removed, instead the owner decided to demolish the house. 

51.
On 6 January 2020, a Council Arborist, West Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, received a call from the owner of 56 Alpha Street, to meet onsite and discuss driveway replacement and possible impacts to the ficus tree. The ficus tree is already in a poor location being located in close proximity to the property fence. The inspection determined the installation of a new driveway would cause root damage which would result in a severe decline in health and instability to which the ficus tree would not recover. Due to the ficus tree’s level of maturity and nature of having an aggressive root system, it was recommended to remove the ficus tree to prevent future damage to private property and Council infrastructure. Consultation of the area was conducted, and no objections were received. The work was commissioned with a completion date of 6 March 2020.

52.
Upon receiving the petition, the removal of the ficus tree has been placed on hold until the petition outcome has been determined.

53.
Council’s Principal Arborist and Regional Coordinator Arboriculture, West Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, inspected the ficus tree on 28 April 2020 and found the tree is growing close to the private fence and not in the correct alignment. The ficus tree was found to be in poor structure and health, with the roots causing ongoing footpath upheaving. It was noted at the time of the inspection that minor roots are starting to enter the weeping holes of a private retaining wall at 58 Alpha Street, and would cause future ongoing root issues for the unit complex located on the property. 

54.
The Principal Arborist, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, spoke with a representative from the unit complex and explained the ongoing issues and impact the tree will have and why the tree should be removed. Council will replace the ficus tree with two quandong trees and the representative was in agreement with the removal and replacement suggestions. Therefore, Council’s Principal Arborist supports the initial decision and recommends the removal of the ficus tree located between 56 and 58 Alpha Street, and two quandong trees will be planted to compensate the removal of the ficus tree.

Funding
55.
Funding will be obtained from West Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, Managing Public Trees program.

Consultation

56.
Councillor James Mackay, Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 


Customer impact
57.
The removal of the ficus tree at this location will mitigate the risk of damage to private property and Council assets. There will be offset planting in a more favourable position to compensate the removal of this ficus tree.

58.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Nicole Johnston abstaining.

59.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL DOES NOT SUPPORT THE REQUEST TO RETAIN THE FICUS TREE BETWEEN 56 AND 58 ALPHA STREET, TARINGA.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/117871

Thank you for your petition requesting Council stop the removal of a tree at 56 and 58 Alpha Street, Taringa.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council does not support the request to retain the ficus tree between 56 and 58 Alpha Street, Taringa, as it was found to be in poor structure and health with the roots of this tree causing ongoing footpath upheaving. The ficus tree is also located in close proximity to the property fence of 58 Alpha Street. To prevent future damage to private property and Council infrastructure, it has been recommended to remove the ficus tree. Two quandong trees will be planted to compensate for the removal of the ficus tree.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr James Richards, Regional Coordinator Arboriculture, West Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0013.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
COMMUNITY, ARTS AND NIGHTTIME ECONOMY COMMITTEE 

Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?


Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. We had a presentation from the Manager of Community Facilities and Venues on City Aquatics. Last financial year, a new pool was opened at Runcorn and refurbishments were undertaken at four sites across the city, including the Sandgate Aquatic Centre, Langlands Park Memorial Pool, Bellbowrie Pool and Musgrave Park swimming pool.


So, whilst it was unfortunate that all of our 22 pools were forced to close on 23 March due to the State Government restrictions, the silver lining was that maintenance works were able to be fast-tracked during the closures. Including re‑painting of several pools. Including Dunlop Park and Hibiscus Sports Complex pools. 

New synthetic turf was installed at Langlands Park Memorial Pool. Terrace sandstone seating was installed at Parkinson Aquatic Centre and the wading pool was re-painted at Bellbowrie Pool.

We also received an update on Council’s major project to re-develop Musgrave Park Pool, which includes a disability access bathroom and accessibility ramp to the program pool. We are looking forward to opening the pool to residents in September, just in time to kick off our summer swim season.

This year, Council will undertake planning works for the renovation of the pool basin at Newmarket Pool and we are also rolling out smart water meters to help reduce water usage.

Chair, there were also four petitions considered by the Committee last week, as outlined in the Committee report and I commend the report to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor COOK?

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I’ll be speaking on items B, C, D and E. 

Seriatim - Clause D
	Councillor Kara COOK requested that Clause D, PETITION – REQUESTING LORD MAYOR ADRIAN SCHRINNER APOLOGISE TO THE LGBTQIA+ COMMUNITY, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, these items have a history in this place. Back in February this year, immediately following the publication of two of these petitions online, I moved an urgency motion in the Council Chamber that read as follows: “that Brisbane City Council (BCC) immediately remove the petitions titled Ban LGBTIQ+ programs from Brisbane City Council libraries, with the principal petitioner, Peter Hayden of Runcorn, that closes on 13 June 2020, and titled Adult Entertainment is not Suitable for Children, with the principal petitioner, Wendy Francis of Mitchelton, that closed on 31 January 2020, from the Council petition process.”

The urgency motion also said: “that the LORD MAYOR personally issue a public apology to the LGBTIQ+ community on behalf of the Brisbane City Council for any offense and hurt caused by the publication of these petitions, via the Brisbane City Council website.”

Mr Chair, this motion was voted down by the LNP as a block. Not one LNP Councillor in this place, nor the LORD MAYOR, thought that these petitions should be removed from the Council website and not one of them thought that the LORD MAYOR should issue a public apology to the LGBTIQ+ community on behalf of Brisbane City Council for the publication of these petitions on the Council website.


Mr Chair, here we are six months later and as a result of these petitions not being removed by the LORD MAYOR at that time, we are here again to debate them. What has happened with two of these petitions is shameful. 

The fact that they were allowed to be published on the Council website in the first place is shameful and the hurt and distress they have caused to the LGBTIQ+ community is unacceptable.

The fact that residents of this city felt that they had to launch counter-petitions to these offensive petitions is a sad indictment on the way this Council handles matters that they classify as, potentially offensive. 

Let’s be very clear, the petitions were offensive, and the LORD MAYOR and Council’s response to date is offensive. These petitions made inaccurate and offensive statements about the LGBTIQ+ community. One of the petitions claimed, drag is highly offensive to females. Another petition links the Safe Schools program to paedophilia among other claims, and demands an apology from the Council for allowing drag queens to read books to children.

The LORD MAYOR of this city, Adrian SCHRINNER, when asked why Council was allowing petitions that included offensive language against his own guidelines said, and I quote: “this is obviously a subjective matter.” 

This was never a subjective matter. The Council guidelines state that petitions must be respectful, decorous and temperate, and not contain any language which is offensive or likely to be offensive to any member of the public. 

This Council failed the LGBTIQ+ community when it came to these petitions and failed to protect one of the most vulnerable groups of people in this city.

I have stated these facts before and I am going to state them again. Research tells us that members of the LGBTIQ+ community are twice as likely to experience anxiety disorders. Three times as likely to experience affective disorders such as depression and social phobias. Five times more likely to experience major depressive episodes and up to 14 times more likely to attempt suicide.

Mr Chair, these health outcomes are directly related to experiences of stigma, prejudice, discrimination and abuse on the basis of being LGBTIQ+. 

I also want to quote, again, in this place, the words of two drag queens who hosted Rainbow Storytime and I quote: “to see such contempt and hatred directed at our community is shocking. Knowing that the platform generating such hate has been organised and promoted by our elected leaders creates fear and mistrust in our community.”
“We want to work together towards a city that is free and equal in opportunity and where rights and wellbeing of LGBTI people are valued. Accordingly, we ask that you recognise these petitions breach BCC guidelines and the law.”
Mr Chair, Labor believes in free speech, not hate speech and vilification. These petitions cross the line and the LGBTIQ+ community deserves better and Brisbane deserves better from this Council.

Arising from these petitions, Mr Chair, was also a referral to the Human Rights Commission and a joint public statement on the petition titled, Ban LGBTIQ+ Programs from Brisbane City Council Libraries, has been released. It reads as follows: “a petition was lodged with the Brisbane City Council in January 2020, concerning LGBTI events and Rainbow Storytime. A vilification complaint concerning the content of this petition was lodged by drag performers and accepted by the Queensland Human Rights Commission. The person who wrote the petition and the drag performers had a meaningful discussion, facilitated by a trained conciliator at Queensland Human Rights Commission.”
“During this discussion, we came to understand each other’s personal history and perspectives. We found a way to connect through our differences. After this process, all parties came to realise the importance of having these laws that protect them against harm caused by vilification and stated the need for greater awareness of these laws.”
“The petitioner regrets the harm that was caused by his petition and apologised to the performers and to the LGBTI community. More broadly, he now realises that offence was caused and that was not his intent. He said he became initially worried about whether an LGBTI program could be safe after reading online material about Safe Schools. The apology of the petitioner was accepted by the drag performer.” 

It continues. The statement continues and again, I’m going to quote: “this harm would never have happened if the Brisbane City Council had provided the petitioner with better feedback about the petition when he lodged it. Including letting him know that it potentially breached the law and their guidelines and suggesting he talk to a lawyer. More accountability and better transparency should be expected from our elected representatives to aid democracy.” 

“Keeping government accountable is in every one’s best interest. If the petitioner had known the petition was potentially breaching the law and causing harm, he would never have sent it.” 

“Both the petitioner and the drag performers call for better communication and more responsibility for compliance with existing vilification and human rights laws to be exercised by the Brisbane City Council at the time of lodging petitions.”
I could not have set it better myself, which brings me to the outcome that we are voting on today, Mr Chair. The response, ultimately, from Council is that Drag Queen Storytime will continue in our city libraries. 

Labor fully supports this position and it appears the LNP now do as well, despite not making that known for over six months when first given the opportunity. Instead, they chose to let this play out through the media, the Human Rights Commission, in the community and online, causing unnecessary distress, hurt and offense.

However, when it comes to the question of if the LORD MAYOR should apologise or not and if there should be the establishment of further policies to stop this from ever happening again, the LNP says no. No, the LORD MAYOR should not apologise and no, we will not take any further steps to stop this from happening again.

No further policies or procedures will be enacted. No accountability and once again, complete disregard for the thousands of residents who have stated their support for the LGBTIQ+ community via Council’s own petition process.

Well, Mr Chair, Labor says this is not good enough and on behalf of my Labor colleagues in Council, I apologise unreservedly for the hurt and offense caused by the publication of these petitions on the Council website. This should never have happened and it should never happen again.

I also offer my support to those affected by the Drag Queen Storytime protest at the Brisbane City Council library on 12 January this year, some of whom are still suffering from that experience today. I am sorry. Please know that we stand with you. We support you, we respect you, we value you and we always will. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I’d just like to rise very briefly to speak on these three petitions regarding Drag Storytime. I just want to thank, through you, Mr Chairman, thank Councillor COOK for putting all that on the record. That was extremely well said and I support every single thing that she said.


This was a very dark moment in Council’s time. The Rainbows Family Queensland are a wonderful organisation. I have an active member of that organisation in my community and I’ve been pleased to support them when they’ve done local events here.


I particularly was impressed with the young person who was doing Drag Storytime at the time. He wrote to all of us Councillors and I did reply to him regarding what had happened. I felt that at the time, he handled the matter with extraordinary grace under terrible pressure. It must have been a really awful incident for the families that were there for Storytime, for the Council staff and for the performers themselves. ‘

Obviously, this has been complicated by other factors that have occurred, but the LORD MAYOR’s failure to call out this behaviour at the time was a significant—demonstrates a significant lack of leadership on his part. The fact that he allowed these petitions to continue online with really offensive, incorrect information in them, is a black mark on this LORD MAYOR.

I know that Councillor COOK and the Labor Councillors asked at the time for these petitions to be removed and urgency motions were also moved for them to be removed from the Council website. That it wasn’t done at that point, I think, reflects a very serious lack of leadership by the LORD MAYOR. 

So, for all of the hurt that has been experienced, I would also like to offer my apologies. Our libraries are wonderful, inclusive places and we want people from all walks of life, from all genders, to feel that libraries are safe places where they can come.

We want to see wonderful, creative storytimes and we want to see bigotry in all its forms not present in Brisbane City Council. So, I just say, LORD MAYOR, take this opportunity to just apologise now. The response to that petition, 193 people called on the LORD MAYOR to apologise. I mean, it’s the most bland, sterile and appalling response to a petition when all the LORD MAYOR had to do here was say, I’m sorry, you are welcome in our libraries and he just did not do that.

It was a really simple thing to do and I’m very disappointed that the LORD MAYOR has not done so. Again, I just say to Johnny and all of the other performers out there who may continue to do Storytime—Drag Storytime in our libraries, there are lots of young people in the world who want role models from different walks of life and I encourage you to keep giving it your best. You’ll always be welcome in our libraries.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I might just speak really briefly to reinforce what Councillor COOK and Councillor JOHNSTON have said. I do think these petitions and this entire saga reveals a weakness and gap in the way Council handles such issues and manages these petitions. I think the petition that has become before the Finance and Administration Committee also speaks to that same challenge. 

So, I know some people will be tempted to say, oh, but this is complex and how do you weight it up? At the end of the day, hate speech is hate speech and we should be able to identify it clearly as such.

Councillor interjects.
Councillor SRI:
When vulnerable members of the community identify it—that stuff, I don’t think it’s satisfactory for the Administration to just turn a blind eye and say oh, free speech, people can say whatever they want and dismiss any concerns.


So, perhaps this is a lesson for all the Administration Councillors to think a little more deeply about the message it sends when something is hosted on the Council website. This isn’t a question of just allowing people to say or do whatever they want out there in the world, this is actually on a government website. 

Regardless of how it gets onto that government website, regardless of whether it’s put up by a resident or carefully vetted, the point is, it’s there on a platform that has some level of social legitimacy, for want of a better term. That people look to this website as being an expression of the general standards and norms of society. 

So, when you’ve got content up there which is quite vile and offensive and hurtful, it is inevitably going to be seen to reflect on the Council Administration, even where you put up a disclaimer saying these are public petitions, we don’t control the content.

So, I think Councillor Howard is probably well aware of the hurt and anguish this caused, but I hope the Council Administration as a whole is cognisant of it and will learn from it going forward because it really was—yes, a rough time for a lot of people involved and I think the Administration didn’t handle it particularly well, unfortunately.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thanks, Chair. I wasn’t going to speak on this, but I feel compelled to say something. I want to say that this is a very deeply diverse city and when I say diverse, I don’t just mean that we’ve got a lot of cultures or ethnicities or religions or a lot of different cuisines to dine on, although those things are very important. 

We have a massive diversity of opinion in this city. Far more so than there is in this Chamber. Diverse in that some members of our community think some pretty unsavoury thoughts and some do some pretty unsavoury things. That doesn’t mean that we still don’t represent them and it doesn’t mean that we don’t have a responsibility to allow them to petition this place.

Yes, that sometimes means that they will say things that make us deeply uncomfortable and that they will submit petitions that we won’t agree with. It is our duty as Councillors—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MURPHY:
—to accept them—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MURPHY:
—debate them—

Chair:
No interjections, please.

Councillor MURPHY:
—and to decide what we want to do with them. The worst possible outcome for our city, for democracy, would be for us to accept or reject petitions on the basis of forced speech. 

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MURPHY:
I let you finish. You can let me finish.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MURPHY:
So, you can see here, we received one petition with 8,000 signatures in favour of Drag Queen Storytime and then another petition, 7,000 signatures against it, and that this issue does divide some people in our community.


Now, thankfully it doesn’t divide anyone here in this Chamber tonight. We all support Drag Queen Storytime continuing. But, do you know, Councillor COOK, a person who was hurt by hate speech from those who howling him down, it was Wilson Gavin who hurled himself in front a train as a result of the hate speech that he received for having a deeply unpopular opinion on this very issue. 

I just want to acknowledge that hate speech is not—

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
No, no. No objections, please. 


Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Hate speech can be a two-way street. Now, I don’t agree with him on this issue, nor any other, but I think it’s important that we keep things in perspective here and that he and anyone else with an unpopular opinion deserves the opportunity to petition their representatives on it and we can debate that on its merits.


That would have been enough then and it should have been enough now. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? I don’t see any hands. 


Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Well thank you, Chair, and I do thank those that participated in the debate. I know that this is a very, very emotive issue, but I would like to say this. Council takes its duty to promote an inclusive city seriously. We will continue to deliver inclusive programs and activities for everyone across Brisbane.


Our independent Council officers assess all ePetitions prior to them being published on the Council’s ePetition website to ensure that they comply with legal requirements and the guidelines for submitting an ePetition. I just want to make that very, very clear.


Council does support the values of inclusion, tolerance, diversity and celebration of all members of our Brisbane community. Now, some topics raised in petitions could potentially offend some people. However, this is not always a basis for Council to reject the submission of a petition.


Petitions by their very nature are a mechanism for the public to express a view about a matter affecting them and/or their community. 

We unapologetically support our diverse Brisbane communities because we believe in the universal inclusion of all residents and visitors, including our LGBTIQ+ communities.

Because Brisbane is a city for everyone, and everyone deserves to feel included and feel that they belong in this beautiful city that we are fortunate to call home, and that is the core of everything we do here at Council. That is why we will continue to support programs like Drag Queen and Rainbow Family storytimes that are part of hundreds of different events held in Council libraries each year that foster a diverse and inclusive city.

Chair, through you, I would just like to finish by sending a huge, huge, thank you to our Council staff, many of whom who were severely impacted by this whole situation. Can I say, they are the most fabulous team. They’ve constantly, constantly ensured that everybody was safe in our libraries and I do want to just acknowledge the work that our Council library teams do each and every day. On that note, I commend it to the Chamber.

Chair:
I will now put items A, B, C and E. 

Clauses A, B. C and E put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A, B, C and E of the report of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
On item D.

Clause D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause D of the report of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Kara COOK and Jared CASSIDY immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 18 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
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(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Vicki Howard (Chair), Councillor Sandy Landers (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Peter Cumming, James Mackay and Steven Toomey.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – CITY AQUATICS

59/2020-21
1.
The Manager, Community Facilities and Venues, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on City Aquatics. He provided the information below.

2.
Council’s portfolio includes 22 aquatic centres and the maintenance of 70 bodies of water and wet areas.

3.
In 2019-20:



- 
a new pool opened at Runcorn

-
refurbishments occurred at four sites (Sandgate Aquatic Centre, Langlands Park Memorial Pool, Bellbowrie Pool and Musgrave Park Swimming Pool)

-
pool patronage increased by 15% in February 2020.

4.
All 22 Council pools closed on 23 March 2020, as per the Queensland Government COVID‑19 directives. Council assisted lessees by waiving rent, providing chemicals for winterising of pools, regular liaison and championing of lessees and strong support for a COVIDSafe Industry Plan. 

5.
Major tiling works were undertaken at the Mount Gravatt East Pool due to a failure in the adhesive. 

6.
Scheduled tiling works at the Manly Pool were brought forward during the pool’s closure and completed prior to the swim season.

7.
The Sandgate Aquatic Centre pool basin was repainted and safety signage was upgraded.

8.
The pool basin was repainted at Dunlop Park Pool and a new structure was erected over the program pool. The closure of the pool due to COVID-19 meant that the repairs could be grouped and completed at the same time.

9.
The Hibiscus Sports Complex Pool basin was repainted and safety signage was replaced. Due to the installation of pool heating and other power requirements of the site, the power transformer was also upgraded.

10. 
New synthetic turf was installed at Langlands Park Memorial Pool to replace the natural grass area as the natural grass was unable to grow due to the number of patrons using the area. These works were able to be fast-tracked due to the pool’s closure.

11.
Terraced sandstone seating was installed at the Parkinson Aquatic Centre. This pool is the second most visited pool in the city and is frequently used by swim squads and schools.

12.
The wading pool basin was repainted at Bellbowrie Pool.

13.
The Musgrave Park Pool underwent redevelopment work including major pool and building construction works which is now complete. This pool will be opening to patrons in September and facilities include a disability access bathroom.

14.
In the next year, Council will be investing in:

-
the replacement of 40 glass panel windows at Centenary Pool

-
planning for the renovation of the pool basin at Newmarket Pool

-
rolling out smart water metres to monitor and report on all water usage.

15.
Following a question from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for his informative presentation.

16.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL CONTINUE TO SUPPORT DRAG QUEEN STORYTIME



CA20/115915

60/2020-21
17.
A petition from residents, requesting Council continue to support Drag Queen Storytime, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 February 2020, by Councillor Vicki Howard, and received.

18.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

19.
The petition contains 8,811 signatures and requests Council continue to acknowledge that our city is made up of beautifully diverse cultural backgrounds, lifestyles, experiences and beliefs, and continue to support Drag Queen Storytime.
20.
Council’s libraries are welcoming, inclusive community hubs that have a range of events that reflect and support Brisbane’s diverse communities. Every family is different, and Council acknowledges this fact and celebrates our different cultures, race, sexuality, genders, and religions. 

21.
Children’s Storytime sessions provide an opportunity for the development of reading, literacy and learning skills through interactive and engaging sessions.

22.
Drag Queen Storytime events are held in conjunction with Rainbow Families Queensland, a community organisation that provides support to families from the LGBTIQ+ community. Events are presented by performers who hold appropriate Blue Card registration. As with all library events, all children attending events are required to be accompanied by a parent or carer.

23.
Given that all families are different, parents and carers will have different views on what activities are suitable for their own children to participate in. Council respects the decisions of parents and carers to determine which activities are suitable for their children to participate in and, therefore, their decision to attend library events. Council continues to ensure that parents and/or carers accompany their children at any library events.

24.
Drag Queen Storytime is one of hundreds of different events held in Council libraries each year which foster a diverse and inclusive city. Council remains committed to its values of inclusion, tolerance and diversity and will continue to offer Drag Queen Storytime in libraries as part of the range of events offered in response to community needs.

Consultation

25.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
26.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

27.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

28.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/115915

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council continue to acknowledge that our city is made up of beautifully diverse cultural backgrounds, lifestyles, experiences and beliefs, and continue to support Drag Queen Storytime.
Council’s libraries are welcoming, inclusive community hubs that have a range of events that reflect and support Brisbane’s diverse communities. Every family is different, and Council acknowledges this fact and celebrates our different cultures, race, sexuality, genders, and religions. 

Children’s Storytime sessions provide an opportunity for the development of reading, literacy and learning skills through interactive and engaging sessions.

Drag Queen Storytime events are held in conjunction with Rainbow Families Queensland, a community organisation that provides support to families from the LGBTIQ+ community. Events are presented by performers who hold appropriate Blue Card registration. As with all library events, all children attending events are required to be accompanied by a parent or carer.

Given that all families are different, parents and carers will have different views on what activities are suitable for their own children to participate in. Council respects the decisions of parents and carers to determine which activities are suitable for their children to participate in, and therefore their decision to attend library events. Council continues to ensure that parents and/or carers accompany their children at any library events.

Drag Queen Storytime is one of hundreds of different events held in Council libraries each year that foster a diverse and inclusive city. Council remains committed to its values of inclusion, tolerance and diversity and will continue to offer Drag Queen Storytime in libraries as part of the range of events offered in response to community needs.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4255.

Thank you for raising this matter.

Yours sincerely
ADOPTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT PUBLIC LIBRARIES ARE NO LONGER USED FOR DRAG QUEEN STORYTIME


CA20/116000

61/2020-21
29.
A petition from residents, requesting that public libraries are no longer used for Drag Queen Storytime, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 February 2020, by Councillor Vicki Howard, and received.

30.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

31.
The petition contains 7,125 signatures.

32.
Council’s libraries are welcoming, inclusive community hubs that have a range of events that reflect and support Brisbane’s diverse communities. Every family is different, and Council acknowledges this fact and celebrates our different cultures, race, sexuality, genders, and religions. 
33.
Children’s Storytime sessions provide an opportunity for the development of reading, literacy and learning skills through interactive and engaging sessions.
34.
Drag Queen Storytime events are held in conjunction with Rainbow Families Queensland, a community organisation that provides support to families from the LGBTIQ+ community. Events are presented by performers who hold appropriate Blue Card registration. As with all library events, all children attending events are required to be accompanied by a parent or carer.
35.
Given that all families are different, parents and carers will have different views on what activities are suitable for their own children to participate in. Council respects the decisions of parents and carers to determine which activities are suitable for their children to participate in and, therefore, their decision to attend library events. Council continues to ensure that parents and carers accompany their children at any library events.
36.
Drag Queen Storytime is one of hundreds of different events held in Council libraries each year which foster a diverse and inclusive city. Council remains committed to its values of inclusion, tolerance and diversity and will continue to offer Drag Queen Storytime in libraries as part of the range of events offered in response to community needs.
Consultation

37.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
38.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

39.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

40.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/116000

Thank you for your petition requesting that public libraries are no longer used for Drag Queen Storytime. 

Council’s libraries are welcoming, inclusive community hubs that have a range of events that reflect and support Brisbane’s diverse communities. Every family is different, and Council acknowledges this fact and celebrates our different cultures, race, sexuality, genders, and religions. 

Children’s Storytime sessions provide an opportunity for the development of reading, literacy and learning skills through interactive and engaging sessions.

Drag Queen Storytime events are held in conjunction with Rainbow Families Queensland, a community organisation that provides support to families from the LGBTIQ+ community. Events are presented by performers who hold appropriate Blue Card registration. As with all library events, all children attending events are required to be accompanied by a parent or carer.

Given that all families are different, parents and carers will have different views on what activities are suitable for their own children to participate in. Council respects the decisions of parents and carers to determine which activities are suitable for their children to participate in, and therefore their decision to attend library events. Council continues to ensure that parents and carers accompany their children at any library events.

Drag Queen Storytime is one of hundreds of different events held in Council libraries each year that foster a diverse and inclusive city. Council remains committed to its values of inclusion, tolerance and diversity and will continue to offer Drag Queen Storytime in libraries as part of the range of events offered in response to community needs.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4255.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
D
PETITION – REQUESTING LORD MAYOR ADRIAN SCHRINNER APOLOGISE TO THE LGBTQIA+ COMMUNITY



CA20/358104

62/2020-21
41.
A petition from residents, requesting Lord Mayor Adrian Schrinner apologise to the LGBTQIA+ community, was received during the Election Recess 2020.

42.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

43.
The petition contains 193 signatures and requests accountability, apology and amendment from Lord Mayor Adrian Schrinner in relation to petitions received by Council regarding LGBTQIA+ events delivered in Council libraries.
44.
Independent Council officers assess all ePetitions prior to them being published on the Council ePetitions website to ensure they comply with legal requirements and the Guidelines for submitting an ePetition. 
45.
Council supports the values of inclusion, tolerance, diversity and celebration of all members of the Brisbane community. Some topics raised in petitions could potentially offend some people; however, this is not always a basis for Council to reject the submission of a petition. Petitions, by their very nature, are a mechanism for the public to express a view about a matter affecting them and/or a community. 

46.
Council takes its duty to promote an inclusive city seriously. Council’s A City for Everyone: Inclusive Brisbane Plan 2019-2029 outlines Council’s commitment to Brisbane’s diverse communities and universal inclusion of all residents and visitors.

Consultation

47.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
48.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

49.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed with Councillors Kara Cook and Peter Cumming dissenting.

50.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/358104
Thank you for your petition requesting accountability, apology and amendment from Lord Mayor Adrian Schrinner in relation to petitions received regarding LGBTQIA+ events delivered in Council libraries.
Independent Council officers assess all ePetitions prior to them being published on the Council ePetitions website to ensure they comply with legal requirements and the Guidelines for submitting an ePetition. 
Council supports the values of inclusion, tolerance, diversity and celebration of all members of the Brisbane community. Some topics raised in petitions could potentially offend some people; however, this is not always a basis for Council to reject the submission of a petition. Petitions, by their very nature, are a mechanism for the public to express a view about a matter affecting them and/or a community. 

Council takes its duty to promote an inclusive city seriously. Council’s A City for Everyone: Inclusive Brisbane Plan 2019-2029 outlines Council’s commitment to Brisbane’s diverse communities and universal inclusion of all residents and visitors. 

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4255.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
E
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT LGBTIQ+ PROGRAMS BE BANNED FROM BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL LIBRARIES



CA20/635258

63/2020-21
51.
A petition from residents, requesting that LGBTIQ+ programs be banned from Brisbane City Council libraries and all LGBTIQ+ literature be removed, was received during the Winter Recess 2020.

52.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

53.
The petition contains 363 signatures.

54.
Council values and supports Brisbane’s diverse communities and is committed to universal inclusion of all residents and visitors, including our LGBTIQ+ communities. This includes providing a range of library programs and a library collection that reflects and supports a diverse and inclusive city.
55.
Children’s storytime sessions provide an opportunity for the development of reading, literacy and learning skills through interactive and engaging sessions. 
56.
Drag Queen Storytime events are held in conjunction with Rainbow Families Queensland, a community organisation that provides support to families from the LGBTIQ+ community. Drag Queen Storytime events are presented by performers who hold appropriate Blue Card registration. As with all library events, all children attending events are required to be accompanied by a parent or carer.
57.
Given that all families are different, parents and carers will have different views on what activities are suitable for their own children to participate in. Council respects the decisions of parents and carers to determine which activities are suitable for their children to participate in and, therefore, their decision to attend library events. Council continues to ensure that parents and carers accompany their children at any library events.
58.
Drag Queen and Rainbow Families storytimes are part of hundreds of different events held in Council libraries each year that foster a diverse and inclusive city. Council remains committed to its values of inclusion, tolerance and diversity, and will continue to offer these programs in libraries as part of the range of events offered in response to community needs.
59.
Council seeks to provide Brisbane residents with a balanced library collection that also responds to the diverse range of customer needs across the community. Council complies with decisions made by the Office of Film and Literature in regard to restrictions placed on access to publications. 
60.
Council also supports the Australian Library and Information Association’s Free access to information statement which promotes the free flow of information and ideas in the interest of all Australians and a thriving culture, economy, environment and democracy. In line with the principles and responsibilities outlined in the statement, one of the most crucial tenets of public libraries is that materials are not censored, except where legally required by the Australian Classification Board. This ensures a broad, diverse and inclusive collection and range of material available for customers to choose to view or borrow
Consultation

61.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
62.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

63.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

64.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/635258
Thank you for your petition requesting that LGBTIQ+ programs be banned from Brisbane City Council libraries and all LGBTIQ+ literature be removed. 

Council values and supports Brisbane’s diverse communities and is committed to universal inclusion of all residents and visitors, including our LGBTIQ+ communities. This includes providing a range of library programs and a library collection that reflects and supports a diverse and inclusive city.

Children’s storytime sessions provide an opportunity for the development of reading, literacy and learning skills through interactive and engaging sessions. 

Rainbow Families storytimes celebrate family diversity, featuring LGBTIQ+ themed stories of family community and friendship. Sessions are delivered by library staff. 

Drag Queen Storytime events are held in conjunction with Rainbow Families Queensland, a community organisation that provides support to families from the LGBTIQ+ community. Drag Queen Storytime events are presented by performers who hold appropriate Blue Card registration. As with all library events, all children attending events are required to be accompanied by a parent or carer.

Given that all families are different, parents and carers will have different views on what activities are suitable for their own children to participate in. Council respects the decisions of parents and carers to determine which activities are suitable for their children to participate in and, therefore, their decision to attend library events. Council continues to ensure that parents and carers accompany their children at any library events.

Drag Queen and Rainbow Families storytimes are part of hundreds of different events held in Council libraries each year that foster a diverse and inclusive city. Council remains committed to its values of inclusion, tolerance and diversity and will continue to offer these programs in libraries as part of the range of events offered in response to community needs.

Council seeks to provide Brisbane residents with a balanced library collection which also responds to the diverse range of customer needs across the community. Council complies with decisions made by the Office of Film and Literature in regard to restrictions placed on access to publications. 

Council also supports the Australian Library and Information Association’s Free access to information statement which promotes the free flow of information and ideas in the interest of all Australians and a thriving culture, economy, environment and democracy. In line with the principles and responsibilities outlined in the statement, one of the most crucial tenets of public libraries is that materials are not censored, except where legally required by the Australian Classification Board. This ensures a broad, diverse and inclusive collection and range of material available for customers to choose to view or borrow.

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4127.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
FINANCE, ADMINISTRATION AND SMALL BUSINESS COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. We had a presentation at the last Committee meeting. It’s a regular economic outlook presentation that is entitled Net Borrowings Investment Funding and it was for the June quarter, and I think it’s worth noting that the June quarter, in particular, reflected effectively the onset months of COVID-19 during April, May and June. The presentation covered the global, domestic and Queensland outlook. Not surprisingly, it was COVID-19 heavy, the impact that COVID-19 has had on all economies. I guess the message in that particular report is that the outlook for growth was extremely low for the remainder of 2020 and that that was likely to continue into 2021.


It’s clear that the outlook is still quite patchy. Even domestically in Australia we’re seeing very different circumstances, where in Queensland here we have very little or no community transmission; and yet in Victoria they’re facing quite a challenge down there. So, the outlook is very uncertain. Unemployment, the outlook, is also very subdued. We’re looking at unemployment probably in the vicinity of five to eight per cent, but quite possibly as high as 10%. 

Once again, we’re very much at the mercy of COVID-19 and how that continues to impact the economy and also in the context of other financial levers, interest rates are likely to remain very low for the foreseeable future. Now, that’s great, I guess, if you’re a borrower and you’ve got an income, but it’s pretty grim if you’re a retiree and relying on an income stream from deposits and the like. So, certainly there’s pressure out there. The Queensland economy is suffering in terms of reduced agricultural exports and that’s flowing through to the wider economy as well. So, that presentation was sobering, but nonetheless, it’s good to have a view of where we might be heading.

We also had a Committee report, the Net Borrowings Cash Investments and Funding for June 2020, and that’s there available in the papers. We had three petitions come to the Committee as well and I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I rise to speak on the three petitions that came before the Committee last week. I just have a really quick question for Councillor Kara COOK for—with petition C, which she may—she may—might speak to briefly, which was just aren’t you worried at all that relinquishing this land for the use of the school might foreclose or make more difficult future upgrades to the library? I’d just be genuinely interested in your thoughts on that and whether—I know there was talk of expanding the library and getting—

Chair:
Councillor SRI, it’s fine to raise the question, but can I just ask you to, once again, direct comments through the Chair and refer to people by their full titles. Thank you.

Councillor SRI:
—yes, anyway, that’s all I have. I’d be interested in Councillor COOK’s response on that. The petition B, I thought, was a timely one, because there’s obviously some pretty significant concerns around the way these petitions are coming up online and the fact that it seems at the moment that Council doesn’t employ any kind of strong filter or any filter at all whatsoever. 

So, any petition about any topic and containing any material could potentially end up on the Council website, which certainly invites a lot of mischief, if nothing else, but I think also raises those same questions I referred to in the previous debate, which is that there’s a chance of causing real harm here. This isn’t just about some abstract theoretical marketplace of ideas where people are free to say whatever the hell they want and regardless of the impacts on others. 

The way people talk about issues does impact each other and I think that there’s a reason that anti-discrimination legislation and human rights legislation draws distinctions between—or defines these ideas of hate speech. I think it’s really important that we recognise why that exists and maybe pay attention to that—those concerns. 

I’m, I suppose, a little disappointed in the Chair’s response to the questions and it was a shame we didn’t get much time to debate that in the Committee itself, but there’s clearly a range of mechanisms that a website moderator or an administration can use to ensure that people still have a chance to have their voices heard while guiding against really damaging hate speech. Anything from—there’s a whole spectrum of responses from flagging potential controversial content and having it reviewed to allowing stuff to be published, but publishing it with a disclaimer or some kind of content warning or referring potentially hurtful stuff to a third party for review before it goes up.

The point is we need some processes in place, because at the moment it—there’s a bit of a decision-making—or there’s a bit of a process vacuum where Councillor ALLAN, the Chair, appeared to acknowledge that there might be some petitions that—whose content is so hateful and offensive that we wouldn’t want them published and it seems probably that all Councillors—and maybe I shouldn’t say all Councillors, but it seems like the majority of Councillors would agree that surely some content might not be appropriate to be published on the website through the petition page. 

So, presumably every Councillor would draw the line somewhere. The point is we don’t have particularly clear policies or guidelines about where those lines should be drawn. In the absence of clear policies and guidelines, that creates a situation where unelected public servants are using their own discretion about how offensive something has to be before it’s pulled down. It’s not clear to me whether—yes—how closely those guidelines are enforced and I think there’s a real gap there. I made a few suggestions to Councillor ALLAN, which he said he’d look into and explore further. 

I think that’s a positive step, but I guess my point really is just that I don’t think it is good enough to say, oh, we’ll just allow any petition up there with any content without vetting, because I know this Council Administration would vet some petitions that the Administration feels are particularly offensive and particularly horrific in terms of content. So, we know that some vetting does go on and probably would go on, and it’s a question of what policies and guidelines do we have in place to ensure that that vetting is carried out in a way that isn’t party political or doesn’t result a concentration of unaccountable power. 

Just turning to the other petition that came before the Committee, petition D, requesting that all elected officials from—including Councillors and the LORD MAYOR take a 30% pay cut. I agree with that. I’m quite happy to support that. I think it’s perfectly reasonable for Councillors to make do with a little bit less, particularly at a time when so many people have lost income. When politicians are paid so much more than the average wage in society, there’s a real risk that people will lose touch with the lived realities of what it’s like to get by on a very low income. 

We can talk about, yes, there are other ways to stay in touch with the electorate and, yes, people have imaginative power and can empathise, even if you’re not going through something yourself, but I think it’s pretty clear that we’re paid quite a lot of money and as a result the—our material experiences of life in this city are going to be different from those at the bottom end of the economic pyramid and that that does shape our thinking. 

More to the point though, there’s a concern that there’s big salaries are going to attract people to the job who aren’t necessarily there for the right reasons. They’re doing it for the money; they’re not doing it for that broader goal of public service and representation. I think that is something kind of concerning to me. I worry that some people might be tempted to run for office and might win, not because they actually want to serve the people, but because they want a big, fat pay cheque. 

I think given the circumstances we’re in at the moment, when so many programs and services are getting funding cuts, when people are losing jobs, when Council is saying that it doesn’t have the money to undertake essential public infrastructure work, it would seem fair and reasonable for us to—as Councillors to consider taking a pay cut and, frankly, I don’t think 30%—I would argue that we could even go further than that and take a larger pay cut than that. 

I acknowledge that I don’t have any dependent children that I have to care for, but if—there are plenty of people on very low incomes in this city who raise children and care for dependents without the privileges that we all enjoy. I think it’s grounding to think about that and acknowledge that this—these high salaries do change the way we experience the city and experience life in this place and maybe there’s a need to reflect on that more deeply and understand that we can never step out—wholly outside our own subjective experiences and we can never fully empathise with the struggles that other people are going through if we haven’t lived those struggles ourselves.

It always blows my mind talking to certain politicians to see just how out of touch they are with the needs of the very, very poor in this city. I think they’re out of touch partly because they’ve never experienced not just poverty, but they never even experienced having to exercise some level of financial restraint and I think that does shape their thinking and I think that’s problematic and needs to be addressed, but anyway, I’m probably the only person who’s going to support that petition or—and object to that response, but I’ll be interested to see if any other Councillors have thoughts on it.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thanks, Chair. I'm entering the debate on Clause B, the petition calling on Brisbane City Council to include a new prerequisite rule for creating petitions to coincide with the Anti-Discrimination Act of 1991. 
Seriatim - Clause B
	Councillor Charles STRUNK requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCLUDE A NEW PREREQUISITE RULE FOR CREATING PETITIONS ON THE BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL WEBSITE TO COINCIDE WITH THE ANTI-DISCRIMINATION ACT 1991, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Chair. Mr Chair, petitions are a fundamental tool of our democracy and we should encourage our citizens to use petitions as a means of bringing about change. It is incumbent on Council that we treat each petition against a set of guidelines that Council officers can use to determine if it compliant with the current Anti-Discrimination Act and also the Queensland Human Rights Act. Mr Chair, we believe that the guidelines that Council officers are currently using are limiting and should be reviewed so that petitioners can have a clear understanding of what is accepted and what is not.


We need a set of guidelines that analyses, reviews and filters petitions, making sure that the language used then doesn't breach the Discrimination and Human Rights Acts. Mr Chair, petitions are about highlighting and solving community issues, not creating them by using discriminatory language to harass, vilify and bully certain groups of people in Brisbane. We believe that the current process is flawed and it is in need of a complete review. In committee, Councillor SRI raised this issue and to the credit of Councillor ALLAN, he was open to receiving written suggestions on how to improve the current process.


Mr Chair, what is really needed is not—is a root and branch review, consulting widely, so that we can find a set-up clearer and more comprehensive guidelines that will give residents confidence in the transparency of the process we believe is sadly in need of work. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chair, to items B and D. Just briefly, I would be happy to support such changes to Council's petition processes. It's clear to me, both in the LORD MAYOR's original comments when this matter was debated when the incident happened earlier in the year, and Councillor MURPHY's comments just a few minutes ago that they really failed to understand what hate speech is, for want of a better word, and what our obligations as civic leaders are to ensure that it's not happening in the Council that we are representatives for. The petition claims in some of these petitions were just extraordinary. 

They were inappropriate for us to publish. By publishing them, we went too far in allowing that, and it's not a matter of censorship. No one wants censorship, but when people make unfounded claims like drags are offensive to women or females, medical experts warn about confusing children about gender, I mean, these are not appropriate things to be saying in a public space and in an organisation that espouses tolerance and inclusivity. To me, this Council is saying one thing and then doing something else. You've got to actually walk the talk and that's where this Council falls down over and over again.

So I'm happy to vote for rules to ensure that our petitions are reflective of the standards under the Anti-Discrimination Act and I think that's a good safeguard. We don't necessarily want a politician making a decision on that, even though the LORD MAYOR was specifically asked to deal with these matters, but I do think making sure we meet our obligations under the Anti-Discrimination Act could be a good thing. With respect to item D, I take a slightly different view to Councillor SRI, but I don't support the petition response in its current form. I mean, Councillor SRI might choose—his lifestyle is to choose to live on a houseboat and do all of these things. That's great.

For the first, I don't know, eight years of my life, the toilet was outside. We didn't have a lot of money. We all come from different walks of life and the level of remuneration that is offered here is very good without question and certainly it is something that we always have to work to justify in the community. Where this petition goes wrong, in my view, there are two things. Firstly, I absolutely and fundamentally agree with the petitioners when they say there should be accountability in the allowance expenditure of the Chairpersons of Council. This is something that I've moved motions on last year to ensure that there is accountability in the expenditure of allowances and that was voted down by the LNP.

In my view, the petition is actually factually incorrect. It states that Council has no power to—it's not within the purview of the LORD MAYOR and Councillors to amend their remuneration packages. Yes, it is and we demonstrate that last year when we did take a pay cut. So, for example, a response to this petition could have been that we will refer the matter back to the Remuneration Tribunal to assess whether or not the level of remuneration is appropriate in the current circumstances. That's not a response to this petition. So Council is actually telling the public and this petitioner something that is absolutely factually incorrect.

We have the power to brief the Remuneration Tribunal, just as the LORD MAYOR chose to do last year with respect to superannuation. And the fact that he's not putting that answer forward here is—this is why people think politicians are tricky. It doesn't matter what level of government you're at. When you're not upfront with people about why you're doing something, that's why they lose confidence in politicians. And, to my mind, we could have been much clearer with people about this. Either we say as a Council, we think that this is a reasonable level of remuneration. 

We should be publicly accounting for every single cent in allowances. Instead, this Administration just takes it all as cash in the back pocket, spends it however they like with no accountability whatsoever and that's wrong. So I don't agree with the petition response that is before us today. Secondly, I think probably the sensible thing to do here would have been to indicate to the petitions that we have, in reality, taken a pay cut in the past year and that superannuation was reduced by eight per cent. So, look, there are things, I think, we could better communicate to the people of Brisbane through this petition process. Whilst I don't agree with Councillor SRI in his reasoning for not supporting this response, I certainly would be happy to second a dissent—sorry—an—oh god.

Chair:
A division.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So—yes. A division. Thank you whoever said that. A division. Thank you. Because I don't believe this is the appropriate response. I don't believe we've addressed the petitioners’ concerns here and I think that in the current circumstances, we could be clearer and justify this certainly more fully than we have here. So I'll certainly call for a division as well, but I just don't necessarily agree with what Councillor SRI is saying.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I'm going to be speaking on item B and briefly on item C to address Councillor SRI's questions earlier in the debate. Mr Chair, I agree with comments of Councillor STRUNK and Councillor SRI and Councillor JOHNSTON that have already been made on item B this evening. I've already spoken extensively about some petitions that may relate to item B this evening, so I'm not going to rehash those comments. However, I feel like the LNP are completely missing the point here. Our petition process is clearly flawed. Petitions that clearly breach, not only the current Council guidelines, but also the law, have been approved for publication on the Council website and they have sat on the website for months.


One of those petitions has been the subject of a Human Rights Commission complaint, Mr Chair. I am going to again restate the key part of the public statement relating to that case that relates to the BCC process, just for completeness, so that it's definitely on the record when we put these things to vote. I'm going to quote again, “this harm would never have happened if the Brisbane City Council had provided the petitioner with better feedback about the petition when he lodged it, including letting him know that it potentially breached the law and their guidelines and suggesting he talk to a lawyer.” 

“More accountability and better transparency should be expected from our elected representatives to aid democracy. Keeping government accountable is in everyone's best interest. If the petitioner had known the petition was potentially breaching a law and causing harm, he would never have sent it. Both the petitioner and the drag performers call for better communication and more responsibility for compliance with existing vilification and human rights laws to be exercised by the Brisbane City Council at the time of lodging petitions.” 

So, Mr Chair, it's all good and well for Council to say in the response before us tonight that they are bound by the relevant legislation, like the Anti‑Discrimination Act or the Human Rights Act. However, being bound and actually enacting policy to effectively and actively deal with and ensure compliance with the relevant legislation is something else completely. So we won't be supporting that response tonight. I do understand that there was some discussion at the committee on this matter and how exactly Council could more effectively deal with petitioners when they are submitted. I absolutely welcome Councillor ALLAN considering those matters and I am certainly happy to consider working with him in a bipartisan way moving forward.

I think that we have proven in the past that we can work together when it comes to these types of matters, as we did with the DV strategy, and I think it's very positive that he was open to considering those matters and I'm just going to leave that invitation open to him for us to have those discussions moving forward, because I do think that when these things happen, it gives us a great opportunity to improve the process. This can have a positive outcome for the city and a positive outcome to ensure that things like this don't happen again.

On Clause C, the petition requesting the use of Council land adjoining Bulimba State School, through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor SRI, I do support this petition response. I, at a very similar time to this petition being lodged, had my own petition on the matter about upgrading the library. Unfortunately, when that petition came back to Council some months ago, we didn't see any commitment of funds to upgrading the library, and I spoke quite extensively about the make‑up of and positioning of the library and the school and the kindy and it really is a precinct, that end of Oxford Street.

But because we haven't had any commitment to upgrade the library and potentially utilise that outdoor space in a way that I had anticipated would enable not only the school, but the kindy and all sorts of other community group utilising that space, it is literally unused land just sitting there, public land, so I think it would actually be quite positive to see the school be able to utilise that land. I mean, just putting it out there. It might be a crazy thought, but having some sort of joint initiative between Council and the State Government to actually upgrade that portion of the library to turn it into something that could benefit both the school and the Council and the broader community and an outdoor learning space would be absolutely wonderful.

I think that those discussions absolutely should happen and I think there's great opportunity to integrate the space in that way, so certainly I will be supporting the petition, but I also note that the petitioners—and I had a discussion with them about this—were very conscious about making sure the wording of the petition was such that it would be utilised until such time as it was needed for an upgrade or, of course, if that could be done in some way in conjunction with the school, I think that would be a really positive outcome for the community. So I will be supporting Clause C tonight. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? Okay. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
That's a point of order. 
Yes, Councillor JOHNSTON.
Seriatim - Clause D
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause D, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT ALL ELECTED OFFICIALS (FROM COUNCILLOR TO LORD MAYOR) TAKE A 30% PAY CUT, AND TO MAKE ALL ALLOWANCE EXPENDITURE SUBJECT TO A COMMITTEE REVIEW AND FULL PUBLIC DISCLOSURE, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
So in the interests of the group, items B and D are now both seriatim. 


Further speakers? I see no further speakers. 


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I thank all the Councillors who've contributed to debate. Obviously, a number of items there were somewhat emotive, but turning to item B or Clause B, the statement by Councillor SRI that there doesn't appear to be any mechanism for reviewing petitions, it's not accurate. There is a mechanism for doing that and certainly Council officers are aware of the various legislation under which they act. Certainly there is a degree of subjectivity and interpretation that needs to take place. I'm very conscious though in our petition process that we are careful not to censor things purely on subject matter. 


Certainly, I'm conscious of the manner in which petitions are phrased and worded are important, as I've indicated to Councillor SRI. I'm very happy to take any ideas that he might have around how that process might be improved. He's made some suggestions in committee this morning and obviously the nature of this particular response is last week's committee, but I am open to some of the suggestions he has raised. So certainly, we are conscious of freedom of speech, freedom of opinion. Councillor SRI has been a great beneficiary of freedom of speech and certainly some of the activities and the things he has said in the past have offended cross-sections of the community.


So we recognise that this is an area that's sensitive. There is a degree of judgment and subjectivity required, but certainly we're very keen to ensure that our policies and our procedures are robust and that they reflect the laws and the expectations of the day, so I'll leave that item B with that. In the context of the lease and the arrangements with Council and the Bulimba State School, I think that's a good use of the site or coming to an agreement where we can work with the state school to better leverage that site. 

It is an area that we should be optimising, but I do think Councillor COOK, through you, Mr Chair, that we need to be sure that in the near term, whatever arrangements are negotiated, that both parties are clear as to the expectations in the near and medium term. The point that Councillor SRI raised in committee was that he—his major was around the potential inability of Council to draw back on that particular lease at some stage in the future and accordingly he wasn't supportive of the petition. But I do think that those uncertainties can be made clear and ironed out in the negotiation process between the Education Department and Council.

Onto the final item, D, this is clearly one where Councillors do work hard. I think that the points Councillor SRI makes are perhaps viewed through the filter of his own view on life. I for one have had members of my family who've been without work over recent months due to COVID-19-related issues and I think everybody in this Chamber would have seen and be aware of people who are suffering through this period. So to say that we're not conscious of that, I think is incorrect. I think we have a deep understanding of what's happening across the community. 

We are dedicated and working extensively with our communities around assisting them with whatever we can do as local Councillors. Councillor SRI has a view that a 30% pay cut could be appropriate and all I'd say, Councillor SRI is that I'm conscious that you don't spend 100% of your time on Council business, that you are distracted with other causes and that's your prerogative. But at the end of the day—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor ALLAN:
—this Chamber—very committed—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor ALLAN:
—Council work and I will close on that note. Thank you.

Chair:
All right. I will now put items A and C—

Councillor interjecting.

Clauses A and C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A and C of the report of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
Now, on item B. 

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B of the report of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Kara COOK and Jared CASSIDY immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 18 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, 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.

Chair:
We now move to item D. 
Clause D put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 22 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, and The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK.

NOES: 2 -
Councillors Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Adam Allan (Chair), Councillor Steven Huang (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood, Angela Owen, Jonathan Sri and Charles Strunk.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION AND REPORT – NET BORROWINGS – CASH INVESTMENTS AND FUNDING FOR THE JUNE 2020 QUARTER

64/2020-21
1.
The Corporate Treasurer, Financial Analysis and Treasury Management, Corporate Finance, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to present a report to the Committee on Council’s net borrowings for the June 2020 quarter. The report details the corporate cash holdings invested and the status of Council’s funding activities.

2.
The report provided a market and economic review, and a summary of the following issues in relation to Council’s investments:

-
cash position

-
review of cash activity

-
earnings on investments

-
funding capability

-
borrowings

-
facility performance

-
leases.

3.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Corporate Treasurer for her informative presentation.

4.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCLUDE A NEW PREREQUISITE RULE FOR CREATING PETITIONS ON THE BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL WEBSITE TO COINCIDE WITH THE ANTI-DISCRIMINATION ACT 1991


CA20/412299

65/2020-21
5.
A petition, requesting Council include a new prerequisite rule for creating petitions on the Brisbane City Council website to coincide with the Anti-Discrimination Act 1991, was received during the Election Recess 2020.

6.
The Divisional Manager, City Administration and Governance, provided the following information. 

7.
The petition contains 95 signatures. 

8.
Independent Council officers assess all ePetitions prior to them being published on the Council ePetitions website to ensure they comply with legal requirements and the Guidelines for submitting an ePetition.

9.
Council supports the values of inclusion, tolerance, diversity and celebration of all members of the Brisbane community. Some topics raised in petitions could potentially offend some people; however, this is not always a basis for Council to reject the submission of a petition. Petitions, by their very nature, are a mechanism for the public to express a view about a matter affecting them and/or a community. 

10.
You noted that the Anti-Discrimination Act 1991 aims to protect people in Queensland from unfair discrimination, sexual harassment and other objectionable conduct. Council, as a public entity in Queensland, is bound by provisions of the Anti-Discrimination Act 1991, including in relation to publication of ePetition material. 

11.
Council takes its duty to promote an inclusive city seriously. Council’s A City for Everyone: Inclusive Brisbane Plan 2019-2029 outlines Council’s commitment to Brisbane’s diverse communities and universal inclusion of all residents and visitors.


Consultation

12.
As this is a citywide issue, Councillor Adam Allan, Chair of Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact

13.
The petition response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

14.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Jonathan Sri dissenting.

15.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED OF THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.
Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/412299
Thank you for your petition requesting Council include a new prerequisite rule for creating petitions on the Brisbane City Council website to coincide with the Anti-Discrimination Act 1991.

Independent Council officers assess all ePetitions prior to them being published on the Council ePetitions website to ensure they comply with legal requirements and the Guidelines for submitting an ePetition. 

Council supports the values of inclusion, tolerance, diversity and celebration of all members of the Brisbane community. Some topics raised in petitions could potentially offend some people; however, this is not always a basis for Council to reject the submission of a petition. Petitions, by their very nature, are a mechanism for the public to express a view about a matter affecting them and/or a community. 

You noted that the Anti-Discrimination Act 1991 aims to protect people in Queensland from unfair discrimination, sexual harassment and other objectionable conduct. Council, as a public entity in Queensland, is bound by provisions of the Anti-Discrimination Act 1991, including in relation to publication of ePetition material. 

Council takes its duty to promote an inclusive city seriously. Council’s A City for Everyone: Inclusive Brisbane Plan 2019-2029 outlines Council’s commitment to Brisbane’s diverse communities and universal inclusion of all residents and visitors. 

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Jade Stopar, A/Principal Council and Committee Officer, Council and Committee Liaison Office, City Administration and Governance, on (07) 3178 1000.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING THE USE OF COUNCIL LAND ADJOINING BULIMBA STATE SCHOOL



CA19/67753

66/2020-21
16.
A petition, requesting an arrangement with Bulimba State School to utilise a portion of Council land adjoining the Bulimba Library as a play space for students, was received during the Summer Recess 2019-20.

17.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the following information. 

18.
The petition contains 227 signatures. 

19.
Bulimba State School has experienced significant growth in student numbers and is experiencing pressure on outdoor, unencumbered areas for the students to play. Bulimba State School, at 261 Oxford Street, currently occupies an area of 18,801 square metres.

20.
The Bulimba Library 219 and 221 Oxford Street occupies two lots with a total area of 1,439 square metres (refer to site outlined yellow in the aerial forming Attachment B, submitted on file). Bulimba State School is seeking to utilise the small lot, 221 Oxford Street, which has an area of 427 square metres until Council requires it for further development (refer to green outline in site aerial Attachment B, submitted on file).

21.
This Council land is not currently used for Library purposes, although it is considered important for future library purposes. Consideration could therefore be given to a lease for an agreed term, if agreeable with the Queensland State Government Department of Education (Department), to an area of this lot that is not currently being used for library purposes.  Council will contact the Department directly to commence negotiations.


Consultation

22.
Councillor Kara Cook, Councillor for Morningside Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact

23.
There is no change to the services currently provided.

24.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Jonathan Sri abstaining.

25.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.
Attachment A
Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/67753

Thank you for your petition requesting the use of Council land between the Bulimba Library and Lady Gowrie kindergarten as a play space for students of Bulimba State School.

Council understands the growth pressures on the school. Although this Council land is considered important for future library purposes, there may be a willingness to consider a lease for an agreed term, if agreeable with the Queensland State Government Department of Education (Department). Council will contact the Department directly to commence negotiations.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Richard Butler, Project Director, Asset Optimisation, Organisational Services, on (07) 3403 7222.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
D
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT ALL ELECTED OFFICIALS (FROM COUNCILLOR TO LORD MAYOR) TAKE A 30% PAY CUT, AND TO MAKE ALL ALLOWANCE EXPENDITURE SUBJECT TO A COMMITTEE REVIEW AND FULL PUBLIC DISCLOSURE

CA20/686084

67/2020-21
26.
A petition, requesting that all elected officials (from Councillor to Lord Mayor) take a 30% pay cut, and to make all allowance expenditure subject to a committee review and full public disclosure, was received during the Winter Recess 2020.

27.
The Divisional Manager, City Administration and Governance, provided the following information. 

28.
The petition contains 78 signatures. 

29.
Council acknowledges and appreciates the petitioners’ concerns about the financial impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the residents and businesses of Brisbane, however it is not within the purview of the Lord Mayor and Councillors to amend their remuneration package. 

30.
In 2013, Council established an independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal (the Tribunal) to determine appropriate levels of remuneration for all classes of offices. It is the Tribunal that sets Councillor remuneration and their findings are not subject to review and are required to be implemented by Council without amendment. As such, the Lord Mayor and Councillors have no ability to determine or reset their remuneration.

31.
In the years between Tribunal review periods (the Tribunal meets every five years), Council applies annual percentage movements as set out by the State Government’s Queensland Independent Remuneration Tribunal (QIRT). As indicated by a public announcement from the Lord Mayor, it is Council’s intention to freeze Councillor salaries for the next two years, regardless of any decision by the State Government’s QIRT. 

32.
The next review of the Tribunal is due in 2022. Public release of remuneration recommendations of the 2022 Tribunal will occur as soon as practicable. 

33.
Council is committed to delivering essential services while protecting the community during this challenging period, including delivering initiatives and offerings to support local business and protect local jobs. More information on Council’s COVID-19 Economic Delivery Taskforce initiatives including rates relief, rates rebates and business support programs can be found on Council’s website.


Consultation

34.
As this petition relates to a citywide issue, and makes no reference to a specific ward, the Chair of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee was consulted and supports the recommendation.

35.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Jonathan Sri dissenting.

36.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/686084
Thank you for your petition requesting that all elected officials (from Councillor to Lord Mayor) take a 30% pay cut, and to make all allowance expenditure subject to a committee review and full public disclosure.

Council acknowledges and appreciates the petitioners’ concerns about the financial impact of the COVID‑19 pandemic on the residents and businesses of Brisbane, however it is not within the purview of the Lord Mayor and Councillors to amend their remuneration package. 

In 2013, Council established an independent Councillor Remuneration Tribunal (the Tribunal) to determine appropriate levels of remuneration for all classes of offices. It is the Tribunal that sets Councillor remuneration and their findings are not subject to review and are required to be implemented by Council without amendment. As such, the Lord Mayor and Councillors have no ability to determine or reset their remuneration.

In the years between Tribunal review periods (the Tribunal meets every five years), Council applies annual percentage movements as set out by the State Government’s Queensland Independent Remuneration Tribunal (QIRT). As indicated by a public announcement from the Lord Mayor, it is Council’s intention to freeze Councillor salaries for the next two years, regardless of any decision by the State Government’s QIRT. 

The next review of the Tribunal is due in 2022. Public release of remuneration recommendations of the 2022 Tribunal will occur as soon as practicable. 

Council is committed to delivering essential services while protecting the community during this challenging period, including delivering initiatives and offerings to support local business and protect local jobs. More information on Council’s COVID-19 Economic Delivery Taskforce initiatives including rates relief, rates rebates and business support programs can be found on Council’s website.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Emily Blake, Principal Strategy and Business Services Officer, Council and Committee Liaison Office, City Administration and Governance, on (07) 3178 1675. 

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
That concludes the Committee Reports—

Councillor SRI:
A point of order, Chair.

Chair:
A point of order for you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I was just wondering if Councillor ALLAN wanted to take the opportunity to perhaps withdraw his previous comments which reflected adversely on the amount of time I spend working for Council.

Chair:
No. No. I appreciate that. I must—I'm not sure if this is the appropriate time. Just give me a second. Councillor SRI, I apologise for this. In future, could you please—if you would like someone to withdraw, could you please do it while they're speaking. 


I will now move on to petitions. Councillors, are there any petitions—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 
Councillor JOHNSTON, your microphone is not on.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. It doesn't appear to matter when we raise points of order about attacks on non-LNP Councillors, you and the Deputy Chairman are continuing to ignore the rules. So I'm unaware that it has to be done immediately and I would—I think you need to address Councillor SRI's point of order and make a ruling on it. 

Chair:
I have made a ruling. 


Councillors, are there any petitions?

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have two petitions. One requesting that all NewsCorp papers and TV media no longer be given exclusive access to Council-operated premises. The second one requesting Council no longer grant development applications for change of use for offsite student-rooming accommodation unless requirements are met.

Chair:
Further petitions? 


Councillor ADERMANN.

Councillor ADERMANN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have a petition for a non-motorised BMX track in the Kenmore Hills and Brookfield area, e-Petition 407 signatories. Thank you.

Chair:
Any others? 


Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thanks, Chair. I have a petition proposing the creation of a memorial grove in Anzac Park, Toowong, to be known as the ‘National Defence Chaplains Memorial Grove’.

Chair:
Further petitions? Councillors, may I please have a resolution to accept the petitions.
68/2020-21
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the petitions as presented be received and referred to the Committee concerned for consideration and report.

The petitions were summarised as follows:

	File No.
	Councillor
	Topic

	CA20/835554
	Krista Adams
	Requesting Council no longer give Newscorp media exclusive access to Council operated premises.

	CA20/864497
	Krista Adams
	Requesting Council no longer grant development applications for change of use for off-site student rooming accommodation.

	CA20/863123
	Greg Adermann
	Requesting Council determine the community need for installation of a BMX facility in the Brookfield or Kenmore Hills area.

	CA20/862981
	James Mackay
	Proposing the creation of a memorial grove in Anzac Park, Toowong, named ‘The National Defence Chaplains’ Memorial Grove’.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors is there any—are there any matters of general business? Are there any—firstly, are there any statements required as a result of an Office of the Independent Assessor or Councillor Ethics Committee order?

Councillor LANDERS:
A point of order, Chair.

Chair:
A point of order to you, Councillor LANDERS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	69/2020-21

At that time, 7.03pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had left the meeting.




Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Do not speak while I'm speaking. No. Please don't speak while I'm speaking.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order. Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
No. I must deal with one point of order at a time. 

Councillor interjecting.

Council stood adjourned at 7.04pm.
UPON RESUMPTION:

Chair:
Councillors, welcome back. 


Are there any statements required as a result of the Office of the Independent Assessor of Council Ethics Committee order? No?


Councillors, are there any matters of General Business? 


Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Chair. Listen, I just want to speak on a couple of items tonight in General Business. The first is a birthday celebration for our Men’s Shed. It was the third-year birthday. It only seems only a few months ago that they had their second birthday. Anyways, this organisation continues to grow in numbers, which is really difficult for them with social distancing at the moment to try to cater for everyone’s needs throughout the day. 

But they seem to do it, and this organisation is just a great resource for my community in the Forest Lake area and beyond, because they do cast their net widely, and they have a number of guys from right around my ward, actually, which actually go off to the Men’s Shed there at High Street at the Salvation Army hall there, or within the precincts of the Salvation Army.

The Men’s Shed was established, as I say, three years ago there in High Street, but of course they were meeting and trying to find a place to call home for probably about 18 months. Leeanne Enoch, the State Member for that area at the time, was very encouraging and really helped them quite a lot as well to find a space that they are in now. So, I just want to pay a tribute to her and the great work she did while that was part of her electorate.

I also want to speak on another matter which I know I have spoken ad nauseam over the last couple of years in regards to the lake at Forest Lake. I know Councillor MARX, the Chair, came on a tour with me and she saw first-hand the Salvinia that virtually occupied almost the whole lake at the time. Councillor MARX, I’m sure you’ve been told, but pretty much all that Salvinia has gone. I think there’s only about a five per cent coverage now in the lake of the Salvinia which is going to be left until Council rolls out the planting and desilting and then another planting over the next 12 months or so.

The expert working group, headed up by Professor David Hamilton from Griffith University, Deputy Director of Australian Rivers Institute, along with Tony Webber, Australia’s leading practitioner on water quality in catchment, are heading up this group, along with a number of Council officers that have been really engaging and wanting to get this lake right. The latest testing results, by the way, is that the water quality is good enough for boating again, which was just—it was music to my ears, and of course, the lake action group as well. 

I want to say a big thank you to the lake action group because they were the initiators, initially, of getting the blue-green algae under control, because we had a breakout of that about 18 months ago or so, and it really was rank. The water quality was so bad, virtually the whole ecosystem of the lake was collapsing. Then they petitioned and made contact with the Lord Mayor at the time, Graham Quirk, and he came out and saw first-hand what the issues were, along with the Chair, Vikki Howard, and they wanted me to pass on their thanks as well, Vicki, for the work that you did while you were Chair in this area.

So, I just want to say thank you for everyone who’s contributed to the resurrection of the lake, the master plan, and I hope over the next couple of years, once all the desilting and the replanting is all done—and we’re also working around the parkland precinct as well to fix up those denuded areas, the eroded areas that need to be either landscaped or revegetated as well with turf. Once we get done with fixing up the lake and fixing up the parkland precinct, that it will once again be a drawcard for people right across Brisbane to come out and enjoy family time around the lake, as it was back, I suppose, prior to 2006. 

It was a destination that a lot of residents from right around Brisbane came out to have a look and enjoy. So, with those comments, I’ll finish there. Thank you, Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Chair; I am going to speak tonight about Guyatt Park. I have spoken about Guyatt Park before, because it is one of the jewels in the crown of St Lucia. This is very valuable public land at the river’s edge where the CityCat comes in. I speak about Guyatt Park tonight for two reasons. Number one, the Ninja Warrior course, and number two, the new toddler playground equipment that’s just been installed.


The toddler playground only opened last week, and I’ll tell you what, Chair, it is fantastic. We’ve got all sorts of age groups getting down there, not just the toddlers, older kids as well, and they’re down there with mum, dad, grandma, granddad, whoever is on duty for the day, and the good news is there’s actually some seating down there for adults. How many times do you go to playgrounds with a little toddler who wants to spend all day on the climbing equipment, and there’s nowhere to sit? Well, I’m pleased to say that we’ve got some good practical solutions there for parents and guardians to go down and make the most of their time at the park.


But let’s talk about what we really want to hear about, and that, of course, is the Ninja Warrior course—first in Queensland, third in Australia, this is amazing. We had our launch day on 10 July and, Chair, you’ll be pleased to know Australia’s Wonder Woman came along. That is Emma Teede, and Emma is the owner and head coach at the Centenary Playground in Darra. 

It sounds like a bit of fun. It’s a playground, but no, Chair, these are insanely fit Ninja Warrior type people. Emma herself appeared on Channel 9’s Ninja Warrior in seasons two and three, and I’ll tell you what, the people that Emma brought along made this new piece of equipment look like it was just a toy. They dominated. Emma’s son Coby is actually the under-15 representative for Queensland, and went to the national titles. This kid just destroyed the time on the Ninja Warrior course.

Do you know what, Chair? It’s really good, because you can go down there, install the app on your phone, and then you can time yourself and compare your time to others, and you can go up and down on the leader board. There is one problem, though, Chair: this Ninja Warrior course is just too popular. It actually suffered under the weight of popularity. Some of the grip tape started peeling off because it was being used so much. 

I did a time lapse video, and there looked to be at least 20 people on the course at any one time. I keep getting texts from some of the neighbours saying this thing is amazing. I counted 45 people on it at one time. If that’s not a popular playground apparatus, you tell me what is, Chair. I’m all ears. But that is fantastic. I want to put on the table my thanks to Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, the Chair of the Environment Committee. She’s been very helpful with the implementation of this apparatus, I guess we’ll call it, and I leave it there and say to people: get on down and Ninja yourself a course.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor ATWOOD.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Thank you, Chair; I’d like to speak today to thank our amazing volunteers right across our city and our state to get our kids back onto our sporting fields and locals back into community clubs. I think we can all agree that the bushfire crisis was enough to tackle in one year. Then we saw floods, no toilet paper on our shelves, and the crescendo, a shutdown of our great country. 


I remember visiting the Carina Senior Citizens Club on the last day before the shutdown. Members were devastated. Many told me that this was the highlight of their week, and after losing their husband or wife, the club had become their family, and they were worried about what they were going to do during lockdown. 


So, it was so wonderful to return to the Carina Senior Citizens once they had reopened, to see its members painting and playing ping pong, beading, playing cards and other board games. I would like to thank and acknowledge some of the wonderful volunteers and presidents from my area here in Doboy. So, George from the Carina Senior Citizens, Graham from the Wynnum Manly Cricket Club, Rowdy from the Wynnum Wolves, Eddie from Tees, Don from Brisbane Softball, Sarah from Cannon Hill Netball, Nick from the Carina Dolphins, Florence from Warehouse Cricket, Steve from the Clem Jones Centre, Dave from the PCYC, and other committee members from Doboy’s 35 clubs.


I seriously want to thank you for the amazing and extensive hours that you’ve dedicated to getting our clubs back up and running, figuring out how to manage the traffic flow with sanitising stations, and also your finances. 


That leads me to my last thank you. I want to thank our LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, for his dedication to helping our community and sporting clubs. My clubs are absolutely thrilled about the LORD MAYOR’s COVID-19 direct assistance program. It has been great to hear about the submissions, including improvements to their car parks, fields, fencing, or to help the party pay their bills such as insurance. Year 2020 will certainly be a year to remember. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? I see no hands. I declare the meeting closed. 


Thank you everybody.

QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston on 4 August 2020
Q1. 
How much of the $544,522 contract to Naturform Pty Ltd for Views of Brisbane – Lookout upgrades is being invested in the Francis Lookout, Corinda?
Q2. 
Please provide list of projects funded under the$544,522 contract to Naturform Pty Ltd for Views of Brisbane – Lookout upgrades including: location, name of park and value.
Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths on 6 August 2020

Q1. How many illuminated street signs are there across the Brisbane City Council network?

Q2. What is the current policy and conditions that Councillors must follow in regards to accessing the Council cab charge entitlement?

Q3. Can you outline, by individual payment, cost and date of any invoices paid to “We Promote” for June 2019 to July 2020?

Q4. How many residents have been approved and used the Good Neighbour Program since April 2020 until now?

Q5. How many residents have been approved for the Good Neighbour Program but are on the waiting list since April 2020?

Q6. How many resident have been declined when requesting pickup from the Good Neighbour Program since April 2020?

Q7.
Please provide the list of all bus stops (with the bus stop number and location) where Brisbane City Council is making application for Disability Discrimination Action Act exemptions. 

 

	BUS STOP NUMBER
	BUS STOP ADDRESS
	SUBURB

	 
	 
	 


 

 Q8.
Please provide the number of instances where Brisbane City Council refused a development application where Council then reached a negotiated outcome with the developer in the Planning and Environment Court (as a total number and a breakdown by application type)?

 

	YEAR
	TOTAL NUMBER OF INSTANCES
	NUMBER OF IMPACTS ASSESSIBLE APPLICATIONS
	NUMBER OF CODE ASSESSIBLE APPLICATIONS

	2020 (to date)
	 
	 
	 

	2019
	 
	 
	 

	2018
	 
	 
	 

	2017
	 
	 
	 

	2016
	 
	 
	 

	2015
	 
	 
	 

	2014
	 
	 
	 

	2013
	 
	 
	 

	2012
	 
	 
	 


 
Q9.
Please provide the total number of all rateable properties for the 2019-2020 Financial Year and per ward, with a breakdown of the number by main category (including commercial title scheme – CTS, concessional or special concessions for that category):-

	
	Residential – Owner Occupied
	Residential – Non-Owner Occupied or Mixed Use
	Commercial – Non-residential
	Multi-Residential
	Rural
	Minor Lot
	CBD Frame Commercial/ Non-Residential
	Central Business District
	Large Regional Shopping Centre
	Major Regional Shopping Centre
	Drive-In Shopping Centre
	Retail Warehouse
	Other
	TOTAL OF ALL CATEGORIES

	BRACKEN RIDGE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CALAMVALE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CENTRAL WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CHANDLER WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	COORPAROO WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DEAGON WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DOBOY WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ENOGGERA WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FOREST LAKE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	HAMILTON WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	HOLLAND PARK WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	JAMBOREE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MACGREGOR WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MARCHANT WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MCDOWALL WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MOOROOKA WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MORNINGSIDE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NORTHGATE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PADDINGTON WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PULLENVALE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	RUNCORN WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TENNYSON WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	THE GABBA WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	THE GAP WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	WALTER TAYLOR WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	WYNNUM-MANLY WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL OF ALL WARDS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Q10.
Please provide the total amount of rates monies received by the Brisbane City Council for the 2019-2020 Financial Year broken down by Ward and by main category (including commercial title scheme – CTS, concessional or special concessions for that category):-

	
	Residential – Owner Occupied
	Residential – Non-Owner Occupied or Mixed Use
	Commercial – Non-residential
	Multi-Residential
	Rural
	Minor Lot
	CBD Frame Commercial/ Non-Residential
	Central Business District
	Large Regional Shopping Centre
	Major Regional Shopping Centre
	Drive-In Shopping Centre
	Retail Warehouse
	Other
	TOTAL OF ALL CATEGORIES

	BRACKEN RIDGE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CALAMVALE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CENTRAL WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CHANDLER WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	COORPAROO WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DEAGON WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DOBOY WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ENOGGERA WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FOREST LAKE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	HAMILTON WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	HOLLAND PARK WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	JAMBOREE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MACGREGOR WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MARCHANT WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MCDOWALL WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MOOROOKA WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MORNINGSIDE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NORTHGATE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PADDINGTON WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PULLENVALE WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	RUNCORN WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TENNYSON WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	THE GABBA WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	THE GAP WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	WALTER TAYLOR WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	WYNNUM-MANLY WARD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL OF ALL WARDS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Answers to questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (from meeting on 4 August 2020)

Q1. What Wards did not have a kerbside collection in the financial year 2019/2020?

A1.
Kerbside collection is not completed by ward, but all wards recorded partial servicing of kerbside collection in 2019-20.
Q2. How many reports have there been lodged for collection of illegal kerbside dumping from January to March 2020 and then from April to June 2020?

A2.
Seven from January to March 2020 and 90 from April to June 2020. Please note, this number refers to the number of illegal dumping reports (that may not be kerbside) that have been lodged with CARS.
Q3. How many reports have there been lodged for collection of illegal kerbside dumping for July 2020?

A3.
27. Please note, this number refers to the number of illegal dumping reports (that may not be kerbside) that have been lodged with CARS.
Q4. How many fines have been issued for illegal dumping from March to June 2020?

A4.
662.

Q5. How many fines have been issued for illegal dumping for July 2020?

A5.
69.

Q6. How many compliance inspections were undertaken in restaurants and take away businesses in the Brisbane City Council area between March and June 2020?

A6.
658.
Q7. How many compliance inspections were undertaken in restaurants and take away businesses in the Brisbane City Council area in the 2019/2020 financial year?

A7.
2,573.
Q8. How many compliance fines have been to restaurants and take away businesses in the Brisbane City Council area in the 2019/2020 financial year?

A8.
114.
Q9. Please list the CCTV cameras that are installed in Council parks and their locations.

A9.
Council does not release these locations for security reasons. 
Q10. How many residents have applied to defer their rate payments during the COVID pandemic?

A10.
4,753.
Q11. How many residents in the Forest Lake Ward have applied to defer their rate payments during the COVID pandemic?

A11.
153.
Q12. How many wood fire BBQ’s are still in place in Brisbane Parks?

A12.
94.

Q13. How many wood fire BBQ’s in Council parks were replaced with gas BBQ’s in the last 12 months?

A13.
5.

Q14. Please advise what bus routes operated by Brisbane Transport are paid for by the Brisbane City Council and no reimbursement of costs is received from the State Government.
A14.
Brisbane City Loop (Routes 40 and 50), Spring Hill Loop (Route 30), Kangaroo Point Shuttle (Route 27), Mt Coot-tha Shuttle (Route 480) and Maroon CityGlider (Route 61). 


Please note, a portion (1%) of the Maroon CityGlider service (between Coorparoo and Langlands Park station) is reimbursed by the State Government.

Q15. Please provide details of the total amount of fine and infringement revenue collected by Council in the 2019-2020 Financial Year, with a breakdown of the amount by all of the fine types (eg parking fines, animal infringements, tolling infringements, illegal dumping, overgrown land, noise, smoke etc):


	TYPE OF FINE OR INFRINGEMENT
	AMOUNT OF REVENUE

	
	


A15.


	OFFENCE
	AMOUNT

	CONTRAVENE A CONDITION OF A PERMIT
	$266

	FAIL TO APPLY TO BE A REGISTERED BREEDER
	$667

	FAIL TO CARRY A BAG, IMPLEMENT OR CONTAINER SUITABLE TO PICK UP AND DISPOSE OF ANIMAL'S FAECES
	$66

	FAIL TO COMPLY WITH COMPLIANCE NOTICE
	$29,303

	FAIL TO ENSURE AN ANIMAL DOES NOT WANDER AT LARGE
	$283,781

	FAIL TO ENSURE AN ANIMAL IN A PUBLIC PLACE IS UNDER EFFECTIVE CONTROL AND IS SECURELY RESTRAINED
	$54,781

	FAIL TO MAINTAIN AN ENCLOSURE
	$1,596

	FAIL TO PICK UP AND DISPOSE OF FAECES IN A SANITARY MANNER
	$532

	FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH A COMPLIANCE NOTICE
	$9,340

	FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH A PERMIT CONDITION FOR A DECLARED DANGEROUS DOG.
	$17,746

	FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH A PERMIT CONDITION FOR A DECLARED MENACING DOG.
	$15,878

	FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH A PERMIT CONDITION WHEN A PROPOSED REGULATED DOG DECLARATION NOTICE IS IN FORCE.
	$5,604

	FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REGISTRATION RENEWAL REQUIREMENTS FOR A DOG.
	$2,394

	FAILURE TO REGISTER A DOG. (EXISTING OWNER)
	$22,876

	FAILURE TO REGISTER A DOG. (NEW OWNER)
	$16,748

	KEEP A PROHIBITED ANIMAL
	$1,334

	KEEP AN ANIMAL WHICH CAUSES A NOISE NUISANCE
	$2,389

	KEEP AN ANIMAL WITHOUT A CURRENT PERMIT
	$667

	A PERSON MUST NOT CARRY OUT PERMIT WORK UNLESS A PERMIT HAS BEEN ISSUED FOR THE WORK AND CONDITIONS MET - IND
	$5,338

	A PERSON MUST NOT DIRECT ANYONE TO CARRY OUT PLUMBING OR DRAINAGE WORK THAT IS NOT CODE COMPLIANT - IND
	$1,334

	BRING/ALLOW TO REMAIN OR ACCUMULATE OR PLACE UNSIGHTLY MATERIAL, OBJECTS OR VEGETATION ON LAND
	$10,093

	CARRY OUT ASSESSABLE DEVELOPMENT WITHOUT PERMIT (GENERAL) - CORPORATION
	$40,035

	CARRY OUT VEHICLE MAINTENANCE ON ROADS
	$266

	CARRYING ON A LICENSABLE FOOD BUSINESS OR SELLING OR INTENDING TO SELL FOOD WITHOUT A LICENCE
	$7,946

	CONTRAVENE A DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL - CORPORATION
	$132,870

	CONTRAVENE A DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL - CORPORATION
	$13,345

	CONTRAVENE A DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL - INDIVIDUAL
	$5,338

	CONTRAVENE A MALL TRAFFIC RESTRICTION - RECREATIONAL VEHICLE
	$1,064

	CONTRAVENE AN ENFORCEMENT NOTICE - INDIVIDUAL
	$18,625

	CONTRAVENE OF A CONDITION OF CONSENT
	$1,334

	CONTRAVENE OF A CONDITION OF CONSENT
	$667

	CONTRAVENTION OF A CONDITION OF LICENCE
	$45,296

	CONTRAVENTION OF CONDITION OF AMPLIFIED MUSIC VENUE PERMIT
	$2,638

	DAMAGE OR INTERFERE WITH COUNCIL LAND OR PROPERTY
	$1,334

	DANGEROUSLY LITTER AT A PLACE (IND – VEHICLE INVOLVED)
	$1,066

	DANGEROUSLY LITTER AT A PLACE (IND)
	$6,929

	DUMP 2500L OR MORE OF WASTE AT A PLACE AT A PLACE (CORP)
	$10,008

	DUMP 2500L OR MORE OF WASTE AT A PLACE AT A PLACE (IND)
	$8,007

	DUMP MORE THAN 200L AND LESS THAN 2500L OF WASTE AT A PLACE (CORP)
	$6,672

	DUMP MORE THAN 200L AND LESS THAN 2500L OF WASTE AT A PLACE (IND)
	$349,764

	ENTER, USE OR REMAIN ON COUNCIL LAND IN CONTRAVENTION OF A RESTRICTION OR CONDITION
	$14,674

	EXHIBIT AN ADVERTISEMENT NOT PERMITTED OR APPROVED BY COUNCIL
	$1,334

	FAIL TO COMPLY WITH A FOOD STANDARDS CODE IN CONDUCTING A FOOD BUSINESS OR SELLING OR INTENDING TO SELL FOOD
	$25,968

	FAIL TO COMPLY WITH A HAZARDOUS VEGETATION ERADICATION NOTICE
	$7,337

	FAIL TO COMPLY WITH A NOTICE UNDER SECTION 30
	$652

	FAIL TO COMPLY WITH AN ORAL DIRECTION
	$2,668

	FAIL TO ENSURE ALL WASTE CONTAINERS ARE KEPT WITHIN THE PROPERTY BOUNDARY OR AS DIRECTED BY AN AUTHORISED PERSON.
	$1,197

	FAIL TO ENSURE THAT NO WASTE IS DEPOSITED OR ALLOWED TO REMAIN OUTSIDE WASTE CONTAINER - DOMESTIC
	$133

	FAIL TO KEEP WASTE CONTAINER SECURELY COVERED - DOMESTIC
	$266

	FAIL TO MAINTAIN SWIMMING POOL, ORNAMENTAL POND OR LAKE.
	$532

	FAIL TO OBTAIN CONSENT
	$6,670

	FAIL TO OBTAIN CONSENT TO DELIVER A PUBLIC ADDRESS IN A MALL
	$2,668

	FAIL TO OBTAIN CONSENT TO DISTRIBUTE MATERIAL OR COMMUNICATE ADVERTISING IN A MALL
	$532

	FAIL TO OBTAIN CONSENT TO OPERATE NOISE EMITTING TOOLS, MACHINERY OR AMPLIFYING DEVICE IN OR ABUTTING A MALL
	$2,668

	FAIL TO OBTAIN CONSENT TO SING, CHANT, PLAY AN INSTRUMENT, DANCE, BUSK, RECITE, MIME OR ENTERTAIN PERSONS - MALL
	$266

	FAIL TO OBTAIN CONSENT TO STACK OR STORE GOODS IN A MALL
	$266

	FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH A PUBLIC HEALTH ORDER (INDIVIDUAL)
	$667

	FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH PERMIT CONDITIONS - LOCAL LAW (ENTERTAINMENT VENUES AND EVENTS)1999
	$667

	FAILURE TO PROVIDE DIRECT SUPERVISION TO TRAINEE OR UNLICENSED PERSON
	$1,334

	GIVE FOOD TO A CATEGORY 6 RESTRICTED MATTER
	$667

	INTERFERE WITH A KERB, GUTTER, WATER CHANNEL OR SIMILAR INFRASTRUCTURE IN ROAD, FOOTPATH OR PEDESTRIAN AREA
	$667

	INTERFERE WITH A TREE ON A COUNCIL FOOTPATH
	$3,335

	INTERFERE WITH PROTECTED VEGETATION
	$12,508

	INTERFERENCE WITH A TREE, GARDEN OR OTHER VEGETATION ON COUNCIL LAND.
	$667

	INTERRUPT, DISTURB OR FRUSTRATE OTHER MALL USERS OR AN AUTHORISED CEREMONY OR LAWFUL GATHERING OF PEOPLE IN A MALL
	$2,001

	LIGHT FIRE IN OPEN AIR/INCINERATOR
	$532

	LITTER AT A PLACE (CORP- VEHICLE INVOLVED)
	$43,906

	LITTER AT A PLACE (IND – VEHICLE INVOLVED)
	$273,459

	LITTER AT A PLACE (IND)
	$857,052

	MAINTAIN FIRE IN OPEN AIR OR INCINERATOR
	$532

	PARK OR LEAVE STAND, AN UNREGISTERED VEHICLE UPON A ROAD
	$51,344

	SELL FOOD THAT IS UNSUITABLE
	$1,334

	SMOKING AT AN OUTDOOR PEDESTRIAN MALL
	$266

	UNDERTAKE A PROHIBITED ACTIVITY
	$1,334

	UNLAWFUL USE OF PREMISES - CORPORATION
	$6,672

	UNLAWFUL USE OF PREMISES - INDIVIDUAL
	$2,668

	UNLAWFULLY CONTRAVENE A NOISE STANDARD - CORPORATION
	$10,008

	UNLAWFULLY CONTRAVENE A NOISE STANDARD - INDIVIDUAL
	$22,011

	UNLAWFULLY DEPOSIT AN ARTICLE OR VEHICLE ON COUNCIL LAND
	$667

	UNLAWFULLY DEPOSIT AN ARTICLE OR VEHICLE ON COUNCIL LAND
	$4,669

	UNLAWFULLY DEPOSIT EARTH FROM A SMALL BUILDING SITE IN WATERS ETC - CORPORATION
	$23,931

	UNLAWFULLY DEPOSIT PRESCRIBED WATER CONTAMINANT IN WATERS ETC - CORPORATION
	$109,437

	UNLAWFULLY DEPOSIT PRESCRIBED WATER CONTAMINANT IN WATERS ETC - INDIVIDUAL
	$29,972

	UNLAWFULLY RELEASE STORMWATER RUN-OFF FROM SMALL BUILDING SITE INTO WATERS ETC - INDIVIDUAL
	$3,959

	CONTRAVENE A MALL TRAFFIC RESTRICTION - VEHICLE OTHER THAN RECREATIONAL
	$50,662

	CONTRAVENE A MALL TRAFFIC RESTRICTION - VEHICLE OTHER THAN RECREATIONAL
	$667

	CONTRAVENE A SIGN, NOTICE, LINES OR MARKINGS ON ANY MACHINE OR OTHER DEVICE ON COUNCIL LAND
	$1,596

	CONTRAVENE A SIGN, NOTICE, LINES OR MARKINGS ON CARRIAGEWAYS AND OTHER AREAS ON COUNCIL LAND
	$1,330

	DOUBLE PARKING
	$23,879

	DRIVE / WHEEL /STAND A VEHICLE IN /ON /ACROSS A FOOTWAY /WATER CHANNEL /GUTTER
	$10,374

	DURING FIXED HOURS PARK VEHICLE IN DESIGNATED PARKING SPACE AND NOT COMPLY WITH AUTHORISED SYSTEM FOR THAT SPACE
	$4,376,968

	PARK A HEAVY VEHICLE WITHIN 100 METRES OF LAND USED FOR RESIDENTIAL PURPOSES LONGER THAN PERMITTED MAXIMUM
	$106,720

	PARK A LONG VEHICLE WITHIN 100 METRES OF LAND USED FOR RESIDENTIAL PURPOSES LONGER THAN PERMITTED MAXIMUM
	$17,342

	PARK IN METER SPACE FOR A LONGER PERIOD THAN PERMITTED MAXIMUM
	$239,700

	PARK IN METERED SPACE IN WHICH OTHER VEHICLE IS PARKED
	$200

	PARK IN METERED SPACE WHEN METER EXPIRED
	$1,439,064

	PARK IN METERED SPACE WITHOUT INSERTING PAYMENT
	$1,210,300

	PARK IN OFFICIAL PARKING CONTROL AREA LONGER THAN PERMITTED MAXIMUM-DUTTON PARK PARKING CONTROL AREA
	$143,200

	PARK IN OFFICIAL TRAFFIC AREA LONGER THAN PERMITTED - CTA
	$1,668,167

	PARK IN OFFICIAL TRAFFIC AREA LONGER THAN PERMITTED - LANG PARK TRAFFIC AREA
	$122,300

	PARK IN OFFICIAL TRAFFIC AREA LONGER THAN PERMITTED - QUEENSLAND TENNIS CENTRE PARKING AREA
	$15,048

	PARK IN OFFICIAL TRAFFIC AREA LONGER THAN PERMITTED - ST LUCIA
	$80,000

	PARK IN TRAFFIC AREA LONGER THAN MAXIMUM TIME SPECIFIED BY OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN
	$539,400

	PARK NOT WHOLLY WITHIN METERED SPACE
	$3,900

	PARK ON A ROAD AGAINST THE DIRECTION OF THE TRAFFIC
	$165,186

	PARK ON A ROAD LEAVING LESS THAN 3 METRES CLEAR FOR PASSING VEHICLES
	$1,330

	PARK ON A ROAD LESS THAN 1 METRE FROM VEHICLE IN FRONT OR BEHIND
	$1,064

	PARK ON A ROAD LESS THAN 3 METRES FROM A CONTINUOUS DIVIDING LINE OR DIVIDING STRIP
	$5,985

	PARK ON A ROAD NOT PARALLEL OR AS NEAR AS PRACTICABLE TO LEFT HAND SIDE
	$26,863

	PARK ON A ROAD OBSTRUCTING THE PATH OF OTHER VEHICLES OR PEDESTRIANS
	$266

	PARK ON A ROAD OBSTRUCTING THE PATH OF OTHER VEHICLES OR PEDESTRIANS
	$8,636

	PARK ON ROAD RELATED AREA AGAINST DIRECTION OF TRAVEL
	$1,330

	PARK OTHER THAN ENTIRELY WITHIN THE CONFINES OF A SINGLE MARKED PARKING BAY
	$15,200

	PUSH, WHEEL, DRIVE, RIDE BRING OR PARK VEHICLE UPON COUNCIL LAND WITHOUT CONSENT
	$3,036

	STOP AT OR NEAR A BUS STOP
	$8,200

	STOP CONTRARY TO A NO STOPPING SIGN
	$399

	STOP CONTRARY TO A NO STOPPING SIGN
	$7,714

	STOP CONTRARY TO A NO STOPPING SIGN
	$2,405,425

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN ANGLE PARKING
	$100

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN MAIL ZONE
	$37,228

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN MOTORCYCLES ONLY
	$8,200

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN NO PARKING
	$133

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN NO PARKING
	$154,945

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN PARKING FOR A PERIOD LONGER THAN PERMITTED MAXIMUM
	$4,300

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN PARKING FOR A PERIOD LONGER THAN PERMITTED MAXIMUM
	$1,365,871

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN REAR END IN
	$3,867

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN TAXI ZONE
	$1,260,218

	STOP CONTRARY TO OFFICIAL TRAFFIC SIGN WORK ZONE
	$800

	STOP IN A BUS ZONE
	$1,443,250

	STOP IN A LOADING ZONE BUS TRUCK COMMERCIAL VEHICLE LONGER THAN PERMITTED
	$244,188

	STOP IN A LOADING ZONE BUS TRUCK COMMERCIAL VEHICLE LONGER THAN PERMITTED
	$15,428

	STOP IN A LOADING ZONE OTHER VEHICLE SET DOWN OR PICK UP GOODS LONGER THAN PERMITTED
	$59,572

	STOP IN A LOADING ZONE SET DOWN OR PICK UP PASSENGERS LONGER THAN PERMITTED
	$431,050

	STOP IN A LOADING ZONE VEHICLES OTHER THAN PERMITTED
	$135,128

	STOP IN A LOADING ZONE VEHICLES OTHER THAN PERMITTED
	$1,729

	STOP IN A PARKING AREA FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES - FAILURE TO DISPLAY PERMIT
	$64,638

	STOP IN A PARKING AREA FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES - FAILURE TO DISPLAY PERMIT
	$1,330

	STOP IN A PERMIT ZONE WITHOUT DISPLAYING A CURRENT PERMIT
	$100

	STOP IN A POSITION THAT OBSTRUCTS ACCESS TO OR FROM A FOOTPATH RAMP/ FOOTPATH/BICYCLE PATH/PASSAGEWAY.
	$5,852

	STOP IN A SLIP LANE
	$200

	STOP IN OR NEAR A SAFETY ZONE
	$400

	STOP IN OR NEAR AN INTERSECTION
	$15,770

	STOP LESS THAN 10M FROM INTERSECTION WITHOUT TRAFFIC LIGHTS
	$200

	STOP LESS THAN 10M FROM INTERSECTION WITHOUT TRAFFIC LIGHTS
	$62,200

	STOP LESS THAN 20M FROM INTERSECTION WITH TRAFFIC LIGHTS
	$800

	STOP NEAR AN OBSTRUCTION
	$100

	STOP ON A BRIDGE, RAMP OR SIMILAR STRUCTURE
	$200

	STOP ON A LENGTH OF ROAD TO WHICH A CLEARWAY SIGN APPLIES
	$2,366,199

	STOP ON A PAINTED ISLAND
	$477

	STOP ON A ROAD WITH A YELLOW EDGE LINE
	$6,650

	STOP ON A ROAD WITH A YELLOW EDGE LINE
	$1,301,313

	STOP ON A TRAFFIC ISLAND
	$1,961

	STOP ON FOOTPATH, SHARED PATH, DIVIDING STRIP, OR A NATURE STRIP
	$261,996

	STOP ON OR ACROSS A DRIVEWAY
	$334,075

	STOP ON OR NEAR A MARKED FOOT CROSSING (EXCEPT AT AN INTERSECTION)
	$200

	STOP ON OR WITHIN PROHIBITED DISTANCE FROM A PEDESTRIAN CROSSING (EXCEPT AT AN INTERS.)
	$6,000

	STOP WITHIN 1M OF A FIRE HYDRANT, FIRE HYDRANT INDICATOR OR FIRE PLUG INDICATOR
	$800

	STOP WITHIN 3M OF A PUBLIC POST BOX
	$1,700

	FAIL TO COMPLY WITH A LOCAL GOVERNMENT TOLLWAY NOTICE TO REGISTERED OWNER OF VEHICLE
	 $1,233,738 


Please note, revenue had been estimated based on face-value of infringements and will not necessarily reflect the revenue Council has received.
Q16.
Please provide details of the amount of revenue from residential parking permits for the following financial years, including the amount anticipated for the 2020‑2021 financial year:
	FINANCIAL YEAR
	AMOUNT

	2017-2018
	

	2018-2019
	

	2019-2020
	

	2020-2021
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	FINANCIAL YEAR
	AMOUNT

	2017-2018
	$263,077 

	2018-2019
	$199,383 

	2019-2020
	$182,510 

	2020-2021
	$450,210 (budgeted)


Q17.
Please provide details of the number of donations and the total amount donated via rates accounts to the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Trust in the following periods:-

	RATES ACCOUNT PERIOD
	NUMBER OF DONATIONS
	TOTAL AMOUNT DONATED

	April – June 2020

(to support Bushfire Relief)
	
	

	July – September 2020
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	RATES ACCOUNT PERIOD
	NUMBER OF DONATIONS
	TOTAL AMOUNT DONATED

	April – June 2020

(to support Bushfire Relief)
	3,925
	$58,875

	July – September 2020
	1,690
	$25,350



Please note the July to September 2020 rates period has not yet finished, which will likely change the number of donations and amounts donated following receipt of all paid rates for this period.
Q18.
Please provide details of the number of donations and the total amount donated via rates accounts to the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Trust in the following periods where payment was made using the Sniip app:-
	RATES ACCOUNT PERIOD
	NUMBER OF DONATIONS VIA

SNIIP APP
	TOTAL AMOUNT DONATED VIA

SNIIP APP

	April – June 2020

(to support Bushfire Relief)
	
	

	July – September 2020
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	RATES ACCOUNT PERIOD
	NUMBER OF DONATIONS VIA 

SNIIP APP
	TOTAL AMOUNT DONATED VIA 

SNIIP APP

	April – June 2020

(to support Bushfire Relief)
	51
	$765

	July – September 2020
	7
	$105


Q19.
Please provide details of the number of ratepayers who paid their rates using the Sniip app for the following rate periods:-
	RATES ACCOUNT PERIOD
	NUMBER OF BILLS PAID VIA SNIIP

	January – March 2017
	

	April – June 2017
	

	July – September 2017
	

	October – December 2017
	

	January – March 2018
	

	April – June 2018
	

	July – September 2018
	

	October – December 2018
	

	January – March 2019
	

	April – June 2019
	

	July – September 2019
	

	October – December 2019
	

	January – March 2020
	

	April – June 2020
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	RATES ACCOUNT PERIOD
	NUMBER OF BILLS PAID VIA SNIIP

	January – March 2017
	2,524

	April – June 2017
	3,032

	July – September 2017
	3,695

	October – December 2017
	4,138

	January – March 2018
	4,569

	April – June 2018
	5,019

	July – September 2018
	5,404

	October – December 2018
	5,202

	January – March 2019
	5,654

	April – June 2019
	5,999

	July – September 2019
	6,175

	October – December 2019
	6,358

	January – March 2020
	6,409

	April – June 2020
	6,683


Q20.
Please provide details the total of any cost to Council for using the Sniip app for the following financial years:-
	FINANCIAL YEAR
	AMOUNT

	2017-2018
	

	2018-2019
	

	2019-2020
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	FINANCIAL YEAR
	AMOUNT

	2017-2018
	$3,034.46

	2018-2019
	$4,949.34

	2019-2020
	$12,255.32


Q21.
Please provide the gross amount and the amount (after the pensioner remission) of revenue received for the Bushland Preservation Levy in 2019‑2020. 
A21.

-
Revenue (YTD actual): $32,305,000

-
Pensioner Remission (YTD actual) – Bushland Preservation Levy: $466,196

-
Revenue after the remission: $31,838,804

Q22.
Please provide a breakdown of the $48.486M in Revenue under Service 3.3.1.1 Conservation Reserves Management and Enhancement in the 2020‑2021 Budget.

A22.
The 2020-21 revenue budget in service 3.3.1.1 Conservation Reserves Management and Enhancement is $56.5m not $48.486m. $48.486m was the 2019-20 revenue. 

It’s assumed this question is referring to the 2019-20. Breakdown of the 2019‑20 revenue under service 3.3.1.1 is made up of:

-
$45.208 million for Environmental Management and Compliance Levy - the levy is expended against services and projects from across the Program

-
$3.209 million for Bushland Preservation Levy 

-
$20k for Environmental centre school visits and venue hire

-
$96k for NALL enforcement. 

Q23.
Please provide a breakdown of the $6.023M in Capital for the Bushland Acquisition Program under Service 3.3.1.1 Conservation Reserves Management and Enhancement in the 2020-2021 Budget.
A23.
The $6.023 million will be used to acquire more land through the Bushland Acquisition Program. The property negotiations are ongoing and therefore a breakdown is unable to be provided at this time. 

Q24.
Please provide weekly patronage figures for the following ferry services:

	SERVICE
	WEEK BEGINNING
	PATRONAGE FOR THAT WEEK

	CityHopper
	22/07/2019
	

	CityHopper
	20/04/2020
	

	CityHopper
	20/07/2020
	

	CityFerry
	22/07/2019
	

	CityFerry
	20/04/2020
	

	CityFerry
	20/07/2020
	

	CityCat
	22/07/2019
	

	CityCat
	20/04/2020
	

	CityCat
	20/07/2020
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	SERVICE
	WEEK BEGINNING
	PATRONAGE FOR THAT WEEK

	CityHopper
	22/07/2019
	19,758

	CityHopper
	20/04/2020
	3,750

	CityHopper
	20/07/2020
	8,097

	CityFerry
	22/07/2019
	9,551

	CityFerry
	20/04/2020
	2,371

	CityFerry
	20/07/2020
	5,733

	CityCat
	22/07/2019
	80,230

	CityCat
	20/04/2020
	8,942

	CityCat
	20/07/2020
	34,242


Q25.
Please provide a list of all petitions presented to Council during the last twelve months and the date the Council’s response was determined, and where the response has not yet been determined:

	PETITION NAME
	DATE PRESENTED TO COUNCIL
	DATE OF COUNCIL RESPONSE DATE
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	PETITION NAME
	DATE PRESENTED TO COUNCIL
	DATE OF COUNCIL RESPONSE DATE

	Requesting Council reinstate bus stop 22/23, Milsom Street at Bottomley Park, Norman Park (Stop ID 004978), to its original location with shelter.
	30 July 2019
	20 August 2019

	Requesting Council reject the proposed development at 10 Bede Street, Balmoral (A005200037).
	30 July 2019
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the subdivision proposed for 54 and 133 Beelarong Street, Morningside.
	30 July 2019
	29 October 2019

	Requesting Council reject the proposed development at 10 Bede Street, Balmoral (A005200037).
	30 July 2019
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council plant more street trees in Brisbane.
	30 July 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council not proceed with the proposed changes to Brisbane City Plan 2014 over the property at 58 Enoggera Road, Newmarket.
	30 July 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council to provide clear signage for 2-hour parking control areas in inner city suburbs.
	6 August 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council to protect all trees in Brisbane.
	6 August 2019
	19 November 2019

	Requesting Council to protect all trees in Brisbane.
	6 August 2019
	19 November 2019

	Requesting Council install speed bumps on Arise Boulevard, Rochedale.
	6 August 2019
	29 October 2019

	Requesting Council name the Meadowbank Street Park bridge as ‘Syd Clements Bridge’.
	6 August 2019
	29 October 2019

	Requesting Council reject any current and future development proposals at the Brisbane Polo Fields on Murarrie Road, Murarrie, and resume the land.
	6 August 2019
	19 May 2020

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the proposed child care centre at 24 Randall Road, Wynnum West.
	6 August 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the proposed child care centre at 24 Randall Road, Wynnum West.
	6 August 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council reject any current and future development proposals at the Brisbane Polo Fields on Murarrie Road, Murarrie, and resume the land.
	6 August 2019
	19 May 2019

	Objecting to the proposed development at 6 Parker Street, Newmarket (A005154357).
	6 August 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council install at least one pedestrian crossing on Montague Road, between Jane and Mollison Streets, West End.
	6 August 2019
	19 November 2019

	Requesting Council purchase the property at 143 Hyde Road, Yeronga.
	6 August 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council expand fishing facilities at Colmslie Recreation Reserve, Morningside.
	6 August 2019
	12 November 2019

	Requesting Council purchase the property at 143 Hyde Road, Yeronga.
	6 August 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the multi-storey retirement village at 162 Oceana Terrace, Lota.
	6 August 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the subdivision proposed for 54 and 133 Beelarong Street, Morningside.
	6 August 2019
	29 October 2019

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the subdivision proposed for 54 and 133 Beelarong Street, Morningside.
	6 August 2019
	29 October 2019

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the multi-storey retirement village at 162 Oceana Terrace, Lota.
	13 August 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the proposed development at 77 Walkers Way, Nundah.
	13 August 2019
	5 November 2019

	Requesting Council install lighting for the footpath between Remick Street and Rode Road, Stafford Heights. 
	20 August 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council relocate the bus stop at 90 White Street to opposite Wavell Heights High School, Edinburgh Castle Road, Wavell Heights; install a pedestrian crossing and introduce road calming.
	20 August 2019
	5 November 2019

	Requesting Council conduct a review of existing bus services and provide more bus services for Forest Lake.
	20 August 2019
	22 October 2019

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the subdivision proposed for 54 and 133 Beelarong Street, Morningside.
	27 August 2019
	29 October 2019

	Requesting Council install a dog park in Merry Street Park, Bulimba. 
	27 August 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 20 January 2020

	Requesting Council place a preservation order on a mature leopard tree located at 15‑17 Priory Street, Indooroopilly.
	27 August 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council negotiate the purchase of land owned by the State Government at 266 Mt Gravatt Road; 18, 19, 41 and 51 Don Young Road; 30 Forest Circuit; and 10, 19, 20, 29 and 30 Innovation Circuit, Nathan, for incorporation into Toohey Forest Park to protect existing koala habitat and significant flora and fauna located in this area.
	27 August 2019
	22 October 2019

	Requesting Council purchase the property at 143 Hyde Road, Yeronga, to create more parkland and greenspace.
	27 August 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council take urgent action to remove two shipping containers stored at 85 Walnut Street, Wynnum. 
	27 August 2019
	26 May 2020

	Requesting Council install lighting for the footpath between Remick Street and Rode Road, Stafford Heights. 
	3 September 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council include the grassed oval area as part of the dog off-leash area in Green Hill Reservoir Park, Chapel Hill.
	3 September 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council introduce a designated small dog off leash area in Crosby Park, Albion. 
	3 September 2019
	5 November 2019

	Requesting Council investigate Lewis Place, Manly West, being used as a pick up and drop off point for Wondall Heights State School; and remove the development conditions at 4 Lewis Place for bollards and allow entry for emergency vehicles.
	3 September 2019
	12 November 2019

	Requesting Council not approve or proceed with the proposed community garden at James Warner Park, Kangaroo Point.
	3 September 2019
	11 February 2019

	Requesting Council take urgent action to remove two shipping containers stored at 85 Walnut Street, Wynnum. 
	3 September 2019
	26 May 2020

	Requesting Council take urgent action to remove two shipping containers stored at 85 Walnut Street, Wynnum. 
	3 September 2019
	26 May 2020

	Requesting Council allow Missy Mae’s to continue trading at 17 Orontes Road, Yeronga, on a weekly basis without interruption.
	3 September 2019
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council provide free off-peak public transport to Brisbane ratepayers, and an optional rates discount for ratepayers who do not want to participate in this proposal or who do not support free off-peak public transport for senior citizens.
	3 September 2019
	29 October 2019

	Requesting Council save Katie the German Shepherd. 
	10 September 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 27 July 2020

	Requesting Council install a security camera for the purposes of extra security and evidence of criminal behaviour in the off-leash dog park situated at 97 Nathan Road, Runcorn.
	10 September 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council change the existing rights of businesses in Annie Street, Rocklea, which currently fall under the 1965 Town Plan, and introduce reasonable operating hours, and address noise pollution, parking and safety concerns.
	10 September 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 20 January 2020

	Requesting cessation of Council’s proposed Victoria Park development.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	19 November 2019

	Requesting Council change metered parking on Jane Street, West End, to start at 8am on weekdays.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	19 November 2019

	Requesting Council not allow a dog off-leash area at the end of Davenport Drive, Manly, and find a more suitable location for this facility.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	29 October 2019

	Requesting Council consider lowering the speed limit of Eildon Road, Windsor, to 40 km/h.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	5 November 2019

	Requesting Council not build a bitumen carpark in the grounds of the Wynnum Community Centre.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	9 June 2020

	Requesting Council install a SAM on Tingal Road, Wynnum.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting more active bus services from Pallara.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council extend the dog off-leash area in Sedgley Park, Alderley.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	

	Requesting Council reduce the risk of road safety incidents in and around the Yeerongpilly Green development in Yeerongpilly by implementing various changes.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	

	Requesting Council install toilet facilities at Homestead Park, Forest Lake. 
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council put in place a watering schedule for the trees planted on the footpath along The Esplanade, near Forest Lake Boulevard, Forest Lake.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council install a SAM sign, speed bumps or a 40 km/h zone to ensure the safety of locals and others walking in the area around Gordon Street, Hawthorne.
	Received during the Spring Recess 2019
	11 February 2020

	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.
	15 October 2019
	20 January 2020

	Requesting Council allow a left turn on a red light at the intersection of Stanton Road and Wynnum Road, Tingalpa.
	15 October 2019
	3 December 2019

	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. 
	15 October 2019
	12 May 2020

	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.
	15 October 2019
	3 December 2019

	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.
	15 October 2019
	3 December 2019

	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.
	15 October 2019
	11 February 2020

	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’. 
	15 October 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council improve traffic safety with the construction of traffic lights at the intersection of Dawson Parade and the new car park/set down area (opposite the Grovely State School) at the Arana Leagues Club, Keperra.
	22 October 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council improve traffic safety with the construction of traffic lights at the intersection of Dawson Parade and the new car park/set down area (opposite the Grovely State School) at the Arana Leagues Club, Keperra. 
	22 October 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council reduce the speed limit on Vivian Street, Tennyson, to 40 km/h to improve safety for residents and pedestrians in this busy street which includes a major school sporting facility and scout hall.
	22 October 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council install traffic calming to the section of road parallel to 1 Lana Street, Tarragindi, that leads down to Sandy Creek Park, to slow cars and cyclists coming around the corner to go down the hill.
	22 October 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 20 January 2020

	Objecting to the Vegetation Protection Order placed on a property at 23 Macklin Street, Holland Park, and requesting the relaxation and/or removal of the order.
	22 October 2019
	

	Requesting Council make the land at the corner of Beaudesert and Evans Roads, and stretching along Beaudesert Road to Fegen Drive, Moorooka, officially designated as park.
	29 October 2019
	

	Requesting Council reject the current development application for a concrete batching plant at 33 Queensport Road South, Murarrie (application reference A005165989).
	29 October 2019
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council approve the application to carry out works on protected vegetation at 70 Crest Street, Mt Gravatt East (application reference A005204007).
	29 October 2019
	

	Requesting that Council engage with the State Government to see that they increase the number of bus services for the Coorparoo, Stones Corner and Greenslopes residents, who rely on the Langlands Park station for their morning commute.
	29 October 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting that Council engage with the State Government to see that they increase the number of bus services for the Coorparoo, Stones Corner and Greenslopes residents, who rely on the Langlands Park station for their morning commute.
	29 October 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting Council install lights for the safety of residents along the pathway in Kookaburra Park and Fauna Parade Park, Rocklea.
	5 November 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council support a community garden in James Warner Park, Kangaroo Point.
	5 November 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council not approve or construct a community garden in James Warner Park, Kangaroo Point, and find a more suitable location.
	5 November 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council grant a 30‑day extension for residents to provide feedback on the Sandgate District neighbourhood plan draft strategy, engage the community and provide a comprehensive impact analysis.
	5 November 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 9 December 2019

	Requesting Council defend the appeal by the developer of the subdivision proposed for 54 and 133 Beelarong Street, Morningside, all the way to a trial in the Planning and Environment Court.
	5 November 2019
	26 November 2019

	Requesting Council approve the proposed development of the Burnie Brae Retirement Village at 49 to 53 Kuran Street, Chermside.
	5 November 2019
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council grant a 30‑day extension for residents to provide feedback on the Sandgate District Neighbourhood Plan draft strategy, engage the community and provide a comprehensive impact analysis.
	5 November 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 9 December 2019

	Objecting to the rezoning of parts of Deagon to low-medium density residential in the Sandgate District Neighbourhood Plan draft strategy.
	5 November 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 9 December 2019

	Objecting to the rezoning of parts of Deagon to low-medium density residential in the Sandgate District Neighbourhood Plan draft strategy.
	5 November 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 9 December 2019

	Requesting Council refuse the unit development at 55 Benhiam Street, Calamvale.
	5 November 2019
	26 May 2020

	Requesting broader community discussions on the Sandgate District Neighbourhood Plan draft strategy, information on proposed developments to include all of the community in Sandgate and surrounding suburbs with the postcode 4017, and a review and analysis of the potential negative impacts to local businesses and trade. 
	5 November 2019
	3 December 2019

	Requesting broader community discussions on the Sandgate District Neighbourhood Plan draft strategy, information on proposed developments to include all of the community in Sandgate and surrounding suburbs with the postcode 4017, and a review and analysis of the potential negative impacts to local businesses and trade. 
	5 November 2019
	3 December 2019

	Objecting to the filling of the floodplain and removal of trees from a ‘tree protection zone’ at the former bakery site at 179 to 193 Fursden Road, on the corner of Kate and Ellen Streets, Carina.
	12 November 2019
	2 June 2020

	Requesting the installation of traffic calming devices such as speed platforms to increase the safety in Chermside Street, Grange. 
	19 November 2019
	19 May 2020

	Requesting Council install local area traffic management devices such as chicanes or kerb build-outs in Rose Lane, Gordan Park, to moderate vehicle speed, discourage non local traffic and create a safer environment for families, cyclists and locals in general.
	19 November 2019
	9 June 2020

	Requesting Council give consideration to funding a Village Precinct Project in Aminya Street, Mansfield.
	19 November 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council defend against the appeal by the developer of the subdivision proposed for 54 and 133 Beelarong Street, Morningside, all the way to a trial in the Planning and Environment Court.
	19 November 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 20 January 2020

	Requesting Council fund a Village Precinct Project in Oxford Street, Bulimba, as a priority.
	19 November 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council fund a Village Precinct Project in Oxford Street, Bulimba, as a priority.
	19 November 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council not build a bitumen car park in the grounds of the Wynnum Community Centre if it means a substantial reduction in the current level of parking spaces available from approximately 100 cars down to 36 cars.
	19 November 2019
	9 June 2020

	Objecting to the removal of car parks and bus stops while introducing an extended bike lane in Dornoch Terrace, Highgate Hill. 
	26 November 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council name the parkland at Wynnum Road, Wynnum West, that is occupied by Bayside BMX Club, Bayside Radio Control Club and Brisbane Bayside Steam Railway Society as ‘Wynnum West Leisure Park’. 
	26 November 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council provide budget funding to resurface Major Street, Manly West, in the Council Budget 2020.
	26 November 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council install lighting to improve safety in Delfin Street Park, Delfin Drive, MacGregor. 
	26 November 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council install lighting to improve safety in Delfin Street Park, Delfin Drive, MacGregor.
	26 November 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council make the land at the corner of Beaudesert Road and Evans Road, Moorooka, designated park.
	26 November 2019
	

	Requesting Council formalise the red pavement threshold located on Oxford Street, Bulimba, to the east of Duke Street as a marked zebra crossing to give pedestrians priority in the 2019-20 financial year. 
	3 December 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council name a section within Brisbane Corso Reserve, Yeronga, ‘John Walker Place’ in honour of the late John Walker’s 45 years of service to the local community. 
	3 December 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council build a safe and separated bikeway that continues from Dickson Street all the way to Eagle Junction, and connects with north-eastern destinations via Jackson Street, Clayfield. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council provide budget funding to resurface Milfoil Street, Manly West, in the Council Budget 2020. 
	3 December 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council provide budget funding to resurface Major Street, Manly West, in the Council Budget 2020. 
	3 December 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting that the centre isle on Dilkera Street, Balmoral, be retained to allow for road widening of the street and to address safety and access concerns in the 2020-21 financial year. 
	3 December 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting that the centre isle on Dilkera Street, Balmoral, be retained to allow for road widening of the street and to address safety and access concerns in the 2020-21 financial year. 
	3 December 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council rename Aloomba Street Park at 69 Suvla Street, Balmoral, to ‘Suvla Bay Park’ in recognition of the local residents’ strong commitment to commemorating the ANZAC tradition. 
	9 December 2019
	

	Requesting Council name the boardwalk at Bowie’s Flat Wetland, Camp Hill, ‘Catherine Bermingham Boardwalk’ in honour of the former Councillor for East Brisbane. 
	3 December 2019
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 20 January 2020

	Requesting Council install traffic calming devices to discourage speeding and reduce injury risk in Sterculia Avenue, Holland Park West. 
	3 December 2019
	26 May 2020

	Requesting that the Woolloongabba Bikeway be extended east through East Brisbane, with a two-way protected cycleway constructed along Stanley Street East as far as the Cleveland Rail Corridor at Coorparoo.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council provide budget funding to resurface Glading Street, Manly West, in the Council Budget 2020.
	3 December 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council name a section within Brisbane Corso Reserve, Yeronga, ‘John Walker Place’ in honour of the late John Walker’s 45 years of service to the local community.
	3 December 2019
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council formalise the red pavement threshold located on Oxford Street, to the east of Duke Street, Bulimba, as a marked zebra crossing to give pedestrians priority in the 2019‑20 financial year.
	3 December 2019
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council build a skate park in Windsor Park, on the corner of Blackmore Street and McDonald Road, Windsor. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	26 May 2020

	Requesting Council upgrade the Everton Park Library to include more modern facilities which reflect recent upgrades to other Council libraries. 
	3 December 2019
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council upgrade the Everton Park Library to include more modern facilities which reflect recent upgrades to other Council libraries. 
	3 December 2019
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council implement safe and effective parking measures, including measures to reserve parking; create a safe exit onto Miles Platting Road and install footpaths for residents living between London Street and Miles Platting Road, Eight Mile Plains.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 27 July 2020

	Requesting Council relocate the dog off-leash area within Bulimba Riverside Park, Bulimba, to an area nearby that does not cause any nuisance to surrounding residents. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	

	Requesting Council review and renew the playground equipment and water facilities at Northgate Reserve, Northgate. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council name Scott Street Park, Norman Park, as ‘Rollo Park’ in memory of Brentyn Glenn ‘Rollo’ Rollason. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council install a shelter at bus stop 4/3 (Stop ID 004274), located at 26 Buckland Road, Nundah. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	2 June 2020

	Objecting to the proposed Toowong to West End green bridge, in particular, requesting Council not introduce bus services, undertake a robust business case that considers alternative options utilising the river, and commit to a transparent and comprehensive consultation process.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	26 May 2020

	Requesting Council install a yellow ‘no stopping’ line along Lachlan Drive, Wakerley, to ensure the safety of all road users and pedestrian traffic. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council urgently place a Vegetation Protection Order on a Leopard tree in Priory Street, Indooroopilly.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council provide 7 to 10 acres of land in Victoria Park, Herston, to The Mini Farm Project Pty Ltd, as part of the Victoria Park Vision for the purpose of growing food for those in need.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council fund the resurfacing of Gaywood Street, Wynnum West, as a priority in this financial year.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	19 May 2020

	Requesting Council paint the Kangaroo Point Bikeway, between the V1 Veloway and Hamilton Street, Kangaroo Point, with current standard bikeway markings to improve safety and flow.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	9 June 2020

	Requesting Council resolve the issues with a tree located on the median strip opposite 346 Bracken Ridge Road, Bracken Ridge. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council install speed signage, a Speed Awareness Monitor or speed bumps along Annie Street, New Farm. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council install speed bumps along Youngs Road, Hemmant, and arrange for the Queensland Police Service to enforce speed limits.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	19 May 2020

	Requesting Council reduce the speed approaching all pedestrian crossings along Riding Road, from Hawthorne to Balmoral, by 10 km/h; and install flashing pedestrian warning signals at all intersections coming out onto Riding Road. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council remove or replace ‘nose in’ parking along Flinders Parade, Sandgate, between Seventh and Eighth Avenues, with ‘reverse in’ parking. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council install an additional traffic calming device on Durack Street, Moorooka, near the Ipswich Road intersection. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	12 May 2020

	Requesting Council close Curlew Street, Upper Kedron, to through traffic and only allow local traffic. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	19 May 2020

	Requesting Council name a section within Brisbane Corso Reserve, Yeronga, ‘John Walker Place’ in honour of the late John Walker’s service to the local community.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council ensure that Victoria Park Golf Course remains as an important sporting venue for the Brisbane CBD.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	19 May 2020

	Requesting Council make a climate emergency declaration.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	26 May 2020

	Requesting Council defer dog off-leash trials on beaches and foreshores until significant dog issues have been addressed.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	

	Requesting Council upgrade Zillmere Library. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council upgrade Zillmere Library.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council remove wild peacocks from Mackenzie and relocate them to a suitable wildlife refuge, and direct residents to not feed native animals in the area. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	

	Requesting that the Woolloongabba Bikeway be extended east through East Brisbane, with a two-way protected cycleway constructed along Stanley Street East, as far as the Cleveland Rail Corridor at Coorparoo.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	11 February 2020

	Requesting Council take action to ensure that a neighbouring dog stops barking and howling while restoring peace and harmony to the neighbourhood.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	

	Requesting Council create safer roads in Sherwood and Oxley Roads, between Sherwood and Rocklea. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	27 July 2020

	Requesting Council reject the change application lodged for the site at 4 Lewis Place, Manly West, in respect of DA conditions 105 and 148 of development applications A003973077 and A004506420.
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council secure a lease for the Souths Inala Warriors Rugby League Football Club over the sports oval at McEwan Park, Azalea Street, Inala. 
	Received during the Summer Recess 2019-20
	

	Requesting Council install a shelter at bus stop 4/3 (Stop ID 004274), located at 26 Buckland Road, Nundah. 
	4 February 2020
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council provide a segregated small dog area in the dog off leash area in Mulbeam Park, Boondall. 
	4 February 2020
	

	Requesting Council upgrade park equipment at Northgate Reserve, Northgate. 
	4 February 2020
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council improve safety and access between Chelmer and Graceville by installing a staggered zebra crossing, flashing lights and safety cage at the refuge connecting to the pedestrian overpass between Honour Avenue, Chelmer, near Richmond Street and Appel Street, Graceville.
	4 February 2020
	19 May 2020

	Requesting Council include funding in the annual budget and the Local Government Infrastructure Plan for a new ferry terminal or other high‑capacity, high-frequency public transport service along the western side of the West End peninsula within the next three years.
	4 February 2020
	19 May 2020

	Requesting Council refuse the proposed development application for 38 West Avenue, Wynnum.
	4 February 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council reject the proposed development application at 23 Griffith Place, Seven Hills, (application reference A005343882).
	4 February 2020
	9 June 2020

	Requesting Council promise to work with locals to improve the state of the Einbunpin Lagoon and surrounding park.
	4 February 2020
	

	Requesting Council restrict the use of leaf blowers and other noisy powered yard tools during public holidays.
	4 February 2020
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council continue to acknowledge that our city is made up of beautifully diverse cultural backgrounds, lifestyles, experiences and beliefs, and continue to support Drag Queen Storytime. 
	4 February 2020
	11 August 2020 

	Requesting that public libraries are no longer used for Drag Queen Storytime. 
	4 February 2020
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council stop the removal of a tree on Council land between 56 and 58 Alpha Street, Taringa.
	11 February 2020
	

	Requesting Council investigate and implement a traffic management plan to rectify a number of safety issues, including the provision of traffic management measures for a cul-de-sac on the corner of Laura and Sexton Streets, Tarragindi, to provide safety to cyclists, children and vehicles parked in Laura Street, as well as the safety of children who use the parklands.
	11 February 2020
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council increase the parking time limit in Edith Street, Wynnum, between Bay Terrace and Tingal Road, to allow one‑hour parking.
	11 February 2020
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council increase the parking time limit in Edith Street, Wynnum, between Bay Terrace and Tingal Road, to allow two‑hour parking. 
	11 February 2020
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council increase the parking time in Wynnum Central to at least one hour, or return it back to two hours for some places including the doctor, post office and chemists. 
	11 February 2020
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council refuse the location of two fast food restaurants, including a McDonalds at 9 Lahey Close, Sherwood, due to its excessive bulk, traffic safety concerns and failure to comply with Brisbane City Plan 2014. 
	11 February 2020
	9 June 2020

	Requesting Council build a safe and separated bikeway that continues from Dickson Street all the way to Eagle Junction, and connects with north-eastern destinations via Jackson Street, Clayfield. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council reject the development application A005226303 located at 95 Barton Road and 27 Jenolan Avenue, Hawthorne, due to the concerns raised by petitioners and local residents. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council reject the development application A005226303 located at 95 Barton Road and 27 Jenolan Avenue, Hawthorne, due to the concerns raised by petitioners and local residents. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council urgently remove and replace a street tree at 69 Richmond Street, Chelmer.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	9 June 2020

	Requesting Council either move the fence line between the small and big dog parks at Elanora Park to allow for some of the existing trees to be a part of the small dog park area, or trees be planted, along with the installation of a gazebo and seating so that owners can sit in the shade.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council approve the proposed development application at 23 Griffith Place, Seven Hills (A005343882). 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	9 June 2020

	Requesting Council implement a renewal strategy for the suburb of Spring Hill.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council loosen dog restriction rules and introduce new rules for dog owners.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council relocate the bus terminus located in Mountford Road, to Brunswick Street, New Farm. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	26 May 2020

	Requesting Council remove 11 bush turkeys from Rockingham Street, Mt Gravatt, due to the damage caused to residents’ gardens.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council immediately remove rotting seagrass and algae from the Wynnum Manly and Lota Esplanade. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council build more bike trails in East Brisbane and Coorparoo, including a dirt jump track near Coorparoo skate park. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 27 July 2020

	Requesting Council provide a library and community hub in Calamvale Ward.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 July 2020

	Requesting Council install traffic calming measures in Vale Street, Wavell Heights, including ‘local traffic only’ signs at each end of the street.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	9 June 2020

	Requesting Council provide closer car parking provisions for the dog off-leash area located at Nudgee Waterhole Reserve, 1186 Nudgee Road, Nudgee.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council call on the Department of Transport and Main Roads to immediately plan and construct safety upgrades considering all possible options, including but not restricted to traffic lights at the intersection of James, Robertson and Doggett Streets, Fortitude Valley.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	2 June 2020

	Requesting Council complete an on-site investigation and install a dog off-leash area in Waterfront Park located at 39 Waterloo Street, Newstead, as part of Council’s future capital works program. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting that Council does not relocate the shelter located in a dog off leash area in Merri Merri Park, Chapel Hill, to a low‑lying area which is prone to flooding in heavy rainfall events. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council provide a library and community hub in Moorooka
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council conduct an urgent safety audit of the Hawthorne Park precinct and consider upgrading lighting together with other measures that may be identified through the safety audit process.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting that the pedestrian crossing on Robinson Road, Aspley, be upgraded to a signalised pedestrian crossing to provide a safe way for pedestrians and school students to cross at all times of the week, and contribute to road users staying within the 60 km speed limit.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	9 June 2020

	Complaint about unacceptable motor noise coming from the rooftop of Westfield Carindale, which is affecting residents of Modred Street and Cadwallon Court, Carindale, on a daily basis.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting that Local Traffic Only status, and subsequent management, be granted to Norman Street, Wooloowin.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	11 August 2020 (Committee)

	Requesting Council install traffic lights at the busy intersection of Molloy and Richmond Roads, Cannon Hill, to improve the safety of this intersection.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council keeps river accessible for large and tall vessels all the way to the CBD, as has always historically been the case, as part of the proposed Five Green Bridges project.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	9 June 2020

	Requesting Council install a LED speed indicator sign on Annie Street between Brunswick Street and James Street, New Farm, to inform motorists travelling in a north-east direction if they are travelling at a safe speed within the current speed limit.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	19 May 2020

	Requesting that the Sandgate District Neighbourhood plan be approved with the heritage buildings preserved, while building a new future, economy, living solutions for all not just the few.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	9 June 2020

	Requesting that the Bellbowrie 50 metre swimming pool be heated so residents can use the facility all year round.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Lord Mayor Schrinner apologise to LGBTQIA+ community for failing to enforce Council policy on petitions submitted on ePetition platform. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	11 August 2020

	Requesting that the Bellbowrie swimming pool remain open all year now that heating infrastructure is in place since the upgrade in 2019.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council Improve the BMX facility at Chelmer Recreational Reserve, Oxley Road. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council increase funding allocated to the implementation of Council’s Biosecurity Plan and in particular the invasive weed control program.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council reduce the speed limit on Simpsons and Chiswick Roads, Bardon, from 60 km/h to 50 km/h in the interest of public safety.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 13 July 2020

	Requesting Council not include six storey zoning in the Sandgate Neighbourhood Plan study area, in particular the Sandgate Village Centre on Brighton Road, from First to Sixth Avenues (Area A), and around Einbunpin Lagoon from Rainbow Street to Burnett Place (Area B), as proposed by Council's Sandgate District neighbourhood plan draft strategy.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council include a new prerequisite rule for creating petitions on the Brisbane City Council website to coincide with the Anti‑Discrimination Act 1991. 
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	11 August 2020

	Objecting to a Low Impact Industry development located at 89 Priestdale Road, Eight Mile Plains (application reference A005418564).
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 27 July 2020

	Requesting a zebra crossing on Woogaroo Street (crossing from Milan Street) and pedestrian walkway to Grand Avenue.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 13 July 2020

	Requesting a signalised pedestrian crossing on Pickering St for Gaythorne train station.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	

	Raising concern about the Sturt Street traffic management changes.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 13 July 2020

	Requesting Council acquire 409, 411, 415, 427, 432 and 440 Beckett Road, Bridgeman Downs, for purpose of a wildlife corridor across Beckett Road.
	5 May 2020
	

	Requesting direct access into Sikh Temple at 101 Lemke Road, Taigum.
	5 May 2020
	

	Requesting more bike trails in East Brisbane and Coorparoo areas, and for a dirt jump track to be built near Coorparoo Skate Park.
	5 May 2020
	E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, approved on 27 July 2020

	Requesting Council supply Brisbane homes with compost bins, and provide a weekly collection service for ease and convenience for residents to encourage a change for the environment.
	12 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council implement local area traffic management (LATM) by installing traffic calming devices along Lunga Street, Carina, including intersections at Darcy Road, Eleanor Street, and Hendren Street to promote moderate vehicle speeds and provide a safer environment for all residents and the local community.
	12 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council install a footpath on Bielby Road, Kenmore Hills, between 182 Bielby Road (corner of Advanx Street) and Elwood Street, and request a lower speed limit of 50 km through the same area as the road is narrow, shared with walkers and cyclists and is unsafe under the current vehicle speed of 60 km/h.
	12 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council install a signalised crossing at Pickering Street, Gaythorne, at the intersection of Hurdcotte Street and Station Avenue where the current refuge is located.
	12 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council not include 6 storey zoning in the Sandgate Neighbourhood Plan study area, in particular the Sandgate Village Centre on Brighton Road, from First to Sixth Avenues (Area A), and around Einbunpin Lagoon from Rainbow Street to Burnett Place (Area B), as proposed by Council's Sandgate District neighbourhood Plan draft strategy.
	Received during the Election Recess 2020
	16 June 2020

	Requesting Council consider relocating the proposed three‑hoop basketball court from Akuna Street, Kenmore, to be part of the Akuna Sports Precinct.
	19 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council extend the New Farm Riverwalk from its current landing point at the southern end of Howard Smith Wharves, past the development and link directly to the City Reach Boardwalk.
	19 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council install traffic lights, pedestrian crossings, or speed bumps at the intersections of Adams Street, Loftus Street and Barclay Street, Deagon.
	19 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council extend the New Farm Riverwalk from its current landing point at the southern end of Howard Smith Wharves, past the development and link directly to the City Reach Boardwalk. 
	19 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council investigate and implement as a matter of urgency, options for streets throughout the city and suburbs for safer road and footpath use during COVID-19.
	19 May 2020
	

	Petition in support of reducing on-street parking in Hedley Avenue, Nundah.
	19 May 2020
	

	Residents objecting to a proposed telecommunication tower upgrade in Killawarra Road, Ashgrove, and for it to be deployed to a more suitable location away from residential areas.
	26 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council provide an immediate financial rescue package for struggling sporting and community clubs and specifically, financial support for ongoing utility costs and maintenance.
	26 May 2020
	

	Requesting Council install a footpath on Billan Street, Carina, and a half basketball court in Billan Street Park, in the 2020‑21 financial year.
	2 June 2020
	

	Requesting Council reject the development application at 559‑571 Old Cleveland Road and 5 Princess Street, Camp Hill (application reference A005247703).
	2 June 2020
	

	Requesting Council install traffic calming at and around the intersection of Morley Street and Gregory Street, Toowong, to make the local streets safe by slowing vehicles, ensuring vehicles do not cut intersections and discouraging non-local traffic.
	9 June 2020
	

	Requesting Council install traffic signage on McCullough Street and Troughton Road, between the suburbs of Sunnybank and Robertson, asking heavy haulage vehicles to minimise their noise when braking in this area.
	9 June 2020
	

	Requesting Council install traffic signage on McCullough Street and Troughton Road, between the suburbs of Sunnybank and Robertson, asking heavy haulage vehicles to minimise their noise when braking in this area.
	9 June 2020
	

	Requesting Council install a pedestrian footpath on one side of Wright Street, Balmoral, to connect with the existing footpaths on Fifth Avenue and Main Avenue, for safe pedestrian access.
	16 June 2020
	

	Requesting Council preserve the Northgate Road Arbour, adjoining residential infrastructure and green environment by stopping oversized vehicles using Northgate Road, Northgate, as a thoroughfare between Sandgate and Toombul Roads.
	16 June 2020
	

	Requesting Council install lighting and refurbish the basketball hoop facilities in Milton Park, Milton.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council ban LGBTIQ+ programs from Council libraries.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council provides full support for RampAttak to continue to operate in the industrial areas of Geebung, Virginia and Zillmere.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting the immediate reinstatement of Kerbside Collection services in the 2020‑21 financial year.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting the immediate reinstatement of Kerbside Collection services in the 2020‑21 financial year.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council install safety upgrades at Curlew Park Bridge, to provide safe access on the foot/bike bridge connecting Bungama Street, Deagon and Curlew Park, Sandgate.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting all elected officials (from Councillor to Lord Mayor) take a 30% pay cut, and all allowance expenditure is subject to a committee review and full public disclosure.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting that firepits be allowed for recreational purposes in backyards throughout metropolitan Brisbane, in a manner that does not adversely impact the environment and neighbours.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council not support legislating backyard firepit activities which generate smoke and fumes and can cause health problems for many people.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council install safety upgrades at Curlew Park Bridge, to provide safe access on the foot/bike bridge connecting Bungama Street, Deagon, and Curlew Park, Sandgate.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council implement traffic calming devices in Redwood Street, Stafford Heights, to minimise traffic and reduce speeding vehicles.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council enforce the hours of operation of the half‑basketball court located within West End Riverside Lands Park, West End.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council reject the development at 46 Ramsay Street, Kedron (application A005405128).
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting Council rename Wakerley Sports Park, Wakerley, to Bill McFarlane Park.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting long term protection of cricket at C.P. Bottomley Park via a sub-lease arrangement.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Request for traffic calming to be implemented on Royal and Prince Streets, Virginia.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
	

	Requesting long term protection of cricket at C.P. Bottomley Park via a sub-lease arrangement.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020
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Julia Hagen (A/Council and Committee Officer)
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