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PRESENT:

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER) – LNP
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Steven TOOMEY (The Gap) (Deputy Chair of Council)
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Peter CUMMING (Wynnum Manly)
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Charles STRUNK (Forest Lake)


	
	Queensland Greens Councillor (and Ward)

Jonathan SRI (The Gabba)

	
	Independent Councillor (and Ward)
Nicole JOHNSTON (Tennyson)


OPENING OF MEETING:

The Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, opened the meeting with prayer and acknowledged the traditional custodians, and then proceeded with the business set out in the Agenda.
Chair:
I declare the meeting open and welcome you all back to the Council Chamber for the first meeting in person of this term. I’d like to thank everybody for their patience. In particular I’d like to thank the many staff members who worked extensively to be able to put this back together and also acknowledge the work of the Council officers who have upgraded the microphone system. 

I trust that most Councillors have been made aware of the new microphone and the new video system, and I trust that you’ve all been advised that your microphones will now have timers on them. Please be considerate that, for this meeting, you will be able to see your time but I will not be able to see the time. My computer that shows that has yet to arrive, so please be courteous about that. 

Now also, I’d like to remind Councillors that, when a point of order is made against you or against the order at that time, it is incumbent upon you to turn off your microphone to preserve your time because we will be relying on the time shown. Councillors, I also understand—hopefully it’s been explained to you—the ‘hot mic’ system, that Councillors who don’t have their own microphone will be sharing two speaking positions. They will be able to use their smart cards to ensure that they’re shown correctly on the screen.

Also, I’d like to acknowledge that Mr Peers will be cleaning those speaking points after each person has spoken from those points to ensure that we maintain the cleanliness of this place. So, I’d like to thank him in advance. 

Alright, Councillors, are there any apologies? 

There being no apologies.

Councillors, confirmation of Minutes, please. 

Councillor HUTTON.

MINUTES:

70/2020-21
The Minutes of the 4625 meeting of Council held on 11 August 2020, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Sarah HUTTON, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Chair:
Councillors, I draw to your attention the agenda item of Public Participation. I’d like to call on Mr Mike Murray who will address us on enforcement of planning and building laws. 

Mr Murray.


Mr Murray, welcome. You have five minutes. Please proceed.

Mr Mike Murray – Enforcement of planning and building laws
Mr Mike Murray:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Councillors, I represent the Unit Owners Association of Queensland, a non-profit organisation established in 1978 to represent the property interests of more than 1 million Queenslanders. Councillors, we have a serious problem. Airbnb and other digital platforms recently entered our domestic space causing many to complain of uninvited neighbours, offensive conduct and non-observance of rules in residential apartments. 


We established short-term accommodation was an unlawful use as it contravened development approvals, classification and fire certificates. No better evidence is Spice Apartments, where an agent, in contravention of the DA (development application), classification and bylaws, operates a hotel against the developers’ approved and intended use for residential dwelling. However, Council offends its own DA via its wholly owned subsidiary, Brisbane Marketing, by promoting Spice Apartments as an overnight hotel. How dare you secretly sell the residential amenity we purchased. 


Councillors, who among you would accept 100 uninvited strangers into your home to share your private facilities for a 14-day quarantine or a bucks’ party weekend? No one? Then, please do not expect unit owners to do so either. Just like your homes, our homes are not hotels either. 


Insurances carry wording, you must take all reasonably care to comply with any law or regulation of any government or local government body, with failure invoking—we will not be liable for loss, destruction, damage, liability, accidental injury or illness caused—corona, perhaps. In short, failure to comply with this law renders strata insurance in a catastrophe like Grenfell, Childers, COVID-19 cluster, totally void. 


These planning and building acts contain executive liability provisions that expose your officers to $1.2 million penalties via planning sections 164 and 165 for failing to act. What is the salary of executive officers so exposed, and are they even aware? Councillors, in 2017 we sought clarity from Chair of City Planning, Councillor Simmonds, who wrote: I can confirm a development application is required for short-term accommodation proposals. 


Nothing has changed since Councillor Simmonds provided this clarity, apart from the Chair of City Planning now, Councillor ADAMS, who confirmed in the Chamber on 4 August stating, ‘we know Airbnb remains an unlawful use in this city’, but went on later to wrongly state, ‘it does not require a development approval if it is in a centre or mixed use zone’. Contradicting Councillor ADAMS, our pre-eminent town planning lawyer, Mr David Nicholls, wrote, as also tabled 4 August, and I quote, ‘short-term accommodation cannot be established without changing the development approval. However, it appears that Council believes the change to the planning scheme that made short-term accommodation accepted for self-assessable development overrides the DA. It doesn’t.’ End quote. 


The MAYOR’s letter invited us to take the matter to the Planning and Environment Court, a very safe response against our organisation. Unit owners call on the Council to take the matter to court, because that is Council’s responsibility, to bring proper certainty to the matter. Councillors, how much more evidence must we provide to cause Council to do its job, carry out enforcement responsibilities, protect building insurance, secure health and safety and, importantly, protect the residential amenity your constituents purchased and are legally entitled to peacefully enjoy?


Our units require no on-site management or manifest of occupancy for fire attendance. Which apartments contain transients, potentially sedated, drunk, disabled or simply unfamiliar with exits? Who and where is the fire warden? Council acknowledgment that Airbnb remains an unlawful use voids insurance. A coronial inquest, perhaps, finds Council were notified but failed to act to mitigate the known risk. Negligent Council officers face industrial manslaughter charges and million-dollar fines. Grenfell sounds familiar. 


Councillor ADAMS, 25 approvals for short-term accommodation last year, concealing perhaps 25,000 unapproved and unlawful due to failure to enforce. It is now on the public record that Council are aware of these systemic avoidable but serious risks. Council have statutory powers to mitigate risk to health and safety of occupants. Council holds a duty of care to exercise that power and to enforce the law. Our homes are not hotels. How many tourism dollars are our lives worth? Thank you for this opportunity to speak—

Chair:
Thank you, Mr Murray. Your time has expired. 
If I could invite you to take a seat, please, and can I invite the DEPUTY MAYOR to respond.

Response by the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Mr Murray, for coming in. I’m sorry, because of the situation, I usually can speak to you a little easier than across the heads in Chambers, and I do need to speak through the Chair as well.


Look, we hear loud and clearly the concerns of yourself and local residents when it comes to short-term accommodation in existing residential buildings. Having said that, under the Brisbane City Plan, and with the endorsement of the Planning Act, our overarching legislation, they are a lawful style of accommodation within Brisbane. 


I understand that you’ve gotten several letters from the LORD MAYOR and Planning Chairs over the time with regards to this, and I just wanted to outline our position here today that is consistent with those, and reiterate, and maybe refer to some of your other comments around Council and Spice Apartments in particular as well.


As you’re aware, the Queensland Government introduced private certification for building approvals in 1998, and they changed the legislation around local governments not being solely responsible for the approval of building work and actual construction of a building. So, that means there is accepted development that does not require a development approval under the Planning Act 2016. That is in some of the cases for short-term accommodation as proposed. 

So, if short-term accommodation is in a principal centre, a major centre, a district centre or a neighbourhood centre zone, and it ticks the boxes, it is self‑assessable development. So, there’s many of those that we don’t see in Council. When you’re talking about the many Airbnb’s or short-term accommodations across Brisbane, many of those are private certifier approved use, and we don’t see a lot of those.

 
In other circumstances, it does require a Council approval, but before we can even consider the approval, we do need to work through with the body corporate as the owner who gives consent for the whole unit owners in the building as well. Under the body corporate powers of 1997, it is up to body corporate and community management to make and enforce its own bylaws to restrict or allow the use of short-term accommodation in a building. 


I think you realise, too, that it’s incumbent upon unit owners, if they do not want building to cater for short-term accommodation, they need to make sure that their body corporate is aware of that. Without the body corporate saying no, it’s very difficult for us to be able to refuse any short-term accommodation applications as they comply as well.


But, with regards to the one at the Spice Apartments, which you mentioned today, under the Planning Act 2016 short-term accommodation is allowed in this area where Spice Apartments are. It only triggers a DA from Council due to flood overlay. So, Council did receive a complaint regarding short-term accommodation at Spice Apartments in South Brisbane earlier this year—15 April to be precise—and Built Environment did actually commence an investigation into that alleged use. Council spoke with the complainant who advised around five to eight units were being used for short-term accommodation. On 29 April, the officers spoke with the property manager regarding the issues, and they will need to amend the DA if the premises are being used as a short-term accommodation.


So, early engagement has been had. They were given a compliance date of 28 July, and we have received notification from a town planning company that they are preparing to submit a DA to Council. So, we got a further complaint on 8 August, and Built Environment will be going out again to talk to them. 


So, with regards to the section 257 of the Building Act, when you talk about the liability of executive officers, the Planning Act creates offence provisions for executive officers in circumstances where a corporation, like Council, commits an offence against specific provisions of the respective acts, and the officers did not take all reasonable steps to ensure Council did not engage in the conduct constituting the offence. 


For Council to be liable, we would have to have done something or omitted to do something with the intention of enabling or aiding the principal offender to commit the offence. As I’ve clearly said, we have been out on site, we have spoken with the building, and we understand that they are putting in a DA. The argument that Council’s failure to enforce the Building Act or the Planning Act is not an offence, and would be very insufficient, because we are going through the process with this one in particular as well. 


In saying that, there is a lot out there, but we need to know about them. We’re not mind readers. We don’t have the capabilities to be out in every residential block, but we encourage people to let us know if there is concern. We know that there is angst, but this is the disruption that we are experiencing nowadays. Ubers replacing taxis, Deliveroo replacing takeaways and pickups, emails replacing letters—probably the first disruption we saw—and Airbnb’s that are ending up in residential and taking away short-term accommodation opportunities for motels and hotels as well. 


I think what we need to see here is a uniform approach led by the State Government to address this, because it is State wide, when it comes to a Planning Act matter, to get an agreed consensus on the way forward. There are 77 local councils, and I can assure you most of them along the seaboard of Queensland are experiencing the same issue, and we really do need to see a uniform approach to that. We will take action when it’s raised to our attention, and we intend to do that whenever it’s raised to our attention. I am happy to speak again to you offline more about Spice Apartments and the process that’s going through as well. So, thank you for coming in today.

Chair:
Thank you, Mr Murray. 

Mr Mike Murray:
Thank you for your time. 

Chair:
Mr Peers will assist you. 

QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
Councillors, I will now begin Question Time. 

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

Councillor ADERMANN.

Question 1

Councillor ADERMANN:
My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, public consultation for the Victoria Park project has now closed, with Council officers now collating feedback for Brisbane’s biggest park in 50 years. Can you please give us an update on the initial feedback and the next steps for undertaking this city shaping project?

Chair:
The LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and also thank you, Councillor ADERMANN, for the question. Everyone remembers on the first day that I became Lord Mayor I made two commitments to the people of Brisbane. The first was that I would embark on a program of a $550 million investment in new green bridges across Brisbane, on the Brisbane River, transforming the way that people move around, creating a more liveable and healthy and active city, and providing more sustainable alternatives to get around our city.


The second commitment I made on day one was to embark on a record investment in parkland and greenspace. That is happening right across the city—110 different park upgrades happening this year alone—but the biggest and most exciting, and one of a citywide scale and in fact one that has taken the attention of the nation, is the Victoria Park transformation.


It was interesting to see the other day Clover Moore, the Lord Mayor of Sydney, said, I’ve got a great idea. I’m going to transform part of a golf course into a local park in Sydney. Great idea, Clover. This is something that I am proud on behalf of this Administration to be championing, to be funding, and to be moving ahead with.


Our initial round of consultation attracted incredible interest and support, and we’ve then gone into a more detailed process, and I’m pleased to announce that more than 2,000, or around 2,000 people and organisations provided feedback in that second round of consultation. 


Councillors will recall that it was due to close earlier, but due to COVID-19 and the fact that people had other things on their mind, we extended that consultation period, and that closed at the end of the July. I want to commend and thank Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM for the work that her and her team has done in bringing all of this together. But there are some very exciting things to come out of that consultation. We see nearly 90% of all of the feedback received supports the Victoria Park vision and the transformation of that space into a new parkland for our city.

Some of the very exciting features that residents listed as their favourite includes the creation of a new lake or lagoon system, Lake Barrambin. So, we know that water features and lakes and lagoons are something that are much loved by the community and bringing back a water feature into Victoria Park—there was previously water courses and water corridors through there—is a fantastic and much supported idea from the community.

But also, they were keen to protect and enhance the existing natural areas. So, not just a place for lots of open grassland but a lot of revegetation, native planting to occur there, and our plan is all about planting more into Victoria Park so that we enhance that for future generations and also for our native birds and wildlife as well.

People supported the opportunity for local adventure and play. They were keen to see great public transport access into that park. That was a big factor for people. I can confirm there will be two Brisbane Metro stations and a brand-new Cross River Rail station at the exhibition to provide some of the highest level of transport accessibility of any park across the city. They also supported the creation of a whole range, or a whole network, of pedestrian and cycle paths through the Victoria Park precinct. So, this is the summary at this stage of what we have received from the community. 

We also noticed that there was another theme coming through when we put out the original draft concept plan. We always said this would be a park for everyone. There would be something for everyone in Victoria Park. But there was a theme running through a lot of the consultation that maybe we’re trying to do too much in one go in this park, and it should be rolled out in stages progressively to make sure that people have the opportunity to adapt to the park. 

So, we’ve invested, or committed, $83 million over the next four years to start that process. That doesn’t mean everything will be done on day one or in the next even three or four years, but $83 million will be a significant investment in getting this vision off the ground and providing a great space for people to enjoy, and that process will start in the middle of next year with the golf course ceasing its 18‑hole golf course operation and the beginning of the transformation into a new parkland area. That will happen as we finesse and finalise the draft plan into a final plan, and we will do that based on the feedback we’ve received.

But I think this is an exciting project, an incredibly exciting opportunity for our city, and is once in a generation.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 

Further questions?

Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 2
Councillor CASSIDY:
Are we on? Thanks very much, Chair.

Chair:
Yes.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you. Thanks, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR, Chair. LORD MAYOR, I personally know of people that have sustained serious injuries and in one case died after tripping over a damaged and dangerous footpath in our suburbs. That fatal incident happened to an elderly woman in Sandgate. The day after that tragedy, the footpath was ripped up and fully replaced. 


You claim that your Administration repairs footpaths, a very loose term, LORD MAYOR. Those repairs are usually a bit of bitumen poured over the cracks or grinding bits of cement away. They are rarely, if ever, full replacements of dangerous footpaths. LORD MAYOR, in the spirit of Queensland Walks’ Week, why won’t you fast-track the replacement of dangerous footpaths as a COVID‑19 stimulus?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Mr Chair, Councillor CASSIDY’s question is really timely this week, because one of the submissions that’s coming through is the provision of funding to each and every Councillor across the city of a funding boost to allow them to do exactly what Councillor CASSIDY talks about right now—

Councillors interjecting.

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

LORD MAYOR:
—to allow them to do exactly that. Because we’ve seen again and again, consistently, Labor Councillors trying to mislead the public about the true situation with footpaths. We know the history. We know the reality which is, when they were in charge, there was an appalling standard of footpaths in this city—appalling standard. We have brought that up and increased the standard every year. We will continue to do that with record investment and funding.


Now, what Councillor CASSIDY loves to confuse people with is the difference between a—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, Councillors, please allow the LORD MAYOR to be heard in silence. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, Councillor CASSIDY, please—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, I’m speaking. Please don’t speak over me. Please allow the LORD MAYOR to be heard in silence. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
—is the difference between a temporary make-safe and a permanent repair. So, he will continue to go and try and mislead the public of Brisbane, suggesting that a temporary repair is somehow a substitute for a permanent repair, when we know it is just one step in the process that we take. Guess what—the process is no different to the process that existed when Labor was in, except we’ve put more money towards it. That’s the only difference. So, the suggestion that it is somehow—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, Councillor CASSIDY, please. I appreciate you’ve asked the question, but could you please allow the answer to be heard in silence. 

The LORD MAYOR.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Mr Chair, I would suggest—

Chair:
No, Councillor CASSIDY, please—LORD MAYOR—

LORD MAYOR:
—that Councillor CASSIDY is not interested in the answer to the question.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR—Councillor CASSIDY, please, I’ve named you twice. Please cease interjecting. If you do not stop interjecting, I will move to the formal processes. 


The LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. As I was suggesting, it’s quite clear he is not interested in the answer to this question. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
He just wants to use it to score a cheap political point, the same point that failed dismally in the last $2.1 million failed Labor election campaign, because the people of Brisbane knew it was fundamentally not true. They knew that this Administration has invested record amounts into fixing footpaths and building new footpaths—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—and building new bikeways. In fact, the ultimate example of where Labor hypocrisy stands on this issue is what they do with the funding that I provide them through the budget in their own local wards. Because, in a normal year, each Councillor, all of us in the Chamber with the exception of me, gets access to over half a million dollars to invest in either footpaths or parks. They have the choice. Half a million dollars a year, every year, but guess what—today we’ve got a submission which boosts up that by another $250,000. So, this year, three‑quarters of a million dollars that they can spend on these sorts of things. 


But look where they actually prioritise funding in their own Labor wards. Deagon Ward, of all the money that is allocated, the normal $500,000 a year, how many footpath projects in the last 12 months? One. One. One. Yet, according to Councillor CASSIDY, it is the biggest issue in his area, yet he allocates one—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—one. The trend is repeated across—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, please.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no. Councillor CASSIDY, I’ve asked you a number of times to cease interjecting. Councillor CASSIDY, I consider you’re displaying unsuitable meeting conduct. In accordance with section 21(5) of the Meetings Local Law 2001, I hereby request you cease interjecting and refrain from exhibiting this conduct. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor CASSIDY is so busy trying to play politics with this issue that, when he gets money that he can invest into footpaths, he chooses to spend it on something else, just like his Labor colleagues do. 


In Forest Lake Ward, of the $500,000 a year, one footpath built. Moorooka Ward—now, Moorooka Ward, you’re doing well. You’re actually lifting the average of your team. I can see you’ve got four footpaths here, but you are the living proof—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, can you please—

LORD MAYOR:
—that you can do it. You can do it.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, can you please direct all comments through me. 

LORD MAYOR:
Oh, okay, I thought you were telling me to sit down.

Chair:
No.

LORD MAYOR:
The Moorooka Ward is lifting the average here, and Councillor GRIFFITHS does put the money where his mouth is, and he invests in footpaths, which is what all Councillors should be doing if they have a concern. Each Councillor—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—has to exercise the judgment on what the priorities are—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—to spend that local money on. But obviously Councillor CASSIDY—

Chair:
Councillors, stop. Please allow—the question was asked in silence. Please allow the answer to be made in silence. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Councillor CASSIDY—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thanks very much, Chair. I think the LORD MAYOR is extremely confused. The question was about footpath replacements, which are capital projects. He’s referring to SEF (Suburban Enhancement Fund) funding, which is a completely different thing. So, just trying to help the LORD MAYOR out here, Chair.

Chair:
I understand what you’re saying.

Councillor CASSIDY:
I think he’s very confused.

Chair:
The question was, if I recall correctly, will you commit to replacements as a part of a COVID-19 stimulus. Part of the COVID-19 stimulus is also in SEF. I do see a link there. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Councillor CASSIDY is very quick to ask the politically charged questions, but he doesn’t bother to go and read the guidelines of the funding that is provided to him, because you can do footpath replacements through those funds. 

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
You can. And there are a number of Councillors who have done that. Councillor HOWARD has done it a number of times. Councillor SRI has done it a number of times. It is a matter of—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you.

Chair:
Are there any further questions? 

Councillor MACKAY.

Question 3

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the Chair of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, the State Government will soon review whether the Atira student accommodation building in my ward of Walter Taylor will be extended for use as rooming accommodation during the COVID-19 pandemic. As local Councillor, I was not informed of the Government’s stealthy move to use the building back in April, and there has since been a crime wave in the area.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor MACKAY:
Can you please give us Council’s view—

Chair:
No, Councillors, please allow the question to be asked. 

Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MACKAY:
Can you please give us Council’s view on the use of this site?

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you for the question—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, Councillor JOHNSTON, Councillor JOHNSTON, you’re not involved in this. Please—please allow the answer to be heard in silence. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, Councillor JOHNSTON. Please don’t just make gratuitous comments all afternoon. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I know that Councillor MACKAY is well across this issue and has been doing everything he can do to support the residents in this area that are extremely upset about this situation, and how it’s impacting their once quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. 


It is a really sad thing to see that the State Government and the local State Member have completely washed their hands of this situation. It’s obvious they support the decision to move 300 at-risk residents into buildings designed for students. At the same time, they’ve completely abdicated their responsibility to the people who live there and want their quality of life back.


Public housing is at a chronic shortage. We all know that, and we know why. The State Government has done absolutely nothing productive to combat the issue with public housing. In fact, in 2016 they cancelled the Logan Renewal Initiative, an $800 million project. Imagine the regeneration we would have seen in the economy with that type of money, to build 2,600 new public housing homes in Logan. Contracts were signed; buildings were ready to go. But they—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—decided to scrap it without any good reason.

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

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman, I’m just checking on whether it is appropriate for Councillor ADAMS to be talking about Logan City Council when she’s the Planning Chair for Brisbane City Council.

Chair:
People are allowed to make comparisons and use examples from other local governments regularly. People are allowed to make examples regardless, you know that. 

Councillor ADAMS. 

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I am talking about the 2,600 public houses that Minister de Brenni cancelled in 2016, which is why we see a shortage now in places like Brisbane and right across South East Queensland as well. 


At Atira, what we see is overnight, no consultation, with a huge impact on people’s lives, no alternative project, Minister de Brenni just decided, who also wasn’t the local member for the area, that he wasn’t going to have public housing in his area, but were happy to turn the student accommodation in the Walter Taylor area straight back into rooming accommodation. This was a site that was approved at 33 Glen Road, well located development, close to Toowong centre, University of Queensland being a short drive away.


The developer got significant infrastructure charges rebate because they were actually providing something that the city really needed at the time and will need in the future—accommodation for students in suitable places as well. It’s a number of many student accommodation buildings that went up at the time. 


Fast forward, three years later, the State Government writes to us and says we’re overruling your approval and we’re turning the approved student accommodation into public housing. You have no appeal rights. This wasn’t consultation. They didn’t seek approval. They didn’t even ask our opinion. They just overruled the planning approval and established rooming accommodation in the neighbourhood. 

The decision was made on Good Friday. Good Friday, early in lockdown, when people were focused on their families, so there was little to no scrutiny being applied. They have a one-year lease over the site for $6.6 million to the owners of that building. This is equivalent of $460 per week, when the going rate for a room was $360 per week. So, again, the fantastic financial management of the State Government has a $100 a week rent increase hike for the building owner courtesy of the taxpayer as well. 

 
It’s true, the borders—international and state—have been closed, which has haemorrhaged our international student travel. But they will be coming back. Yes, at the moment we’re about at half capacity, but why are we throwing out the baby with the bathwater? These students will return. What we see now is an applicant trying to convert that building permanently to rooming accommodation with insufficient car parking and insufficient facilities for this type of use.


If we break it down, when the people are looking for international places to send their students to travel, their children to travel, they’re going to be looking to Australia, the country that did one of the best out of the world when it came to the COVID-19 pandemic. And break it down further, when you’re talking about Brisbane, Sydney or Melbourne, are you going to be thinking Melbourne over Brisbane with what we’ve seen over the last couple of months? Probably not. So, we’re probably going to see the largest increase of international students once those borders open again, and we need to be ready for that economic recovery when it comes.


In addition, it was only three months into this utopian project by Minister de Brenni when there was a 400% increase crime in the local area, a 400% increase; 32 offences in May alone. The police can show you the heat map of the massive increase which Michael Berkman MP says hasn’t even happened. Drugs, domestic fights, public drinking, public urination on a daily basis around this rooming accommodation. Pretty simple stuff. 


The most practical thing we can do is to make sure that this does not get extended for another year. I know Councillor MACKAY will be working with his Toowong residents so their voices are heard, and that the best outcome for the local area will hopefully be met.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, your time has expired. 

Further questions?

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Question 4

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. My question is to the LORD MAYOR, and I really wish I’ve got two questions, but we’ll get to rooming accommodation next week. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. The blocks next to the Francis Lookout in Corinda are currently subject to one DA, and there are three further DAs to come. The first DA has unfortunately been approved, and our community is now advocating for buyback, similar to that done to prevent development in Mt Gravatt East in Councillor ADAMS’ ward.


Residents have written to you about it. There is a petition before Council. Will you consider buyback for the blocks adjacent to the Francis Lookout in Corinda?

Chair:
The LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, there’s a concern I have with the language there, because buyback implies that this was somehow government land or Council land that was sold. It was not. It’s been private land, and it remains private land. So, the idea that we’re buying back land, or the suggestion that we should buy back land is completely misleading. Council did not own this land and we did not sell this land. So, I am not sure—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m talking about the land adjacent to the Francis Lookout. That’s what my question related to. So, I don’t know if the LORD MAYOR wasn’t hearing me. It’s the residential block adjacent—

Chair:
No, no, there’s no—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—to the Francis Lookout.

Chair:
Thank you. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor JOHNSTON should just have a think about the language she’s used here. She claims that we should buy back land. We haven’t sold that land. We didn’t own that land. It is private land. So, it is an inaccurate question. I can only assume that she is suggesting that we should buy that land from the private ownership that it is in at the moment. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please don’t interject. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
The premises of this question is that there is some kind of impact on the heritage listed park. We are not the arbiter or judge on the heritage impact on that park. That is in fact a State heritage listed park. I am advised that the State Government has no concerns about the proposals. 

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor HUANG.

Question 5

Councillor HUANG:
Thank you, Mr Chair; my question is to the Chair of the Finance and Administration Committee, Councillor ALLAN. Councillor ALLAN, Council’s commitment to Brisbane’s economic recovery is well under way. Are there any updates you can provide to the Chamber? How is the Schrinner Administration working to rebuild our economy for our city’s residents?

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I thank Councillor HUANG for the question. It is without doubt that COVID-19 has dealt some hard blows to the entire nation, and as local Councillors, we are at the coalface in our communities and see the hardships on the ground at a very human level. We have recognised that the financial impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic have been catastrophic for many residents and businesses, and that for many the circumstances are potentially going to deteriorate. 


The LORD MAYOR was quick to act when he established the Economic Recovery Taskforce to help coordinate Council’s response to the economic challenges facing our city, and to ensure our great city was not left behind. While Council does not have the big economic levers of the Federal and State Governments, we have nonetheless been highly active in identifying areas where Council can provide support to the economic recovery of the city.


In order to provide additional information and insights into Council’s economic response today, I’m pleased to unveil Brisbane’s Economic Recovery Plan, and I will table the plan for the Chamber. This plan, which is now available on Council’s website, outlines Council’s responses to date, our engagement with the community and businesses, and our plans for the future. It details a comprehensive suite of initiatives that have been delivered and, more importantly, the initiatives that we are working on and planning to support local businesses and accelerate Brisbane’s recovery.


Brisbane, and indeed the whole of Queensland, has made significant sacrifices to stop the spread of coronavirus, and this plan gives perspective and confidence to businesses when they need it most. This plan, developed in partnership with business, industry groups, community groups and residents, responds to the challenges and opportunities of our normal—our new normal—and maps a path and a suite of initiatives to support short- and long-term recovery.


The centrepiece of the plan is Council’s $840 million investment this financial year to progress job creating projects now, including key infrastructure projects like Brisbane Metro, fast-tracking two green bridges, commencing the Victoria Park project, and a multitude of other projects and initiatives. This financial year, local businesses will benefit from a dedicated Brisbane Business Hub offering support services and advice and campaigns to encourage Brisbane residents and businesses to buy local and enjoy local experiences.


Brisbane businesses have already received support via a wide range of Council initiatives designed to reboot Brisbane’s economy in the wake of coronavirus, including seven-day payment terms for small business suppliers, Council’s buy local procurement policy, and a business fee relief package. In fact, more than 10,000 business applicants have benefited from our fee relief package to date, putting money back in their pockets.


To help Brisbane residents doing it tough, Council is offering rates relief, including a six-months rates freeze for all ratepayers, rates rebates for eligible first-homeowners, pensioners and Job Seeker recipients, as well as rates deferrals and payment plans for those experiencing hardship due to coronavirus. But our recovery effort also includes targeted support for key sectors such as the hospitality and building and construction industries. We’re supporting the hospitality industry with fast-tracked food permits for low-risk applications, free advice, and more support in education programs. 


We’re supporting the building and construction industry through rates rebates for first-home builders, and fast-tracked approvals for home building applications, to support an industry that is a major employer. We’re committed to Brisbane’s long-term prosperity through implementing knowledge and innovation precinct renewal strategies and refreshing Brisbane’s City Centre Master Plan.


This is not just a plan for the short term. It’s a plan that outlines both immediate and long-term initiatives. We are conscious that circumstances continue to evolve, and accordingly we remain vigilant and agile, and will adapt the plan where necessary. We continue to remain engaged with the business community and industry groups to ensure Council initiatives can be refined where necessary. The engagement and support that has been received from businesses, industry groups and individual businesspeople has been very encouraging. There is a real desire from the Brisbane business community to help wherever they can. 


I’d like to take this opportunity to thank everyone who has helped out with submissions, responded to our survey and provided invaluable insights to help shape our plan. Whilst COVID-19 is truly an economic disaster for many people—

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN, your times has expired. 

Further questions?

Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 6

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, it’s Queensland Walks’ Week, a community celebration of walking. There is no better time to come clean about your Administration’s poor record of footpath repair and replacement. We know that Council keeps a conditions report of all footpaths across the city. LORD MAYOR, why won’t you publish these reports on the Council website and tell the people of Brisbane when you intend to fix and replace those broken footpaths?

Chair:
The LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and in relation to Councillor CASSIDY’s yet again predictable question, he talks about priorities, and it’s clear with the way that he spends his own money in his own ward that footpaths are not a priority, because he has spent 10% of the available funding on footpaths in his own ward. Yet, he stands up here and tries to score a political point in the same failed way that they tried to do in the lead-up to the election, which wasn’t resonating with the community of Brisbane, because it’s simply not true. 

But the reality is no administration has every invested more into fixing footpaths. What I am prepared to release, because it is such great news, is the condition of footpaths under Labor compared to the condition of footpaths now. Because that is the truly telling information which indicates that the questions and the approach that we’re seeing now are nothing more than pure politics, but they are based on sheer hypocrisy. Because, unfortunately, Labor has no vision and no agenda, and no plans. They have tried to focus on a back-to-basics kind of approach, yet we’re investing in the basics more than ever.

So, all they can do is take a few photos of some temporary repairs and try and make a social media issue out of it. This is the kind of lame approach that we have seen from this Labor Opposition, and it’s the reason why they are still on the Opposition benches, because they have no vision. They are all about politics. They are all about simply opposition for opposition’s sake and gilding the lily when it comes to the reality of the situation. 

That reality is we have lifted the standard right across the city of footpaths, and we will continue to do so. So, when Councillor CASSIDY puts up photos of people’s private driveways which are damaged, and which are actually the responsibility of the private driveway owner to fix, and claims that it’s a Council failing, this is the kind of agenda that Councillor CASSIDY and his colleagues are continuing to push. It is fundamentally misleading. 

We will continue to invest in fixing footpaths across the city. We will continue to provide funding to local Councillors so that they can prioritise the important local projects, but Councillor CASSIDY doesn’t put his money where his mouth is. He invested only 10% of the available ward funding into footpaths, and the other 90% goes into park upgrades.

I remember in the past when Labor has used this same line of attack that the former Lord Mayor, I think it was Graham Quirk, suggested maybe we should make that local funding just for footpaths and not for park upgrades, and Labor Councillors went silent really quickly after that, because guess what—they love spending the money on the local park upgrades while blaming the Administration for footpaths when they have the power to fix them if they think they are a priority.

But, in the meantime, we will continue to invest record amounts into our maintenance program, and that doesn’t just go to footpaths, either. That goes to road resurfacing, that goes to kerb and channel repairs, that goes to a whole range of basic services and maintenance across the city that we continue to invest record amounts into. These are not things that are particularly sexy, but they are important, and that’s why we invest the money into them.

We know that Labor’s record was to forget about those basic maintenance things and to invest in only the things that they saw would win them a few votes. But that was a failed effort. We are bringing the city’s infrastructure up to standard, and we will continue to invest in those basic maintenance things, even if there’s not a single vote in it, because it’s the right thing to do. We do the right thing on behalf of the people of Brisbane. 

We’re responsible stewards of the money that they pay in their rates to Council, and we will continue to make sure that we invest that money, and reinvest it into infrastructure, repairing and maintaining infrastructure, and building new infrastructure. Because that is what you do when you’re in a growing city like Brisbane. That is what you do when you care about the future of the city, because you don’t just paper over the cracks, you fix those cracks.


Now, temporary repairs in footpaths are one thing, and they are simply to make the footpath safe immediately. Those temporary repairs happen often within hours of it being reported to Council. Someone will be out there, make a temporary repair. Why do we make a temporary repair? Not because it looks great; to stop someone tripping over it. That’s why. It’s the right thing to do. Then we come back later and we fix that footpath. 


Now, there are some footpaths where simply grinding down raised sections will bring that footpath up to an appropriate safe standard that people can use and people can enjoy. There are also plenty of footpaths which are damaged by third parties as well. It was a constant bugbear of mine as a local Councillor—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 

Further questions?

Councillor DAVIS.

Question 7

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair, my question is to the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor CUNNINGHAM. Councillor CUNNINGHAM, Council is delivering a suite of new wayfinding and distance marker signage along parks and pathways across Brisbane. Can you please outline some of the locations residents can take advantage of these running routes?

Chair:
Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor DAVIS, for the question. From bushland reserves like Mt Coot-tha, with its recently upgraded summit track and new spotted gum trail, to the bayside trails at Sandgate and Wynnum with its LED lighting, our iconic Brisbane Riverwalk, we have a diverse range of running, walking and cycling tracks and experiences right across our beautiful city. One of our newest additions to our paths and trails is new signage, specifically to support active recreation, especially running.


Avid runners and walkers around the city, New Farm, West End, Kelvin Grove and Mansfield areas, will see new signage on their favourite routes to make them easier, safer and more rewarding. They’ve been installed in four very popular locations across Brisbane, including the picturesque riverside routes from QUT’s (Queensland University of Technology) Gardens Point campus to New Farm, Riverside Parklands in West End, Bishop Street Park in Kelvin Grove, and Tillack Park in Mansfield. The suite of signage and path details feature maps, guidance on route difficulty, safety reminders, share the path messaging, directional information, and distance markers to make it easy to track your performance along the way for those who are looking to improve their five kilometres. 


The riverside route follows the river between New Farm Park and City Botanic Gardens, and ties in with our CityCat terminals, meaning you can have a five‑kilometre run or walk, and then hop on a CityCat at the end of the route and make the return trip. Those looking for a longer route can turn around and enjoy the trip back by foot from a different perspective.


Starting at Orleigh Park in West End, we have a five-kilometre circuit starting at Drury Street, following the river, through Davies Park and turning back before the Go Between Bridge. We know that park run is an incredibly popular program across the world, with many groups dotted around Brisbane’s suburbs. It’s about more than just fitness; it’s also about social connections with your neighbours and having a bit of fun.


Although sadly park run has been a casualty of COVID-19 restrictions, and while we hope to see it back and ‘running’ as soon as possible, Council has made it easier for park runners in Mansfield and Kelvin Grove to get their five kilometres in. Tillack Park in Mansfield, and Bishop Street Park in Kelvin Grove, home of popular park run events, now feature permanent signage and markings, so residents can get their park run fix while their organised events are on a break. 


Council consulted widely in selecting these routes and identifying the required signage, including with world champion long distance runner Benita Willis, including running specialists in training, the Brisbane Park Runs Association and the Road Runners Association. This suite of new wayfinding signs is all about supporting locals and visitors to get around Brisbane, promoting our active and healthy lifestyles. Simple things like route maps and distance markers make going out for a run just a bit easier, and help those first-time runners get the confidence they need to get out there and get active. 

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
The coronavirus pandemic—

Chair:
Councillor CUNNINGHAM, can I just stop you for a second. Councillors, if you’re going to have a private conversation, please do so in the corridors.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Simple things like route maps and distance markers make going out for a run a bit easier. The coronavirus pandemic has changed the way we see and use our public spaces. 


Brisbane residents were already highly active, but during the COVID-19 lockdown, it became second nature to head out and exercise and explore our city and suburbs by foot. Pedestrian counters revealed that, during May to June this year, our monitored pathways saw a 38% increase in usage. Council remains committed to maintaining and improving active recreation options right across our city and suburbs. 

If it’s a hike you’re after, we’re upgrading trails and lookouts at Mt Gravatt, Keperra, Eildon Hill and Stevens Mountain in my own ward. Toohey Forest, Whites Hill and Karawatha on the southside, and Chermside Hills, Keperra Saddle and Boondall Wetlands on the north have different levels of hikes and bushwalks for different ages and abilities. 

LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER and this side of the Chamber continue to upgrade and enhance and improve our public greenspaces and walks right across our city and suburbs. It’s another way we’re making sure that the Brisbane of tomorrow is even better than the Brisbane of today.

Chair:
Further questions? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 8

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. Last week you did a media op posing as a wildlife warrior and releasing a cute koala, talking about the dangers facing Brisbane’s koala population. One of the biggest threats to koalas on the northside of Brisbane is the loss of habitat at 415-427 Beckett Road, Bridgman Downs. You said in previous answers that you don’t intend to purchase this land and hope that some negotiated development outcome or court ruling will somehow protect this vulnerable koala community.


You also voted against saving the bushland from developers by buying the land in previous Council meetings. LORD MAYOR, will you swallow your pride and stop contradicting yourself and commit to buying this land today?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and Councillor CASSIDY, the suggestion that my position has been inconsistent or changing is simply not true. To be clear about what’s happened with this land, there was a development application lodged, and Council refused it. Council refused it. Why did we refuse it? Because we didn’t believe that the proposed development was appropriate and we wanted to see that bushland preserved. 


Now, as I have highlighted many, many times in this Chamber before, with the funding that comes into this Council and the wish list of items that all Councillors and the community have, you can’t do everything at once, and you have to prioritise that funding. Now, when it comes to the development processes in Council, there is clear precedents, plenty of clear examples of where, through the development process and through good development outcomes, large tracts of land and bushland have been protected at no cost to the ratepayers of Brisbane. There’s plenty of precedent for that. Plenty of precedent. 


There’s plenty of precedent where new parkland and greenspace has been created through the development process. Now, Labor’s answer to everything is to throw money at it and thinking that spending more money gets a better outcome. Well, I actually think that, if you can get the same outcome by spending less ratepayer or taxpayer money, that’s a smart outcome, and that’s what a responsible Administration does. 

But the real issue here is that Councillor CASSIDY is trying to cover up for the failure of his Labor colleagues at the State level. We know that every day it’s batter up for the State Government here in Council, that he’s only interested in his Labor Party colleagues and protecting them, and he is obsessed with helping his Labor candidates and State members in the next election, and far more obsessed about helping them than the residents of Brisbane, because it is actually Labor’s position that has been inconsistent. 

Labor has criticised the acquisition of bushland through the Bushland Acquisition Program in LNP wards. Yet, here they are claiming inconsistently with their position, with their publicly stated position, that this LNP ward and the bushland here is different, somehow. So, they’re the only ones that have been all over the shop here. 

But I can tell you this. Council refused the application. Why? Because we didn’t want to see that bushland developed. As simple as that. Will the State Government buy it, Councillor CASSIDY?

Councillors interjecting.

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

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
That’s a really good question. In fact, as we found out—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Sorry, LORD MAYOR. 
When I ask people to be silent, that’s actually not an invitation to get louder. Please, when I ask you to be silent, please be silent.

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. As we found out in recent weeks, where Councillor CASSIDY scored another own goal, I had put I guess the challenge out that he should get his State Labor colleagues to call in the application if they were concerned about it. 

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
The cut-off date came and went, yet we heard crickets—crickets. So, the same people that are absolutely intent on starting a bushfire here—and I use the political comparison to a bushfire—are the ones who failed to take the action that they could to protect it. So, if you’re not comfortable with the outcome of the court process, Councillor CASSIDY, you and your State colleagues have the ability to intervene in that court process by calling it in. 

We’ve seen once again, time after time, where the State Labor Government has called in an application that has been politically inconvenient. I think we saw it up in your neck of the woods, in The Gap, in the Cedar Woods application, Upper Kedron. We saw that. We saw it in West Village where, in the lead-up to the election, Labor committed that they would call in the application. They gave everyone a false sense of security, and then they approved even more height and density at the end of it. 

Look, Councillor CASSIDY, we know what you’re doing here. We know what your motivations are. Stop trying to stir up local residents with misinformation. The fact is simple: we want to see this bushland protected, which is why we refused the application, full stop.

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor ATWOOD.

Question 9

Councillor ATWOOD:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, Councillor McLACHLAN. Council will take a motion to the upcoming Local Government Association Conference advocating for the acceleration of open level crossing removals. Can you outline for the Chamber what Council’s responsibilities are when it comes to open level crossings, and on the contrary, the State Government’s?

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and through you, I thank Councillor ATWOOD for the question. Open level crossings. They sure do add to the complexity of Brisbane’s transport network. The need for rail infrastructure to service many areas within the Brisbane local government area is vital, and the expansion of the city’s public transport opportunities is crucial. However, the intersection of rail lines and major road corridors presents several challenges, including safety risks and increased congestion.


Mr Chair, there are 44 open level crossings across the Brisbane LGA (local government area), of which 42 are located on Council-controlled roads. Although most of the rail crossings intersect with Council roads, the rail line itself and the crossings are Queensland Government assets and remain the responsibility of the State.


To answer the question directly, Councillor ATWOOD, the removal of these crossings lies in the hands of the State Government, and the State Government should take the lead and pay the lion’s share when it comes to delivery of these outcomes. We acknowledge that the surrounding road network is Council-owned infrastructure, and the removal of the open level crossings improves safety and relieves congestion issues on our roads. So, historically, we have partnered with the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) and QR (Queensland Rail) to remove open level crossings. 


In the past, Council has contributed 15% funding towards the removal of most open level crossings, with the State Government contributing the remaining 85%.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors, please allow—

Councillor McLACHLAN:
It remains Council’s position—

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

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. It remains Council’s position that the majority of the costs for the removal of these State-owned assets should come from the State Government. Council is prepared to contribute to the cost of an open level crossing removal up to a capped $40 million.


As Councillor ATWOOD mentioned, we will be taking a motion to the next Local Government Association Conference calling for acceleration of open level crossing removal. The Cross River Rail project, while welcomed, will result in higher frequency of train services on the Caboolture to Sunshine Coast, and Beenleigh to Gold Coast rail lines. This means more frequent boom gate closures and greater delays and traffic disruption at around 10 crossing locations, including the Boundary Road crossing in Coopers Plains. 


We have, Mr Chair, a grave concern that the impacts of the Cross River Rail project on the roads the lines intersect will generate more and longer traffic delays. It’s apparent that this is not understood or even acknowledged by the State Government. It’s undeniable that the removal of these crossings needs to be a priority to keep our road network flowing, and to reduce the risks of collisions. 

Elsewhere on the network, this Administration has committed up to $40 million towards each removal of the Lindum Road crossing, Coopers Plains, and Beams Road crossing in Carseldine. It is a step in the right direction that the State Government has committed funding towards the Beams Road crossing, even if it was motivated by panic to sandbag a marginal seat, and the Council is ready and willing to play our part in fixing this choke point on the northside.

 
Our upcoming Urban Congestion Fund project with the Federal Government to improve the Beams Road corridor will further relieve congestion in Brisbane’s northern suburbs. However, Mr Chair, we still have serious concerns about other open level crossings across Brisbane, particularly the Coopers Plains and Lindum crossings. As Brisbane grows, all levels of government need to be adaptable and committed to improving the transport network, and to ensuring our transport infrastructure caters for all needs.


We have committed funds to the removal of these two crossings. We’re still waiting for the State Government to come to the table. Mr Chair, there will always be talk about open level crossings, mainly just before State elections, but this is an issue that needs real commitment and real action from the State Government, not just campaign bumper stickers.


With Cross River Rail under way and significant projected growth in the suburbs, time is running out to fix these congestion hot spots. Hopefully the State Government will get a move on with other open level crossings across Brisbane to keep our city moving and to make our city safer for all road users. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Thank you. 

That concludes Question Time. 

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS:

Chair:
Councillors, we will now move to the consideration of Committee reports. 

For those who are not aware as well, in front of me is the sign-on book. It will not be distributed around the room. Please approach one at a time to sign on if you have not done so. 

LORD MAYOR, the Establishment and Coordination Committee Report of 10 August, please.

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 10 August 2020, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, I just want to start by acknowledging a few important days, landmarks and community causes as I do. Obviously on the weekend we had the official celebration and commemoration of the 75th anniversary of the end of the war in the Pacific, which was effectively the end of the Second World War. It’s hard to believe it’s been 75 years since the end of the Second World War.

It’s interesting to imagine that this building was standing in the Second World War, and this building was actually a recruiting office in the Second World War, and there were many historic buildings in Brisbane, like MacArthur Chambers, which were critical in the war effort. So, I was very proud to see the projection on the front of City Hall commemorating this important milestone. 

The only disappointment, I guess, or real shame, is that we couldn’t have more people out celebrating this really important milestone due to COVID-19. So, the celebrations and commemorations were quite small and subdued, but they are nonetheless critically important. The role that Brisbane played in the war and the role of so many of our young men and women who lost their lives is something that we should never ever forget. As part of the projection, there was a scrolling list of more than 30,000 names on the side of City Hall which represented the Australians that died in the Second World War.


We also had in recent days some important national days or celebrations for the local Indonesian community. There was the Indonesian Independence Day, and for the Indian community, there was the Indian Independence Day as well. Normally these are events that we would celebrate together with events like the India Day Fair or the IndOz Festival, but unfortunately this year those weren’t possible either. So, I did want to pay tribute to locals in the Brisbane community with Indian heritage or Indonesian heritage and thank them for the role they continue to play in our city and its diverse multicultural community.


On Thursday and Friday this week, the Victoria Bridge and Story Bridge and Reddacliff Place sculptures and the Tropical Dome at the Botanic Gardens will be lit up red in support of Brick by Brick, which is organised by Youngcare, a fantastic local organisation and charity which supports the needs of young people with a disability, an organisation that effectively exists because, until they started rising up to meet those needs, there were many young people with a disability who had no choice but to go into aged care homes. 

So, you may have a teenager, a 20-something year old in an aged care facility because there was nowhere else for them to go. That is truly sad. So, Youngcare exists to help meet that need. They’ve opened up some great facilities recently in Wooloowin, which is just fantastic. Those facilities are specifically set up to meet the needs of those young people. They have plans for more exciting facilities going forward. 


On Sunday, the Victoria Bridge and Story Bridge, the Sandgate Town Hall and Reddacliff Place and City Hall will be lit up red and white to support We Care Day. This is something that is supported by the Council on the Ageing, or COTA as it is otherwise known. It’s designed to protect and advance the rights, needs and interests of Queenslanders as we age. The final day of Queensland Seniors Week, which is 23 August, we’ll be celebrating with a day of recognition for the care army called We Care Day.


Next Monday marks Queensland Road Safety Week, and we’ll be lighting up the Victoria and Story bridges, City Hall, Tropical Dome and Reddacliff Place in yellow in acknowledgement of that important safety event and campaign. Finally, today marks Vietnam Veterans Day. One of the terribly sad things on the weekend was to see the dwindling numbers of veterans from World War II that are still with us. It won’t be too far into the future where there are no longer any World War II veterans with us, but we very much have many Vietnam veterans with us, and whether they were voluntary enlisted soldiers, sailors and airmen and women, or whether they were conscripted, our Vietnam veterans deserve recognition.


I recently, on a recent weekend, had the opportunity to view that Australian movie, Danger Close. Has anyone else seen that—about the Battle of Long Tan? It was a tear-jerker. But just a reminder of what our Vietnam veterans had to go through, many of them who were just 19, at such a young age, conscripted, sent overseas to the jungles of a foreign land, and many of whom never came back. So, today, we commemorate all the battles fought by Australians in Vietnam, and we will remember your contribution to our country and our community.


Moving into the formal items before us, item A relates to some tidy up and finalisation work for the corridor upgrade on Telegraph Road. This is one of the many projects where our Administration has invested in the outer suburbs of Brisbane, upgrading the infrastructure and road network and bikeway network, and walking infrastructure, with new roads, footpaths and bikeways. This project was one that we did to be timed to finish in time for the Gateway North Upgrade to be completed.

So, it was a great example of Council investing in its network to support the investment that the Federal Government and, to a lesser extent, the State Government, was making in the motorway network. So, that’s been a great project, and this is about finalising some of the land transfers and dedication of road reserve that needed to happen with that project.

We have at item B the Wakerley Bikeway project. Once again, this is a similar type of submission which relates to land needs for the creation of a new bikeway connection. This is along Rickertt Road in Ransome. This is a gateway to the city from Redlands City. This is a corridor that we have invested heavily in with the recent upgrades along that corridor, where Council, together with the Federal Government, invested in the Green Camp Road corridor upgrade. 

We’re also about to, together with the Federal Government, invest in the upgrade of Rickertt Road and Chelsea Road at Ransome. As an additional added project, we’ll be working to create safe cycling and walking infrastructure along what is a rural road at the moment. So, this is about the land requirements for that.

Items C and D relate to the green bridges at Kangaroo Point and Breakfast Creek. As I referred to earlier in the meeting, this is one of my first commitments as LORD MAYOR to progress these green bridges, and we are getting on with it. The Kangaroo Point bridge in particular has been talked about for around 100 years. We’re going to build it. We’re not going to talk about it anymore. We’re going to build it. While there’s still ongoing consultation to be done, what we know is this: the residents and the community of Brisbane want these projects to happen, and they want us to get on with it, and that’s what we’re doing. 

What we know is that these projects will help to provide new active and healthy links into our city, to provide connections where there are no connections, and to also provide a critical stimulus to our economy and to local businesses and jobs at a time when we need it the most. Now, we will continue to work to seek funding from other levels of government, but we are not going to wait around until they bring their budgets down. We need to get on with these projects.

If we are to wait until either the State Government or the Federal Government brings down their budget, we see potentially many more months of delay. We also see the uncertainty about whether there will be any funding in the next budget at either level of government. We need to get on with these projects and create jobs, and that is what we will be doing. We will still continue to advocate and lobby strongly for funding from the State and Federal Government for these projects, and acknowledging that, until now, our pedestrian and cyclist bridges in Brisbane have traditionally been funded and built by the State Government. Until now, projects like Kangaroo Point pedestrian bridge, and in fact Newstead to Teneriffe—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

71/2020-21
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 Sarah HUTTON.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, would you mind just turn your microphone off and then back on again, and your timer will restart.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay, thank you. Acknowledging that, until recently, those two bridges were actually identified as State Government projects which were in the past designated as important projects at the State Government level. Since then we have seen no action and no progress, and in fact, until recently, we saw pure obstructionism from the State Government, where there was this ridiculous idea that people in super yachts were more important than the people of Brisbane, and the Kangaroo Point bridge was going to be jeopardised by a super yacht trial. Thankfully we’ve had some common sense prevail, and we’re getting on with the project. I thank the State Government for getting out of the way in relation to that.


But what they can do to help is to allocate some money as part of their stimulus efforts towards these projects, because that will help us deliver more going forward and provide more for the people of Brisbane. They are quite clearly projects that are State Government priorities, or should be State Government priorities, because they were originally proposed by the State Government in a number of cases.


We have heard some speculation about where an additional green bridge, or a fifth green bridge should go. Thank you, Councillor COOK, for your strong support of the Green Bridges Program. We appreciate that support. But I did do some digging around on this, and—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—I uncovered some interesting information, because we have heard in the past—and I mentioned just before that the State Government had proposed a green bridge between Teneriffe and Bulimba, and there was a familiar ring to this. I’m like, haven’t we heard this talked about before? Yes, indeed we have. Minister Hinchliffe claims back in 2016 that $125,000 has been allocated in this financial year, through the Queensland Transport and Road Investment Program, to undertake preliminary option analysis for a shared bicycle and pedestrian bridge from Teneriffe to Bulimba. This investigation commenced in late 2015 and is estimated for completion in mid-2016.


Has anyone seen this report? Has anyone seen the outcome of that investigation, because I certainly haven’t? But I do know someone in this room who has an in with Minister Hinchliffe, and I would be very keen to see that report, because I know that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition would be keen to see it as well, because it might assist in her in advocating for local residents for that fifth green bridge. 


But, given that there’s some State work that’s already happened on this, let’s have a look at that first before jumping in blindfolded, effectively. So, Councillor CASSIDY, clear mission for you: please help us to get access to that report that was due for completion in mid-2016, and then we can make a judgment on whether that’s a good idea or not.


But, having said that, we’re moving ahead with the first two bridges. We will, if necessary, fully fund them, but we would prefer to partially fund them. But we know the importance of driving jobs, of building infrastructure right now, and we’re getting on with it. 

This project, in particular, or this significant procurement plan that we see in front of us, will deliver a couple of things. First of all, the Kangaroo Point to the city green bridge, or pedestrian and cyclist bridge, we’ve done significant work on this bridge already when it comes to the planning and design. We were out there today, and there’s test drilling that is under way for geotechnical investigations, and that’s really exciting to see that work progressing. On Friday, we’ll also be briefing the industry as well on how they can get involved now that we’re gearing up the procurement process.

I do ask for the support of all Councillors for these two SCPs, because they are really critical. They are good projects. When it comes to the second one, the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge, but also importantly a major part of this project will be the extension of the Lores Bonney Riverwalk. The Lores Bonney Riverwalk has been a fantastic success as we’ve upgraded Kingsford Smith Drive, and we can see everyday thousands of people using that bit of infrastructure. 

But, as we know, you get to the end of the Lores Bonney Riverwalk and it gets to a quite narrow and quite precarious pathway that certainly doesn’t meet current standards or expectations, and effectively directs people to a relatively narrow footpath along a very busy road. So, what we want to do is we want to extend the Lores Bonney Riverwalk and in fact approximately half of the budget of this bridge will not be on the bridge itself but will be on upgrading and extending the Lores Bonney Riverwalk. 

Riverwalk structures themselves are effectively bridge structures. They are not cheap, but they are really important infrastructure assets for the city. So, we’ll see approximately $67 million invested into both the bridge and also the extension of the Lores Bonney Riverwalk as well, which is a complementary project to the bridge. That will give people the opportunity then to connect into Newstead Park and to connect into other parts of the active transport network, including existing sections of Riverwalk further down. That way, people will have some choices coming off the great Kingsford Smith Drive Lores Bonney Riverwalk.

We know that as Hamilton Northshore continues to grow, the demand for active transport will continue to grow as well. We also know that it is an important part of people’s day that they get their daily exercise. If you live at Hamilton Northshore and you work in the Valley or the city, getting that morning or afternoon ride or walk in is an important part of an active and healthy lifestyle. We want to make it easier and support that activity, but also that helps reduce traffic congestion on the road as well and is part of a more liveable and sustainable city.

These two projects are estimated to create 500 jobs at the peak of construction, and we’re looking forward now to engaging with the industry to finesse the design of those two structures. What I can say is that the reference design for Kangaroo Point and Breakfast Creek, if that was the ultimate design and that was what is built, I’d think that would be fantastic. But I suspect that, through this process of engagement with the industry, that design will get even better. There will be further improvements made—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—and we’ll see that process continuing.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will the LORD MAYOR take a question?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, will you take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
Sure.

Chair:
Please proceed, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks. Through you, Chair, to the LORD MAYOR, I’m obviously very excited about the Kangaroo Point bridge in particular. I was just wanting to know, I read in the documents reference to shading for the pedestrian part of the bridge. Would you agree that there should also be shade or roofing structures for the cyclists, given that cyclists aren’t waterproof?

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for reading the document, Councillor SRI, through you, Mr Chair. Look, definitely shading is something that we aspire to provide on these structures. One thing you’ve got to bear in mind is the practicality of trying to shade a structure which we’re trying to limit the visual impact of, but also a structure where, in the morning, the sun is coming in from this way, and in the afternoon it's coming in from this way, and only during the middle of the day will that structure provide—you know, so there’s some challenges to shading a structure like a bridge. So, we will do our best. 

We will work with the industry to try and provide as much shade as possible to the users of that bridge, but I do know one thing: it takes a lot longer to walk across a bridge than it does to cycle across a bridge. So, for that reason, pedestrians are prioritised. But, having said that, if we can get shade that benefits both users, that’s a great thing as well.

While we’re talking about shade on bridges as well, I note that Jackie Trad, the member for South Brisbane, has put in a request to Council for shading to be considered for the Victoria Bridge, and that is something that we are having a look at. We need to determine whether the structural integrity of the bridge will allow that. We need to build that shade in a way, if we’re going to build it, that will not jeopardise the structural integrity of the bridge. It is designed as a very slender bridge. 

But also, any funding that the State Government could put towards that project would be welcomed. Any assistance with various aspects of the project that help us fast-track Metro would be very much welcomed. Then we can all have our win‑win situation that benefits the wider population of Brisbane and also those local residents in South Brisbane that will be walking or cycling across Victoria Bridge too. So, there’s a lot of exciting things happening, and I’m particularly excited about these two projects and the significant contracting plan. I do ask for all Councillors to support these items, as they’re important infrastructure projects at this time.

Finally, is the Suburban Priority Projects Fund, which I referred to before. This fund, Councillor CASSIDY and others, you’ll be interested to know that you can use this to repair or upgrade or build new footpaths. You can use it for other things as well.

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 Sarah HUTTON.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. I love the irony of Councillor JOHNSTON saying that 30 minutes is enough.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
We all think that when you talk too, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Actually, it’s never just 30 minutes, it’s usually one hour and 30 minutes, two hours—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Righto, that’s enough. Back to business, please.

LORD MAYOR:
But as you will see in this item—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, no. No, silence please. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
—we’ve provided a boost for local Councillors to be spread evenly right across the city to invest in local priority projects. These are not the big infrastructure projects that we traditionally think about with stimulus. These are local projects, and an opportunity to engage in many cases local contractors, and opportunity to support the great community assets, parklands, out in the suburbs of Brisbane. 

So, this priority fund will allow Councillors to invest in park improvements, footpath improvements, active transport infrastructure projects, community facility infrastructure projects on Council managed land, and these are the type of things that I know local Councillors will be really keen to see money invested in. I look forward to seeing the proposals and projects that they put forward from this fund. The important thing is, we need to get that investment happening this financial year, and that’s a boost on top of the normal $500,000 per Councillor that’s provided through the Suburban Enhancement Fund. So, I look forward to seeing this funding rolling out equally across the wards of Brisbane and know this will deliver some great community outcomes.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. I rise to speak on all of these items before us today, and we’ll just start from the top. So, on the Telegraph Road corridor upgrade stage 2 project, this item before us is, I suppose, the very, very last stage of this project to formalise the land use changes due to the roadworks which were completed, I think, in December 2018. The works are long completed, obviously, and some of the land which was parks reserve now forms part of the roadway. 

There were several parcels of land that were resumed on what is the Bill Brown Reserve and was the home of the Bramble Bay Pony Club which were unceremoniously kicked out by this Administration subsequently. But that’s the land which we are talking about here as well as the easement with Powerlink and Energex. So, this is just a very formalisation of that project, as is Clause B, the subdivision of that land to enable the Wakerley bikeway project to proceed through the parkland at 60 Rickertt Road. So, those two are very straightforward.


On Clauses C and D, I’ll talk about those concurrently, Chair. They’re the Stores Board submissions for Council to seek EOIs (Expressions of Interest) for design and construction of the green bridge at Kangaroo Point and another at Breakfast Creek. I think we all know, and the people of Brisbane are rapidly finding out that the LORD MAYOR’s much vaunted green bridges plan that he announced when he was appointed LORD MAYOR was more an election pitch than planned infrastructure at the time. 


This LORD MAYOR, Chair, announced it with great fanfare, but in reality, they were just dots on a map. Now, we know that the Breakfast Creek bridge is a sensible extension of that bikeway through there, and the Kangaroo Point bridge is something that has been talked about ad nauseam for some time and something that we’ve been on the record as supporting and proposing for a long time. 

But the overall plan which the LORD MAYOR announced way back then in April of 2019 was supposed to be transformative, and there were some great graphics that his Office or the LNP had done up. I suppose Council and the LNP are one in the same when it comes to the polling which they do, Chair. But he’s now claiming that it is all jobs, jobs, jobs in today’s reannouncement. But we know from his own figures that he’s released that those jobs won’t be coming online until 2023.

So, the jobs that will be needed here today in Brisbane are jobs again in the construction industry and civil construction, and good jobs like kerbside collections for instance, or constructing new footpaths and fast-tracking that basic infrastructure and basic bikeway infrastructure out in the community. So, the rhetoric of the LORD MAYOR here today in re-announcing what is something that he has largely already announced so many times over and over again that we’ve lost count is pretty paper thin, Chair.

We have amazing missing links in our suburbs, and we know there are missing links in getting people to and from each end of these proposed green bridges, even the one that will be fast-tracked in three years’ time at Kangaroo Point. There’s an amazing lack of infrastructure at either end of those, and of course the 2,000 kilometres of broken and dangerous footpaths around our city that we know about that is still sitting on the to-do list on this LORD MAYOR’s watch.

We know that Brisbane is now on this Administration’s own figures that they released last week swimming in garbage after the LORD MAYOR scrapped kerbside collections. But he is more interested today in putting out expensive fly‑throughs of a project that is sometime happening in three years’ time than dealing with the issues that are facing our city today. 

We’re not saying we don’t support green bridges. We have proposed the Kangaroo Point Green Bridge in the past and have been on record as supporting green bridges and more river crossings here in the river city. But this LORD MAYOR is using this as an opportunity over and over and over again to not talk about the issues that need to be talked about here in Brisbane.

Now, the other interesting thing that the LORD MAYOR let slip today in the media around these green bridges was the cost. Now, we were told the cost was largely commercial in confidence, but the LORD MAYOR’s media release put it out there for everyone to see. The total cost of these bridges is half of the budget going forward for all of the green bridges. So he proposed five green bridges and committed at the election to building five green bridges. We’re now seeing two of those being rolled out, that are the simplest and cheapest to build, that are using half of the budget that is available. 

So, when you look at this LORD MAYOR’s track record, it’s becoming quite evident what is going to happen to the green bridges program. He is the king of cost blowouts, Chair, this LORD MAYOR. The IT project that he signed off and designed as the Finance Chair in this Council was $27 million down the toilet and nowhere to be seen. When he was Infrastructure Chair in the Council here, Chair, he designed and signed off on the Kingsford Smith Drive project which was 12 months delayed and 100% of the available contingency was used—a worst case scenario project on this LORD MAYOR’s watch.

The Metro, which when he was Public Transport Chair—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, I appreciate you’re building an argument, but can I please draw you back to the bridges specifically?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. So, we know from the LORD MAYOR’s own admission that he is the LORD MAYOR of cost blowouts. He has admitted today that this bridge program will be a cost blowout. When you look at the size of the bridges that are being built—Kangaroo Point bridge is a pretty substantial structure, and the bridge over the Breakfast Creek is a fairly small bikeway extension. So, if those two are costing close to $260 million, you don’t have to go to much length to realise that to realise the three extra bridges sometime in this term—we assume that’s not going to happen now given the timeframe of fast-tracking—is going to lead to a cost blowout far exceeding the $300 million cost blowout on the Metro, far exceeding that.


So, without some amazing intervention from other levels of government, he likes to blame other levels of government for everything left, right and centre and previous Administrations and me and everyone else, but he is going to go cap in hand to other levels of government because if he can’t get that funding from the State or the Federal Government, Chair, we know that the bite is going to be put onto the ratepayers of Brisbane. He said he’s going to spend $550 million on these projects. We know that half of that is now being eaten up by the two easiest bridges to be built. What happens to the other three?


Now, we know that Councillor ADERMANN got one knocked off. The LORD MAYOR said that that will be moved to another location. Councillor COOK has been on the front foot from day one and is leading the charge to consult the community east of the Story Bridge about that location. But really big questions remain to be answered, Chair, by this LORD MAYOR. Which of those bridges are going to be scrapped to stay on budget, or what rate rises will we be seeing in the forward estimates and the out years of coming budgets to fill the black hole that his pre-election commitment has created? They’re the questions that have not been answered by this LORD MAYOR.


On Clause E, Chair, COVID-19 Suburban Projects Fund, we’ve heard this LORD MAYOR and this Administration talk up their COVID-19 response, but in reality, at every turn and every time you scratch the surface about something that is supposedly a response to the economic crisis that’s about to face our city from COVID-19, the reality is most of the funding for most of these projects being sought from the State or Federal Government, as we saw over recent weeks, Chair—and again, this goes back to this LORD MAYOR loves to apportion blame to everyone else, but then when he needs to get things done, he goes cap in hand to other levels of government, and I think people are starting to rapidly see through that approach that this LORD MAYOR takes. 


What we do need, and what we needed at budget time and we’ve needed each and every week is a LORD MAYOR who’s willing to show up and to support the community and invest in the projects that will make a difference now, that will make a difference in the coming months and over the coming years, not these projects, gold-plated projects, that are off in the never-never. What we got in the budget was a half-baked plan, Chair. It wasn’t a COVID-19 response. This LORD MAYOR is more than happy to be spending $6.5 million a year advertising himself, $800,000 on market research and polling to see how he’s doing, but he—

Chair:
You’ve got five seconds from—

Councillor CASSIDY:
There we go. I need an extension.

Chair:
All right, Councillor CASSIDY, your time has expired.
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At that point, Councillor Jared CASSIDY was granted an extension of time on the motion of Councillor Kara COOK, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair, there we go. Just 10 more minutes to go, now, everyone. We’ll be wrapping it up rapidly. I guarantee it will be less than the LORD MAYOR.


So, as I said, $800,000 on market research and polling. That’s where this LORD MAYOR’s priorities are, Chair, not on the so-called suburban priority projects, which is just $270,000. The LORD MAYOR went to some lengths during Question Time and E&C just now talking about footpaths specifically, trying to intimate that the funding that is allocated under the previous Ward Parks and Footpath Trust Fund, and the current Suburban Enhancement Fund and this project, is supposedly all about repairing broken footpaths. That has never been the case. Those funds were designed to install new infrastructure in the community, whether it is park upgrades and embellishments or new footpaths. 

We know that barely 20% of Brisbane’s streets have complete footpaths in them. There are some 6,000 streets that don’t have any footpaths in them whatsoever, so that very meagre funding, the $270,000 plus the half a million dollars that is allocated, if you spend all of that on new footpaths, might do a couple of complete streets a year if you’re very lucky. If you’ve got a large street, it might do one street a year. 

So, for this LORD MAYOR to get up in here, Chair, and try to muddy the waters and say, oh well, the real reason that dangerous footpaths that are crumbling under foot are not being fixed is because Labor Councillors aren’t using—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, that was one that was my fault, Councillor COOK, that’s right. Sometimes it’s Jim Soorley’s fault, sometimes it’s Clem Jones’ fault, Peter Beattie’s fault sometimes—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
This one was definitely my fault, Chair, apparently, that the Suburban Enhancement Fund wasn’t being used by Labor Councillors to fix the dangerous and dodgy footpaths that are crumbling under people’s feet. These are footpaths that are causing significant harm to people. 

I had a lady who tripped on Lascelles Street in Brighton come into my office early last year. She sustained significant, significant injuries, and when Council officers went out and inspected that footpath, they had to grind down 60 spots on one street to make it a temporary fix. A replacement has not been programmed for that street. No replacement is in sight. The only replacement I’ve seen of a footpath that is in desperate need of it was the footpath that an elderly woman died on in Seymour Street in Sandgate, Chair. 

So, for this LORD MAYOR to get up and say there is nothing to see here, this problem we have in Brisbane is all Labor Councillors’ faults because you’re not using the Suburban Enhancement Fund and this new COVID-19 priority fund to fix the problems that the budget should be fixing. There are items in the budget for footpath restoration and replacement, and new footpaths are understood to be done under the Suburban Enhancement Fund and now this project. So, I don’t accept that at all, whatsoever.

I’ve had Council officers come to me this financial year and beg me to use some of the Suburban Enhancement Fund or funding in this to help replace dangerous and dodgy footpaths, because they’re so concerned about them, but they’re not receiving the funding in capital, despite submitting those requests at an officer level with a high priority year after year after year after year after year.

So, this year I’ve agreed with my Council officers to replace the dangerous footpaths along Flinders Parade at Brighton on the Brighton foreshore because, despite election commitments from this LORD MAYOR, he’s not put one single cent into fixing the dangerous situation on the Brighton foreshore, and Nineteenth Avenue in Brighton which leads from the foreshore to the Brighton Health Campus, where a lot of people who are having rehab, and people who are some of the most vulnerable in our community are living, access that, and that is a pathetic footpath through there.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
So, Councillor MURPHY thinks the system works where Council officers are forced to go to a Councillor and beg that they use the Suburban Enhancement Fund to fund projects that should be funded under capital. That’s what Councillor MURPHY is saying. If you think that system works, that system stinks, Councillor MURPHY. That system stinks. 


We’ve got a LORD MAYOR who’s more interested in spending $6.5 million a year advertising himself and marketing himself than fixing footpaths in our city, some of the most basic things that a Council can do. If that is the priority of this Administration, Chair, I think people would rightly be outraged, and they will when they hear about that. They will when they hear about that, Chair. I think it is unacceptable that the LORD MAYOR gets away with saying it’s everybody else’s fault but his. 

I mean, a real leader would stand up and say, right, there are real serious issues out in the community. Particularly at the moment, as a COVID-19 response, we want to get jobs rolling out immediately in our community. Instead of talking about jobs in 2023, how about we talk about jobs in August, September, October, November and December of 2020, and actually start investing in our suburbs.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair; I rise to join the debate on item E, the COVID-19 Suburban Priority Projects Fund. As I mentioned in the Chamber earlier, COVID-19 has significantly changed the way we live and do business in Brisbane, and indeed across the country and the globe. We know that the economic impact will be felt for some time to come, certainly many years.


In recognition of the challenges being faced, Council has implemented significant measures to soften the economic blow that the residents, ratepayers and businesses of Brisbane will endure. These measures include rates relief through rebates, rates freezes and deferrals, initiatives to encourage Brisbane residents to support local business, and undertaking work to identify future growth, new market and business opportunities.


While the economic recovery of our city is crucial to supporting the lifestyle we have enjoyed in Brisbane, much of what happens across the city is very localised. Nobody knows their local communities better than local Councillors. Councillors have a good line of sight to projects across their wards that will not only support economic activity but have a discernible payback for their local communities through improved amenity and social inclusion. 

I would note that social isolation has been as real an impact during the coronavirus period as the economic impacts. Funds like this will help to deliver things which will encourage people to get out and about, improvements to our parks, improvements to community facilities, and anything we can do to reignite community engagement is a good thing.


Now, to support this, Council implemented the COVID-19 Suburban Priority Projects Fund, and I would note this is a one-off initiative designed to deliver ward-focused projects designed to generate small business engagement, elevate local things to see and do, and breathe life back into our neighbourhoods, and revitalise the community. As the LORD MAYOR noted, each ward will have access to $270,000, and a total of just over $7 million. 


In reference to some of the points Councillor CASSIDY made, the $6 million man from Deagon—and I quote—Councillor CASSIDY has been on the record as saying, $6 million is not much in the scheme of things. So, he probably thinks $7 million isn’t a lot of money, but for me, personally, I think $7 million is a great contribution to helping support our communities. I, for one, am delighted that I’m getting an extra $270,000 to support the community in Northgate.


Now, these projects include things such as park improvements, footpath improvements, active transport infrastructure projects and community facility upgrades on Council managed land. So, there is a significant range of projects that these funds can be directed to. Certainly, I’m sure all Councillors have a list of projects where this type of funding can be directed and given that this is a one‑off opportunity—and I’d point out there’s no provision for carryovers. I really encourage all Councillors to start to engage with their officers to get these projects moving.


So, COVID-19 hasn’t just taken its toll on our economy. In some cases, it’s reduced our ability to interact socially and reduced our ability to be involved in our community. So, I would really encourage Councillors to maximise the use of these funds. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman; I rise to speak on items C, D and E. Just firstly with respect to items C and D, I would like to be able to debate this properly, but unfortunately, we can’t because of the commercial in confidence restrictions that have been placed on the paperwork before us today as Council. But I am concerned about the phenomenal amount of money that’s being invested into these two bridges. 

I certainly understand and think that a new bridge from Kangaroo Point across to the Botanic Gardens is a great idea. The Botanic Gardens in the city is such a fantastic resource for our city, and better access to it and that part of the city I think is a very positive thing.


Beyond that, I think that there’s been very little discussion with Councillors or with the community about where the other green bridges should go. I note that, when the LNP decides where they want to put one, they’ll go out and consult with residents, and then can only still manage to get 60% of those residents to agree that that’s a good idea. That’s the figures for out at Breakfast Creek. It’s just such a shame that we don’t have proper discussion about where these green bridges should go. I see speculation again today in the Brisbane Times online that they’re now looking at another one from West End to Toowong on the ABC site. So, you know—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thanks so much for your contribution. It’s not in these papers before us today, so it’s still speculative at this point. But I thank the LORD MAYOR and Councillor ADAMS for both interjecting then. They’re going to be really happy to buy back this parcel of land to prevent development on the site, but that’s not something that they’re prepared to consider out in Corinda. So, I’ll again mention that to my residents when I see them, that they’re happy to buy back land in LNP wards to prevent development from happening, but they’re not prepared to do it in other parts of the city. So, thanks for that interjection, it was well timed.


The other thing that concerns me in the paperwork before us today—and this is really quite extraordinary—there are, as we’ve heard from the LORD MAYOR, there is some $550 million being invested in the green bridge program over the next four years, about which half is going to be spent in these two bridges at Breakfast Creek and Kangaroo Point. However, the biggest problem in the Council papers before us today is this—and I quote—this is about the request for tender and the expressions of interest standard to be used. 

So, this is the briefing information that we are giving to the private sector to bid for projects worth hundreds of millions of dollars from Council, and I quote, ‘The RFT (Request for Tender) will be based on documents used by the Indooroopilly Riverwalk Radnor Street stage 1, modified to reflect the specific requirements of the BCGB (Breakfast Creek Green Bridge) project.’ We’re about to spend several hundred million dollars without specific paperwork being undertaken. In my view, that’s unacceptable. Council needs to do all the proper planning and preparation now before the project is committed, and this is why projects in this Council continue to go bad. 

If they are not properly scoped, not properly explained to the private sector, if they’re not properly tendered, if the right detail is not provided, then we absolutely get bad outcomes. Working for a major contractor for many years, the same thing. If a project starts badly, it’s going to end even worse. So, I have concerns that we are being asked to endorse hundreds of millions of dollars today on the basis of, well, we’ll just use the same paperwork we used for the Riverwalk. 

So, that is a really big concern to me, and I really don’t believe that Council has done enough homework, and the proper homework, to support the expenditure of hundreds of millions of dollars of ratepayers’ funds. We need to do the due diligence first before putting these projects out to tender. 


Finally, with respect to item E, the Suburban Priority Projects Fund, there’s a couple of things I want to—oh, sorry, just to finish off on that, and I suspect, like Councillor CASSIDY, that the green bridges program will go a bit like the TransApex project that Newman announced in his Lord Mayoral bid. It started off with doing one or two, and then the rest of them just never happened, or the State took them over. So, it looks like he’s learnt a few things in his time with Campbell Newman, and that’s how to watch a promise dissipate over time, and he just hopes people will forget. Well, I don’t think they will.


Item E, I just want to say a couple of things about this firstly. The LORD MAYOR today has been very critical about footpath projects, but I think there’s a lot of new Councillors in the Chamber, so I just think we should talk about what actually happened with all of these projects. When I started, Councillors used to get a proportion of infrastructure charges directly into a trust fund which was able to be used for parks projects. Where development was happening in particular areas, that money was reinvested back into those local communities where development was happening. That was a pretty fair way to do it, to be honest, because where there’s a lot of growth, there needs to be an upgrade to services.


Now, that was for parks projects. Now, Campbell Newman scrapped all of that in 2009, and then this parks footpath project was—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—the park footpath project was started to allow—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair. 

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I’m sorry, so many Councillors in the Chamber are talking, I’m having difficulty hearing the speaker.

Chair:
No, thank you. Councillors, please allow the speaker to be heard in silence.

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, and then in 2009 the fund was introduced for parks projects. That was for new parks projects. Then, a few years later, it morphed into, under Quirk—sorry, Graham Quirk—it morphed into, well, we’ll just add new footpaths into that. Then, now, under this LORD MAYOR, it’s morphed into roadworks, footpaths, you know, and it’s only gone up a couple of hundred thousand dollars.


Now, as it turns out, we’ve heard today the LORD MAYOR wants us to fix old footpaths as well as build new footpaths. The amount of money has only gone up by a little bit. We’re getting this one-off additional amount of money which can be used for small projects in our wards, but the amount being used in my ward—$270,000, the same for all other Councillors—is less than what the LORD MAYOR is spending on marketing research and surveys just in the past year. So, I don’t think the LORD MAYOR is prioritising this funding in the right way.


We do have more people staying closer to home, and our parks, footpaths and bikeways are busier than ever. We don’t really have bikeways out my way—there just aren’t any. There’s some yellow bikes painted on the bitumen, but you know, they’re not bikeways. So, I remain very concerned that we’re just not investing enough into the existing local areas. 


The LORD MAYOR then picks and chooses to fund millions of dollars out of the capital portion of the budget into certain wards, and Tennyson Ward has missed out for the best part of a decade. Only last year did we get the first parks capital project in a decade in my ward. That was a playground at Turley Street in Fairfield. So, you know, there’s a very unfair allocation of resources around all of the wards in this city. We all get the basics, but then some wards also get the gold-plated extras.


As I have always done—always—I split that money between parks projects and footpath projects. Certainly, it’s just for the purposes of weighing up how much all these projects are and which ones were ready to go. The other thing, I mean, I got my requests in back in July, but we were told they had to be projects that were ready to go almost immediately, so there is one footpath project from this $270,000, and two parks projects. 


Finally, I just want to say the LORD MAYOR cut the Lord Mayor’s Community Funds this year from $75,000 to $34,000. He voted against establishing a scheme to approve grants funding and said no. He intends to just blame the State Government for the restrictions they’ve put on discretionary funds. Yet, here we are today approving a new process for the approval of $270,000 in funding from the Suburban Priority Projects Funds. It just demonstrates that this LORD MAYOR only wants to play politics. The Lord Mayor’s Community Funds could have had a similar scheme—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired. 

Further speakers?

Councillor HUTTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Councillor HUTTON. 

Point of order to you, Councillor HUTTON.

ADJOURNMENT:

	74/2020-21

At that time, 3.57pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Sarah HUTTON, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 20 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors locked.
Council stood adjourned at 4pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back, Councillors. 

Further speakers? 

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on items A and C in the E&C Report. Telegraph Road corridor upgrade project, the resumption of land or the completion of the resumption of land, and also on the Brekky Creek bridge, which I’m looking forward to. Just briefly on item A before us, as has been said by other speakers, this is the completion of the handing over of works recognising that this is now road reserve. It was former park or designated as park but not brilliant, but a park. So, this is now recognition of that transfer of land to acknowledge it now as road reserve.


This was work that was undertaken and completed in 2018 under the former Chair for Infrastructure, Amanda Cooper, and I’m sure her delivery of this great project will be recognised in the forthcoming contest for Aspley, because Councillor Cooper, as the Infrastructure Chair, was certainly responsible for getting great outcomes for this city, and for the northside of the city, and I know she will continue to do that work as the member for Aspley.


As was mentioned, this is a widening of the corridor, and this formally dedicates the land utilised for the road project. There have been over 4,500 new trees planted, and 68,000 ground cover plants planted in the project area as part of the upgrade. So, while we see the necessity for road upgrades, this was one that allowed for a fairly lengthy corridor, 4.3 kilometres, to four lanes. It certainly improves the flood resilience, delivers better active travel infrastructure, that new signalised crossing on Lemke Road, new cyclist and pedestrian underpasses on Depot Road and Lemke Road, online bike lanes and new shared paths. So, a good outcome all along. But I believe that there’s no great controversy in this place about the re-dedication of that land.


In relation to item C, Mr Chair, this is the procurement strategy for the delivery of the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge, extending it into the Lores Bonney Riverwalk. This is, Mr Chair, an excellent outcome. I commend the Chair, Councillor MURPHY, for making sure that a diagonal design is the design that we’re proceeding with, cutting across from the Lores Bonney Riverwalk to the southern side of the existing Breakfast Creek bridge, a great outcome, and I thank him for being the champion for that particular design, because I know this is a design that will deliver great outcomes for the residents of Brisbane in my ward and elsewhere across the whole of the city.


We see thousands and thousands of people using the Lores Bonney Riverwalk, but currently there’s no logical connection for them when they get to that end at Breakfast Creek. This will be a great outcome when this bridge proceeds. 


I heard Councillor JOHNSTON earlier talking about the procurement process. There’s one thing that Councillor JOHNSTON and I have in common—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
That is, we both worked as public affairs managers for infrastructure companies, for engineering firms, in our past. But that’s where it ends, because from that point on, I don’t claim to be an expert on all things engineering as a consequence of working as a spin doctor for an engineering firm. I do leave that to the experts in the field. I’m pleased to do so. That does relate to the procurement processes that are involved. Look, we stepped through a process that Councillor JOHNSTON says she does not support. I do support, because it provides for early intervention by the potential contractors to get involved in the final design. The strategy that Councillor JOHNSTON says we must have is to do only a design and construct—that is, giving the finished product to constructors and making them build that. Well, the process that we’ll be going through, we’re going through it for the Indooroopilly roundabout, and the process is the same here as outlined as the delivery options in item C from 27 through to 30. It outlines the model that allows for early tender involvement, and that’s a good thing. That’s a good thing. It means that if there are any issues associated with the design from the City Projects Office, those who are likely to be involved in constructing it can get involved in making the final design.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, no, Councillor.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
So, as opposed to Councillor JOHNSTON who’s finally just re-joined the Chamber, coming from wherever she’s been, I say this is a good process to allow for early tender involvement in the process for construction.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
It allows for collaboration, and it allows for getting projects under way as quickly as we possibly can to provide for great outcomes. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor STRUNK. 

Well, no—Councillor STRUNK, please. 

Councillor STRUNK, have you got your card?

Councillor STRUNK:
I’ve had to leave it here.

Chair:
Okay. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Please proceed.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Listen, I wasn’t going to say anything regards to item A, but Councillor McLACHLAN informed us actually, which was quite amazing, that there is a little bit of pork barrelling going on out there for the former Councillor, Councillor Cooper—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor STRUNK:
—who was probably always going to run for that seat. She frontloaded a lot of the stuff, no doubt, but maybe I’m being a little bit cynical there.


But I just want to speak about item E, which is the Suburban Priority Projects. As all Councillors have done, Mr Chair, we sort of sat down with officers probably at this stage and worked out where we’d like to spend that money, that $270,000. We’re never going to push that away, because there is many projects in my ward that I’ve been trying to get funded over many years, or the last four years, if that’s many. But the money always seems to be spent, or the large amounts of money seems to always be spent in the CBD or the inner-city suburbs. 

Our outlying suburbs are missing out pretty much all the time, for these large projects, I’m speaking about now. That’s upgrades of intersections and things like that. But the reason I wanted to speak on this one is because there’s two projects, but similar in scope. The first one is the installation of an amenities block in the park called Kev Hooper Park, which is the largest park in my ward. Probably in the last four or five years, we’ve been gradually putting a bit of infrastructure in the park, and this will sort of finish off what I wanted to do. So, that $270,000 came at a timely time, a timely manner, but I also wanted to upgrade the one at D.J. Sherrington, which is where our skate park is as well. Hopefully there will be enough money to do that.

But really, you know, it’s a small amount of money for the amount of ratepayer money that goes into the coffers of Brisbane City Council every year from my ward and other wards as well, of course. So, we found out in the Questions on Notice that $34 million goes into the coffers of Brisbane City Council from my ward, and really, you know, yes, you’re giving us $270,000 for this particular fund for this one-off year, right, but really, if I look at how much actually is coming my way from this last budget, it was $6.5 million out of the $34 million that goes into the coffers. 

So, I thank the LORD MAYOR for giving us the $270,000. I’m not going to be disingenuous about that, but I would have thought that the projects out in the suburbs showed a bigger priority than the projects inside the suburbs or inside the CBD area and/or surrounding inner-city suburbs. But it seems that’s where the investment seems to always flow, and it’s really sad that we do without in the outer suburbs. I’ll just finish my comments there. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair; I’ll just keep it really quick. Just regarding the Kangaroo Point foot bridge, I’m generally supportive of this, obviously, but I have my usual concerns about outsourcing to private contractors, and I think it would be better if Council maintained a structure where it could undertake these major projects in-house. I obviously won’t go into that debate here. 


But I did just want to query the 12-month period for defects and warranty and just understand, is that defects liability period/warranty period, where it says minimum 12 months, is that fairly common, or for a larger project like this, might we want to be insisting on a longer defects period in case something emerges? If the Mayor could speak to that briefly, I’d be interested in the response.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. Look, I have to get up in light of what the LORD MAYOR said earlier and said that I was only building four footpaths. I did actually sign off on others yesterday, so his records might be a bit behind. We have Fairy Street, Beattie Road, Watson Road, Beverley Hill Street, Lyon Street, Koala Road, Cane Street, Helles Street, Luxworth Street and Hansom Parade either full or in part being built. This money has come in really handy. It’s been really useful. I’ve tried to get that money out as quickly as possible, because I could spend double this amount of money. If anyone has any left over, or if they can’t spend it, my ward could really benefit from it.


In relation to also this weekend we start work outside the Rocklea Hotel rebuilding or reconstructing the footpath out there. I know Sam, the owner of that hotel, is very happy with that work as well. So, once again, welcome this money, and any more money the LORD MAYOR wants to throw out way or give our way, I will get it into the community as quickly as possible. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Thank you very much, Chair; I rise to speak on items B, C and D. Item C, the significant contracting plan for the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge and the extension of the Lores Bonney Riverwalk, and item D, the significant contracting plan for Kangaroo Point Green Bridge. So, I’ll speak to those first. 


Following the first phase of community and stakeholder engagement, which occurred in late 2019, Council is now embarking on the next phase of community consultation for both of these bridges, and we will commence engagement with industry around procurement opportunities. The draft reference design for the Kangaroo Point Green Bridge and the concept design for the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge will be released for a four-week period in the coming days, on 24 August. 


So, procurement for the delivery of both of these bridges will start with calls for expressions of interest from industry in mid-September. The EOI phase will launch at the same time for the Kangaroo Point and Breakfast Creek Green Bridges. The procurement process for both projects will be different and run separately due to the unique nature of each bridge, and I’ll go into a little bit of detail about that in this item.


So, first of all, to the Kangaroo Point Green Bridge. The Kangaroo Point Green Bridge will provide a world-class gateway to the city centre and the Kangaroo Point peninsula, making it easier for those who want to explore the CBD reach of the river by foot, bicycle or e-Scooter. Residents will enjoy enhanced access to dining and entertainment precincts such as Riverside, the Eagle Street Pier, Riverstage, the Queen’s Wharf redevelopment, the Howard Smith Wharves, and South Bank, enabling them to spend more time enjoying Brisbane’s unique riverside lifestyle.


Imagine on a Sunday morning being able to stroll from the Riverside markets in the city over to the green bridge and then on to C.T. White Park for a picnic. Or enjoying a day at Captain Burke Park and then jumping on an e-Scooter, gliding over for an afternoon in the City Botanic Gardens. 


The green bridge will provide better connections between residential, employment and entertainment and lifestyle precincts. It will mean both commuter and recreational cyclists can easily travel from Brisbane’s eastern suburbs, including East Brisbane, Norman Park, Hawthorne, Bulimba and Morningside to the CBD and onwards, including to South Brisbane and West End. And residents of Kangaroo Point will be able to access railway stations and the busway network that are currently beyond a comfortable walk for the vast majority of them.


A bridge connecting Kangaroo Point and the city centre has been, as the LORD MAYOR has said, in the pipeline since the 1860s, but it’s taken this LORD MAYOR and this Administration to actually get the job done. That’s what we’re starting today. Council recommended detailed planning in 2014, and in 2018 engaged consultants to undertake further technical studies on the bridge, including providing recommendations on the preferred alignment, the landings and, of course, bridge design options.


In September 2019, Council released the project’s preliminary business case key findings which demonstrated the benefits of the Kangaroo Point Green Bridge and the value for money that it presents for Brisbane ratepayers. The preliminary business case identified a preferred alignment on the corner of Alice Street and Edward Street to Scott Street at Kangaroo Point. This alignment provides for a safe and accessible connection, and a very gentle slope on the bridge and at the landing points, and more direct connections to existing pathways.


Following strong support from the community on the preferred alignment during consultation in late 2019, Council undertook further technical investigations and assessments in early 2020 to inform the draft reference design. The draft reference design for Kangaroo Point Green Bridge has now been finalised, and outlines the final bridge alignment, landing points and its structural form. Key features include an elegant single mast cable stay structure designed to complement the city skyline and minimise visual impact. It includes a variety of viewing platforms and rest nodes, to pause and to take in the expansive river and city views that will be offered from this bridge.


The draft reference design has been informed by a range of technical studies and investigations, including an analysis of the bridge alignment and form options, flooding and environmental assessments, and consideration of visual and social impacts as well as community feedback. This includes input during the design development from groups representing people with disabilities, so groups such as Spinal Life and Guide Dogs Queensland, to ensure that the bridge is highly accessible and meets the needs of all users. The final design of the bridge will be refined throughout late 2020 and 2021 following outcomes of community consultation on the draft reference design.


Now, as to the next steps, the successful contractor will be responsible for the design and construction of the Kangaroo Point Green Bridge. The procurement will involve an early contractor involvement process, or ECI process. The expression of interest phase will commence in mid-September 2020, and will seek interest from potential contractors who are capable of undertaking the required works. 


This is a collaborative tender process in which short-listed contractors will have the opportunity to engage with Council’s transaction team. During this ECI process, short-listed tenderers will participate in interactive workshops to inform the development of the detailed design and increase their familiarity with the project and its construction requirements. At the end of the ECI process, the short‑listed tenderers will finalise their design and, of course, their price.


During the interactive RFT stage and ECI process, the tenderers will be encouraged to request clarifications on risks, assumptions and raise design issues that may benefit the project as a whole. The RFT stage, including the ECI process, is expected to be completed in early 2021, with a final contract being awarded by mid-2021. This model will provide the best opportunity for industry participation in tendering, and it also provides the best outcomes for the project and, importantly, for ratepayers who are paying for it.


Now, the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge will provide missing active transport link from the inner city all the way to Northshore Hamilton via the Newstead Riverwalk and the Lores Bonney Riverwalk, which was delivered as part of Council’s Kingsford Smith Drive upgrade project. 

Following the resounding success of the Lores Bonney Riverwalk, used by more than 500,000 pedestrians and cyclists in 2020 alone—and 2020 is not over yet—the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge will activate a previously underutilised part of the Brisbane River, connecting the city’s northern suburbs with the CBD. It will make travel even easier and more attractive for both commuter and recreational cyclists, by providing a better link to the city’s primary cycle route from Brisbane’s north-east suburbs to Newstead and the Brisbane CBD. 


It will connect businesses and employment opportunities in Newstead, Teneriffe and Fortitude Valley, and the city centre with growing lifestyle precincts at Northshore Hamilton and, of course, Racecourse Road. It will mean greater connectivity between growing Northshore Hamilton PDA (Priority Development Area) and the popular Newstead Gasworks precinct, two significant residential, employment, entertainment and lifestyle precincts for our city. 


Following positive community feedback during the initial consultation late last year, the preferred alignment for the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge has been identified. The alignment has been selected because it provides a comfortable and accessible connection, as well as minimising impacts on key heritage places. 


In respect of this design, the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge will take advantage of the unique heritage and landscape setting, offering views to Newstead House, the Brisbane River and the Breakfast Creek Hotel. Council sought input from key local stakeholders, including the Newstead House Trust, the Department of Environment and Science, to ensure that the bridge integrates with the unique heritage and landscape setting of Newstead House. Key features will include a distinctive twin arch span, with dedicated pedestrian and cyclist pathways, and a new landing plaza at Newstead Park with integrated urban design features. 


The Breakfast Creek Green Bridge will be delivered using a collaborative early tender involvement (ETI) procurement process. This is a process in which short‑listed contractors have an opportunity to provide input into the design. The ETI process facilitates interactive sessions between the short-listed contractors and the designer throughout the detailed design phase. This will start with an expression of interest phase in mid-September 2020, and parallel with the Kangaroo Point Green Bridge process. The ETI process will also finalise the design, and then issue the request for tender documents for construction.


This procurement process is expected to be completed in mid-2021, with the RFT process to commence in the second half of 2021, and the final contract to be awarded late in the year. As we deal with the impacts of coronavirus, we’re really getting on with the job of creating new jobs and supply opportunities sooner. The draft reference design for the Kangaroo Point Green Bridge, and the concept design for the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge, will also be released for a four-week community consultation period on Monday 24 August 2020. 


Community feedback will play a crucial role in developing each bridge, and I encourage residents to have their say on the latest designs as we move closer to construction for these city shaping projects. Thank you very much, Chair. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

I see no further speakers. 

The LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. It feels like a while ago, but Councillor CASSIDY asked two questions which I would like to answer. Those questions were—and I’m using his words here—which of the green bridge projects will be scrapped, and secondly, what rate rises will occur to fund the green bridges? Okay. So, it’s important that we actually be clear what the commitment was on day one when I stood up on day one as LORD MAYOR and made this commitment to the people of Brisbane. I said that we would invest in a program of green bridges. I said that we would invest $550 million, and I said that that investment would be over a 10-year period.


So, it’s interesting how, according to Labor, the situation morphs and they claim I said different things. But that’s exactly what I said on day one. I originally proposed five locations for green bridges, but obviously those locations are subject to community feedback and community consultation, which is an important part of any program or agenda. 

I remain committed to investing $550 million over the 10-year period on five green bridges. Now, it has always been the case that those green bridges would be funded in partnership with other levels of government. We have been clear about that from day one. We would put in $550 million. We would be seeking actively from other levels of government further investment. Given that, as I said before, these projects would normally be delivered by the State in the same way that Brisbane Metro is a project that would normally be delivered by the State, and we’re taking on the responsibilities to fill the gap and the vacuum that is left by the State and their underinvestment in public and active transport.

But I remain clear to this day: we will invest $550 million in green bridges over the 10-year period, and in fact, as we know, we will be bringing forward more than $250 million of that spend into the immediate projects right now. That’s called fast-tracking, for those playing along. We’re fast-tracking it.

I did want to also comment on those questions, so provided the other two levels of government come to the party and put in funds towards these projects, there should be no projects that are scrapped. Simple answer to a simple question. 

On the question of what rate rises will occur, I can say I am proud to lead an Administration that delivered the first rate freeze in 35 years. That is something that Labor could never achieve. In fact, what they could achieve is the exact opposite. We saw in four—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors, please.

LORD MAYOR:
—four different years, rate rises of 6 per cent or more under Labor. That is their legacy. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
That never happened—

Chair:
Councillor—sorry, LORD MAYOR. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, please cease interjecting. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
That never happened under an LNP Administration. Yet, it was their record. On more than four occasions, six per cent plus rate increases. Yet this year, we have delivered the very first rate freeze in 35 years, and that is a record that I am proud of, and we will continue to work hard to keep rates as low as possible while catering for the needs of a growing city. So, rates will not be impacted by green bridges. We have budged $550 million, just as we said we would. That is already in the budget, and it is already budgeted over that 10-year program. In fact, we’re bringing forward $250 million of that into the coming years so that we can fast-track two of those projects.


Now, as I’ve said, if the other levels of government come to the party, we can do more. I’m very keen to continue those conversations. I know that the Federal Government, in particular, Minister Alan Tudge, is very interested to continue working with us on a whole range of projects, whether it’s Brisbane Metro, whether it’s road upgrades in the suburbs through the Better Roads for Brisbane initiative jointly funded by the Federal Government, or whether it’s an opportunity for the feds to put in money towards green bridges, we’re seeing very positive outcomes and discussions happening there. 


I am also confident that the State Government will finally realise that green bridges are also, at least in part, their responsibility, and that they should be coming to the table as well. We would like to, in the immediate term, see the report released that they did into the Bulimba and Teneriffe bridge potential. I’m very keen to see the outcome of that report. But, in the meantime, we’ll continue progressing with these important job creating projects.


There was, surprise, surprise, a false claim or two made by Councillor JOHNSTON. That claim related to infrastructure charges and the changes associated with infrastructure charges in a particular ward fund. I remember that as well. Coming next month, in September, I will have been a Councillor for 15 years, and I remember the fund that Councillor JOHNSTON was talking about. I also remember why it changed. It changed—now, does this seem familiar—as a result of changes in State legislation. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
But, of course, that wouldn’t stop Councillor JOHNSTON blaming me for those changes, or blaming the Administration for those changes—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—like she did—

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented. Now, that’s—

Chair:
It’s been noted, but okay—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It’s just flashing red. Is that what it’s supposed to do.

LORD MAYOR:
—there’s a reason for that.

Chair:
No, yours is fine. Just turn it off and it will be alright.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Yes, it will just reset in a moment.

LORD MAYOR:
But, Mr Chair, like she did with the recent changes to the Lord Mayor’s Suburban Initiative Fund, or the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, as it’s now known, which were driven by State Legislation. I remember what Councillor JOHNSTON’s argument was is that the State wanted to limit discretionary funds, and she’s like, well, let’s do a work around to that. Let’s still have discretionary funds, but let’s, you know, let’s find a loophole so we can keep having discretionary funds. 


No, the State law is quite clear. There should be a limit on discretionary funds. But that’s fine, Councillor JOHNSTON. If you want to blame me for your political purposes, let’s forget about the facts. You can keep doing that, but we know what the truth is. Just like the previous changes to infrastructure charges, which were driven by changes to State legislation, they were changes that we inherited. 


But, there’s an interesting outcome of those changes, because previously infrastructure charges revenue would come into wards based on developments being approved and built in a particular ward. Now, that was the old scheme. The new scheme is that every Councillor gets the same amount of money across the city. So, let’s weigh this up. If you’re a Councillor, say, that opposes every single development application that occurs in your ward, how much money would you expect to get in under the old system? Not a lot. But Councillor JOHNSTON gets an equal amount to everyone else under the new system. 


So, on the one hand, you can criticise this new system, but Councillor JOHNSTON, through you, Mr Chair, your ward is a big beneficiary of that system, because you get an equal amount as every other Councillor, whereas if it was based on the level of development activity, then Councillor SRI would probably be rolling in the money, but we know that every Councillor gets an equal amount. 

I think that’s a fair way of doing it, to make sure that the suburbs of Brisbane get investment as well. We do that in a very fair and equitable way, and we will continue to invest across the suburbs in important infrastructure, large and small, and we are very proud of our record there. Whether it’s footpaths, whether it’s bikeways, whether it’s road upgrades, whether it’s active travel infrastructure, whether it’s major projects, we believe that the suburbs of Brisbane continue to grow, and they deserve that investment, and they deserve that investment to be shared around the suburbs as need arises. So, we’re doing that. 


When it comes to the two green bridges, I’ve made it clear we will invest $550 million into this program. We will get more from this program if other levels of government contribute. We will be actively seeking that to happen, but I am really excited about these two projects. I think the procurement process that has been put forward today, as Councillor MURPHY and Councillor McLACHLAN suggested is a good one, because it captures the creativity and innovation and experience of experienced constructors and contractors and designers and engineers. So, Council has put our plan forward of what we think would be a good outcome and it will only get better from there with the input from the engineering firms and construction firms who have experience in building these kinds of assets. Councillor JOHNSTON sees that as somehow a negative thing. This is a positive procurement process. This is a process which will deliver better outcomes for the people of Brisbane and which will deliver better projects as well, Mr Chair.

So, I commend these reports to the chamber and particularly the two SCPs (significant contracting plans) and I ask all Councillors to please vote in favour of those documents.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, you had a misrepresentation.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Thank you, Mr Chairman. The LORD MAYOR stated that I had made false statements regarding the changes to the infrastructure funds in 2009. They were changed by this Council and I stated clearly that they were done by—

Chair:
Okay.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—Campbell Newman—

Chair:
No. Thank you. That's—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—not the LORD MAYOR.

Chair:
Thank you. You're drifting into argument country. 

All right. Thank you. 

I'll now put the resolution. 

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

LORD MAYOR:
A point of order, Mr Chair

Chair:
A point of order, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
So just to be clear, we're voting on all items at once here. Is that right?

Chair:
Yes.

LORD MAYOR:
Good. Yes.
Thereupon, the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillor David McLACHLAN immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 26 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors 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 the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.
ABSTENTIONS: 1 - 
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
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
TELEGRAPH ROAD CORRIDOR UPGRADE – STAGE 2 PROJECT


112/20/216/119

75/2020-21
1.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.

2.
Telegraph Road forms part of the north Brisbane arterial road network and is a local road of regional significance. It is a critical link to the M1 route via Gympie Arterial Road/Bruce Highway and to Australia TradeCoast, Port of Brisbane and Brisbane Airport via the Gateway Motorway.

3.
The corridor also has a significant role carrying freight and supports movement of commercial traffic from the Brendale industrial area onto the Gateway Motorway for access to ports and markets.

4.
Council recently completed construction of the Telegraph Road Corridor Upgrade – Stage 2. It was not possible to undertake the works within the existing road corridor. To minimise the need for the resumption of private land, Council owned or controlled parkland, as listed in Schedules A and B at Attachment B (submitted on file), was accessed and set aside for road.

5.
Of the parkland to be dedicated as road, a significant portion was a narrow strip of land between the original road and the existing high-tension powerlines. It consisted of poor quality parkland with potential contamination from the former landfill and drainage channels and is shown shaded green on the plans at Attachment C (submitted on file).

6.
An additional area of parkland to be dedicated as road is not related to the Telegraph Road Corridor Upgrade project and is required for the Emily Seebohm Aquatic Centre and Bill Brown Sports Reserve netball facility developments and is shown shaded blue on the plans at Attachment C (submitted on file).

7.
The newly constructed road now needs to be dedicated as road. 34,225 square metres of Bill Brown Sports Reserve is to be dedicated as road and of that around 3,000 square metres relates to the access for the recreation precinct and animal shelter. 1,085 square metres of Taigum Place Park is to be dedicated as road and 407 square metres of Depot Road Park will be dedicated as road.

8.
Prior to the upgrade works, Queensland Electricity Transmission Corporation Limited (Powerlink Queensland) accessed the nearby high-tension powerline corridor for maintenance via unsealed tracks from Telegraph Road. The project closed these tracks and provided access via sealed tracks from Roghan Road. It will be necessary to grant access easements to Powerlink Queensland over those sealed tracks. The proposed easements are shown shaded red on the plans at Attachment C (submitted on file) with the easement conditions shown at Attachment D (submitted on file).
9.
The Executive Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

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

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO SURRENDER TRUSTEESHIP OF PARTS OF RESERVES FOR PARK FOR THE TELEGRAPH ROAD CORRIDOR UPGRADE PROJECT
That Council:

(i)
surrenders trusteeship of the parts of reserves for park, described in Schedule A, with land requirements listed in Column A, shown as new road on plans at Attachment C (submitted on file)

(ii)
approves the Council freehold land described in Schedule B, with land requirements listed in Column A, be dedicated as road in accordance with the plans at Attachment C (submitted on file)

(iii)
grants easements described in Schedules A and B, with easement requirements listed in Column B, for access purposes to Queensland Electricity Transmission Corporation Limited (Powerlink Queensland) in accordance with the conditions set out at Attachment D (submitted on file).

ADOPTED
B
WAKERLEY BIKEWAY PROJECT – SUBDIVISION OF COUNCIL LAND


112/20/216/151

76/2020-21
11.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.

12.
The Transport for Brisbane Program is a key initiative of the Corporate Plan 2016‑17 to 2020‑21 – 2017 Update. An objective of this program is to provide a well‑connected network of safe and continuous bikeway routes. This program provides for the expansion of Brisbane’s cycling network through the bikeways infrastructure program by expanding suburban links.

13.
The Wakerley Bikeway project will improve safety and access for cyclists and pedestrians along Rickertt Road, Ransome. The project will involve:

-
installing a new shared path between Green Camp Road and Chelsea Road along the northern alignment of Rickertt Road

-
installing a bikeway crossing upgrade at Chelsea Road

-
installing a new bridge decking structure over Lota Creek.

14.
To facilitate the construction it is necessary to subdivide Council land at 60 Rickertt Road, Ransome, described in Attachment B (submitted on file), and dedicate an area of 954 square metres to road as shown on the plan at Attachment C (submitted on file).

15.
To offset the loss of parkland, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, has lodged an application to the Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy for the permanent closure of road. An area of 954 square metres is proposed to be permanently closed and amalgamated with Council’s adjoining freehold parkland to the east, being Green Camp Road Park, as shown on the plan at Attachment D (submitted on file). This action will result in a nil net loss of parkland as shown on the plan at Attachment E (submitted on file).
16.
This submission seeks approval to finalise the land tenure requirements for this project.

17.
The Executive Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

18.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO SUBDIVIDE COUNCIL OWNED LAND AND DEDICATE AS ROAD FOR THE WAKERLEY BIKEWAY PROJECT
As Council:

(i) requires the land for road purposes,

then Council resolves:

(i) that all relevant steps be taken to subdivide the Council land at 60 Rickertt Road, Ransome, described in Attachment B (submitted on file), in order to dedicate the required land as road as shown on the plan at Attachment C (submitted on file)

(ii) that all relevant steps be taken to clear the improvements on the land and dedicate the land as road.

ADOPTED
C
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – CONSTRUCTION OF THE BREAKFAST CREEK GREEN BRIDGE AND LORES BONNEY RIVERWALK EXTENSION


182/255/78/278

77/2020-21
19.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

20.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 6 August 2020.

21.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

22.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence].

Purpose
23.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan (SCP) for the Construction of the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge (BCGB) and Lores Bonney Riverwalk extension.

Background/business case

24.
Council will invest up to $550 million for its transformational plan to build the Green Bridges Program representing at least two-thirds of the cost to deliver the program. The balance of funding will be sought from the Queensland and Australian Governments with sufficient funds available in the current Council budget to deliver the BCGB by the end of 2023.
Project need

25.
The BCGB will improve the walking and cycling link between the new Lores Bonney Riverwalk, which was delivered as part of Council’s Kingsford Smith Drive upgrade, and the inner city. The new BCGB will cater for pedestrians and cyclists and enhance recreational experiences along the Brisbane River.

26.
The bridge connection is identified as a primary bicycle route on Council’s Draft Active Transport Network Plan and is also included on the Queensland Government’s Principal Cycle Network. Linking the new Lores Bonney Riverwalk at Cameron Rocks Reserve to the Newstead Riverwalk and Newstead Terrace, the BCGB will provide a critical connection, ultimately leading to the provision of a new dedicated active transport link between the Brisbane Airport, Australia TradeCoast precinct, Northshore Hamilton, Newstead, Fortitude Valley and the central business district (CBD).
Delivery options

27.
Council’s designer has recently completed an options analysis to confirm the alignment, bridge form and construction cost estimate to support both the Green Bridges Program business case and this SCP. Council’s designer will also shortly commence the detailed design of the BCGB.

28.
Council’s preferred delivery model is for a collaborative Early Tenderer Involvement (ETI) procurement process to select a contractor to undertake a construct to design contract. This delivery model reduces delivery risk, allows the earliest commencement of the development approvals process and realises potential value-adding opportunities during the design phase.

29.
The ETI procurement process facilitates interactive sessions between selected contractors and the designer concurrently with the detailed design phase. This process helps mitigate risk by ensuring constructability input into the design and value-adds from the contractors. The ETI process will also inform early finalisation of planning approval documentation to enable statutory approvals to commence with the Queensland Government’s Department of Environment and Science.

30.
Probity services will be engaged during the transaction phase.
Project overview

31.
The project involves constructing a green bridge and pedestrian and cycle paths to provide a new, high‑quality walking and cycling connection between the Lores Bonney Riverwalk (delivered as part of the Kingsford Smith Drive upgrade), the Newstead Riverwalk and Newstead Terrace. It includes:

-
a multi-span approach structure from Cameron Rocks Reserve to a new pedestrian and cyclist bridge crossing Breakfast Creek

-
segregated pedestrian and cycle provisions from Cameron Rocks Reserve to Newstead Avenue, connecting to a shared path on Newstead Avenue 

-
public utility plant relocations as required 

-
urban design features within the landing in Newstead Park to improve integration with the existing park connections

-
architectural lighting 

-
landscaping

-
integration with existing paths in Newstead Park including regrading as necessary

-
relocated park maintenance depot.

Community consultation

32.
Initial consultation on the BCGB was undertaken in November and December 2019 as part of the Green Bridges Program's early planning phase. Key feedback received on BCGB included:

-
general support for the proposed alignment with around 62% of people supporting this alignment

-
general support for improved connectivity for cyclists and pedestrians between the new Lores Bonney Riverwalk and the inner city, with approximately 50% of survey respondents indicating they would use the bridge daily or weekly.

33.
Following positive community feedback on the BCGB, early site and technical investigations are now underway. These investigations will assist with finalising a concept design and supporting a preliminary business case for further consultation with the community later in 2020.

Policy and other considerations
34.
Is there an existing Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA)/contract for these goods/services/works?

No

35.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?


No

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

No

37.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, access and equity, zero harm, quality assurance (QA), local benefit and support for locally produced and Australian products?
Yes, outcomes achieved will be aligned with Council policy.

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


Yes

39.
Does this proposed contract involve leasing?


No


Market analysis
40.
The current civil construction market in South East Queensland is competitive and following the easing of COVID-19 related restrictions, it is anticipated that this tender is likely to attract multiple suppliers.

41.
The new bridge crossing is not considered a complex marine project and is considered suitable for medium sized Tier 2 to large sized Tier 1 civil contractors experienced in marine‑based construction.

42.
Council has recently successfully procured and delivered construction contracts for similar projects in the Brisbane River, including the City Botanic Gardens Riverwalk and Indooroopilly Riverwalk, both of which used a similar ETI procurement process.

43.
Bridge form, size, complexity and construction methodologies are not unique and are readily constructible by the local construction industry with marine-based construction experience.

44.
Contractors with the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) prequalification level R3/B3/F50 will be invited from the open market to submit expressions of interest as the value of the works falls outside of Council’s established construction panel (CPA 520202) Segment 1 – Road and Bridge Construction and Rehabilitation for project values between $1 million and $10 million.

Procurement strategy and activity plan
45.

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

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

	Title of contract:
	Construction of the Breakfast Creek Green Bridge and Lores Bonney Riverwalk extension

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a once-off contract

	Process to be used:
	Two-stage process – publicly tendered Expressions of Interest (EOI) to establish a shortlist of up to three tenderers to participate in a Request for Tenders (RFT) process. The RFT will include an ETI. During the ETI process, shortlisted suppliers will participate in interactive workshops to inform the development of the design and increase familiarity with the project and construction requirements. At the end of the ETI process, Council will finalise the design and shortlisted tenderers will provide schedule of rates pricing for construction. The ETI is a collaborative tender process in which shortlisted construction contractors have an opportunity to provide input into the design.

The interactive workshops will be facilitated by an independent chair engaged from the Project Management category of CPA 510162 Infrastructure Design Consulting Services and overseen by an external probity advisor to be engaged from the Queensland Government’s Consultancy Probity Auditing panel.

During the interactive RFT stage, the tenderers will be encouraged to request clarifications on risks, assumptions, and/or raise design ideas that may benefit the project as a whole. Evaluation of tenderers will include their level of participation (e.g. design ideas) in the evaluation.

	RFT or EOI standard to be used (and any amendments to the standard):
	The EOI will use Council’s corporate standard. The RFT will be based on documents used by Indooroopilly Riverwalk (Radnor Street) – Stage 1 modified to reflect the specific requirements of the BCGB project. Strategic Procurement Office (SPO), Organisational Services (OS), will be consulted to ensure consistency with Council’s corporate standards where applicable.

	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	The EOI will be publicly released. The RFT (including the ETI process) will be issued to the respondents shortlisted from the EOI stage.

	How EOI /RFT is to be distributed and submitted:
	EOI to be distributed via Council’s supplier portal. The RFT will be issued to approximately three shortlisted EOI respondents only via Council’s preferred supplier arrangement for construction collaboration technology.

	How tenders/proposals are to be lodged:
	EOIs are to be lodged via Council’s supplier portal. RFTs are to be lodged in the physical tender box in the Brisbane Square Library with an electronic version submitted via Council’s construction collaboration technology.

	Part offers:
	Part offers will not be considered.

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will be considered.

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

	Period/term of contract: 
	Approximately two years for construction.

	Insurance requirements:
	Contractor to provide Workers’ Compensation as per legislative requirements, Professional Indemnity Insurance to a limit of $25 million for any one claim, Motor Vehicle Legal Liability to a limit of $20 million and Marine Insurances if required. Council to provide Construction Works Insurance (covering the value of the works) and Construction Liability to a limit of $50 million.

	Price basis:
	Schedule of rates with lump sum elements.

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

	Liquidated damages:
	Liquidated damages to apply for an amount to be determined.

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

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	Minimum 12 months 

	Other strategy elements: 
	The RFT will advise that alternative offers may be considered provided a conforming offer is also submitted. Proponents involved in the RFT process that are unsuccessful in being awarded the project shall be eligible for a one-off payment of [Commercial-in-Confidence] as contribution to their cost of involvement and any intellectual property contributed during the process.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Procurement strategy workshop undertaken in early 2020 identified a number of delivery methods:

-
construct to design

-
design and construct (D&C)

-
ETI – construct to design

-
early contractor involvement (ECI) – D&C

-
managing contractor

-
alliance contracting.

The ETI delivery method was recommended as:

-
it better accommodates evaluation and treatment of project risks such as constructability, planning approval, avoiding significant public utility plant (PUP) works and interfaces

-
it allows for competitive tendering and collaborative contractor input during the detailed design period

-
it allows Council more control over the design and commencement of the approval process during the procurement phase.


Document preparation

46.
The EOI evaluation plan and EOI documentation are in draft form and will be finalised prior to release to the market.
47.
The RFT evaluation plan and documentation will be finalised during the EOI phase prior to release to the market.

48.
The draft contract and specifications are to be developed as part of the detailed design during the RFT/ETI phase.
Anticipated schedule

49.
Pre-market approval:





18 August 2020

Date of release of EOI to market:




11 September 2020

EOI closing:






2 October 2020

EOI shortlist:






30 October 2020

Interactive ETI tender process commences:



7 December 2020

Interactive ETI tender process closes:



2 April 2021

Finalise design:






16 July 2021

Submit final tenders:





13 August 2021

Contract prepared:





10 September 2021

Evaluation completion (including PFC approval):


8 October 2021

Post-market approval:





25 October 2021

Contract commencement:





1 November 2021

Budget
50.
Estimated total expenditure under this contract (including any options):


Estimated expenditure including contingency: [Commercial-in-Confidence].

51.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this contract?


Yes

52.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):


To be established and reported in the post-market submission.
53.
Program budget line item:

Program:

Program 1 – Transport for Brisbane

Outcome:

1.1 Active Transport

Strategy:

1.1.3 Providing Active Transport Infrastructure

Service:


1.1.3.1 Providing Active Transport Infrastructure 

Operating/projects: 
New Green Bridges
54.
Program budget funding availability:
	Projects
	2020-21
	2021-22
	2022-23
	2023-24

	
	($000)
	($000)
	($000)
	($000)

	Capital
	22,660
	66,736
	164,346
	48,430

	Expenses
	559
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	Revenue
	 - 
	27,894
	48,063
	13,994


55.
Breakdown of budget spent to date:

	Budget for financial year 2020-21 and future years remaining

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

($000)
	Amount of budget for financial year 2020-21 and future years remaining

($000)

	302,172
	0 
	302,172


56.
Breakdown of budget and identifiable costs:

	Line item description
	Budget estimate

2021-24

($)
	Pre-market estimate

2021-24

($)

	Council project costs including project management, probity advisor, community engagement, early works, detailed design, payment to unsuccessful bidders, project contingency
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

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

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


Procurement risk
57.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Availability of contractors in this field
	Low
	Tenders will be invited from the open market.
	Council 

	Lack of competitive tenders results in higher construction costs
	Low
	Industry briefing to be held prior to issuing the EOI. Release EOI on Council’s e-tender portal.
	Council

	Tender prices exceed the estimate
	Medium
	Schedule of rates contract with P90 cost estimate included in Council budget. ETI procurement process to mitigate constructability risk and optimise design.
	Council

	Competing similar marine projects within Australia increases the demand on services and plant within the market, causing higher tender prices
	Low
	Early briefing of the market allows appropriate planning of resources and plant availability prior to construction commencing.
	Council

	Stakeholder opposition causes program slippage
	Medium
	Regular consultation and key messages developed around project benefits. Engage with key stakeholders early to gain support and ownership as project develops.
	Council

	Uncertainty around timing and planning approvals
	Medium
	Early engagement with relevant authorities based on developing detailed design.
	Council

	Procurement probity issues
	Low
	Appoint a probity advisor.
	Council

	Price and lead times of goods and materials affected by interruption of supply chain as a result of COVID-19
	Low
	Mechanism to deal with price and lead time fluctuations to be included in commercial principles in the contract.
	Council


58.
Is this contract listed as a ‘critical contract’ requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council?


No

Tender evaluation
59.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
TMR prequalification to levels R3/B3/F50 or demonstration of equivalent.
(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:



EOI evaluation criteria:

	Non-Price Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting (%)

	Company capability and track record constructing similar infrastructure
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

	Proposed team for the interactive tender phase
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

	Financial capacity
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

	Local benefit
	20

	Total:
	100


Indicative RFT evaluation criteria. Final RFT evaluation criteria and weightings to be confirmed prior to opening of EOI responses.

	Non-Price Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting (%)

	Understanding of key construction risks and opportunities
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Construction methodology and program
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Key personnel 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefit
	20

	Commercial
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	ETI participation
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:

Risk-adjusted tender price.

60.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process (EOI Stage):

Shortlisting of submissions may occur in accordance with the approved evaluation plan. The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, will approve the EOI shortlist through the Brisbane Infrastructure Procurement Board.
(b)
Shortlisting process (RFT Stage):

Shortlisting of submissions may occur in accordance with the approved evaluation plan.

(c)
Value for money (VFM) method:

Tenders will be assessed using Council’s standard VFM methodology. This is the non‑price score divided by the risk-adjusted tender price to create a VFM index.
61.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

62.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE BREAKFAST CREEK GREEN BRIDGE AND LORES BONNEY RIVERWALK EXTENSION.

ADOPTED
D
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE KANGAROO POINT GREEN BRIDGE



182/255/78/279

78/2020-21
63.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

64.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 6 August 2020.

65.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

66.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence].

Purpose
67.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan (SCP) for the Design and Construction (D&C) of the Kangaroo Point Green Bridge (KPGB).
Background/business case

68.
Council will invest up to $550 million for its transformational plan to build the Green Bridges Program representing at least two-thirds of the cost to deliver the program. The balance of funding will be sought from the Queensland and Australian Governments, with sufficient funds available in the current Council budget to deliver the KPGB by the end of 2023.
Project need

69.
The KPGB will introduce a vital new pedestrian and cycle link between the Brisbane central business district (CBD) and the Kangaroo Point peninsula, opening up opportunities for locals and visitors to connect, commute and enjoy Brisbane’s diverse riverside spaces and destinations. 

70.
The KPGB will complete a tourism and recreation pedestrian and cycle loop that includes South Bank, the Cultural Precinct, Roma Street Parklands, Queen Street Mall, the City Botanic Gardens, Kangaroo Point Cliffs, and the City Reach Boardwalk and Riverwalk. 

71.
Delivery of the bridge will fulfil Brisbane’s need for an enhanced connection between the CBD and the eastern suburbs (via Kangaroo Point) for pedestrians and cyclists promoting activation of the Kangaroo Point peninsula, facilitating planned economic growth in the CBD and providing enhanced vistas of the river and surrounding landscapes and the city’s structural landmarks. Further, it will enhance the role of the City Botanic Gardens as a destination and signature heritage park.

Objectives of the project

72.
The high-level objectives of the project are:

-
increased walking and cycling trips

-
improved connectivity to the citywide pedestrian and cycle network and public transport

-
integration with public transport services in the CBD and Main Street, Kangaroo Point

-
reduced dependency on cars and buses on the local road network 

-
improved community health and lifestyle benefits for residents

-
improved accessibility over the river

-
activation in both the CBD and Kangaroo Point

-
new tourism opportunities.

Options analysis

73.
The Alignment, Feasibility and Options Analysis Study carried out by Urbis Pty Ltd in 2014 identified four potential alignment zones for the KPGB extending from the Story Bridge through to the Captain Cook Bridge. Twelve potential bridge alignments were considered. The study concluded the alignments from the corner of Alice Street and Edward Street at the City Botanic Gardens to either Scott Street or Thornton Street at Kangaroo Point provided the best direct connectivity benefiting the CBD, Queensland University of Technology and the Goodwill Bridge connection. These two options were recommended for further consideration.

74.
In 2018, Council engaged Arup Pty Limited (Arup) to undertake further technical investigations and make recommendations on the preferred alignment, bridge landing and bridge form options. This study recommended the Alice Street to Scott Street alignment as the preferred alignment and that a type of cable stay engineered bridge would be the most suitable and cost-effective bridge form for this location and alignment.

75.
In late 2019, Arup was further engaged to develop the reference design for input to the detailed business case. During the options assessment phase of the reference design, the preferred alignment was to link the entrance of the City Botanic Gardens to Scott Street at Kangaroo Point which was consistent with the previous studies and the Queensland Government’s Department of Housing and Public Works Kangaroo Point Bridge Demand Assessment Final Report prepared by Urbis JHD Pty Ltd. A single mast cable stay bridge was recommended as the preferred form to progress the reference design.

76.
The release of the project's preliminary business case key findings in September 2019 clearly demonstrated the benefits of the KPGB and value for money for Brisbane's ratepayers.

Reference design

77.
The reference design alignment links the north east corner of the City Botanic Gardens at Edward and Alice Streets with Scott Street at Kangaroo Point, and is approximately 480 metres in length catering for pedestrians and cyclists with separation. 

78.
Notable features of the reference design include:

-
allowance of a 12.7 metres navigation clearance (from highest astronomical tide level) to match the height of the Captain Cook Bridge

-
a large central span for navigational safety and to reduce pier infrastructure within the river

-
an alignment that avoids the Stamford Plaza wet lease and is Disability Discrimination Act 1992 compliant

-
shading over the pedestrian side of the bridge with inclusion for potential rest points and viewing platforms.

79.
The elegant single mast cable stay structure will complement Brisbane’s skyline, iconic Kangaroo Point Cliffs and contribute to Council’s vision for activation of the river. This bridge form and design is responsive to our climate, location, urban context and views. The KPGB will touch lightly at the City Botanic Gardens river’s edge, respecting the landscape and cultural heritage significance of the gardens and connecting key inner-city precincts to create a memorable experience.

80.
Further geotechnical investigations are planned to support the engineering design and inform proposed piling works, which will be made available to the D&C tenderers. The scope of the marine works will be consistent with the capability of major civil and bridge contractors (or their specialist subconsultants). In addition, the Request for Tender will include an assessment of the tenderers’ construction methodologies to confirm that tenderers understand the construction risks before shortlisting.

81.
To facilitate the earliest start of construction, Council will commence the development approval (DA) process based on the reference design in advance of awarding a D&C contract.
Community consultation
82.
Initial consultation on the KPGB was undertaken in November and December 2019 as part of the Green Bridges Program's early planning phase. Key feedback received on the KPGB included:

-
strong support from residents and commuters for the bridge and its benefits, with approximately 60% of survey respondents indicating they would use the bridge daily or weekly

-
strong support for the preferred alignment from Alice Street to Scott Street, with approximately 72% of people supporting this alignment.

83.
Community feedback also included suggestions and design ideas for shade cover, safe separation between pedestrians and cyclists, an iconic bridge design, and landscaping. Community consultation will continue in parallel with the tender industry briefing and commencement of the tender process by Council.

Policy and other considerations
84.
Is there an existing Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA)/contract for these goods/services/works?
While Council has a range of CPAs for construction works, a public tender is recommended for D&C contracts of this size.

85.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?


No

86.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

This project is consistent with the Transport Plan for Brisbane – Strategic Directions.
87.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, access and equity, zero harm, quality assurance (QA), local benefit and support for locally produced and Australian products?
Yes, these will be considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria.

88.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?


Yes

89.
Does this proposed contract involve leasing?


No


Market analysis
90.
There is expected to be significant interest from the market, including a mix of major sized Tier 1 and medium sized Tier 2 local and international contractors and suppliers. It is understood that industry is preparing itself in anticipation of the project being released to the market. 

91.
The substantial dollar value of the project, construction complexities of the works in a marine environment with a large span, and heritage considerations at the landings, will require mature participants to bid for this project.

92.
A market sounding exercise was carried out in April 2020, with industry participants to collect feedback on the preferred procurement and delivery models including understanding of risk allocation preferences. All businesses who were approached responded to the questionnaire and the responses indicated a high level of enthusiasm for tendering on the project.

93.
Appropriate bid costs will be approved by the Project Finalisation Committee (PFC) and reimbursed to unsuccessful tenderers as payment for intellectual property contained in the bids to be retained by Council.

Procurement strategy and activity plan
94.

	Procurement objective:
	To procure a contractor for the D&C of the KPGB in a way which complies with the Sound Contracting Principles set out in section 103(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 and provides the most advantageous outcome for Council.

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

	Title of contract:
	Design and Construction of the Kangaroo Point Green Bridge

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a once-off contract

	Process to be used:
	Two-stage process – publicly tendered EOI to establish a shortlist of up to three tenderers to participate in a Request for Tenders (RFT) process. The RFT will include an early contractor involvement (ECI) process. During the ECI, shortlisted suppliers will participate in interactive workshops to inform the development of their design and increase familiarity with the project and construction requirements. The ECI is a collaborative tender process in which shortlisted construction contractors have an opportunity to interact with Council’s transaction team. At the end of the ECI process, the shortlisted tenderers will finalise their design and price. 

The interactive workshops will be facilitated by Council’s transaction manager and overseen by an external probity advisor engaged from QGCPO 0050-18 Consultancy Probity Auditing (Tranche 4).

During the interactive RFT stage, the tenderers will be encouraged to request clarifications on risks, assumptions and/or raise design ideas that may benefit the project as a whole.

	RFT/EOI standard to be used (and any amendments to the standard):
	The EOI and RFT will be based on documents used by the Brisbane Metro project which are most applicable and modified to reflect the specific requirements of the project. Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services, will be consulted to ensure consistency with Council’s corporate standards where applicable.

	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	An industry briefing will be held upon approval of this SCP and in advance of issuing the EOI. EOI responses to be sought publicly via Council’s supplier portal.

	How EOI /RFT is to be distributed and submitted:
	EOI to be distributed via Council’s supplier portal and RFT to be issued using Council’s construction collaboration technology arrangements.

	How tenders/proposals are to be lodged:
	EOIs are to be lodged via Council’s supplier portal. RFTs are to be lodged in the physical tender box in the Brisbane Square Library and issued electronically.

	Part offers:
	Part offers will not be considered.

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will be considered.

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	The contract will be project specific and developed in consultation with the legal advisor and contain collaborative risk sharing elements.

	Period/term of contract: 
	D&C of the bridge is expected to take approximately two and a half years.

	Insurance requirements:
	Contractor to provide Workers’ Compensation as per legislative requirements, Professional Indemnity Insurance to a limit of $25 million for any one claim, Motor Vehicle Legal Liability to a limit of $20 million and Marine Insurances if required. Council to provide Construction Works Insurance (covering the value of the works) and Construction Liability to a limit of $50 million.

	Price basis:
	A D&C contract with lump sum, provisional sums and collaborative risk sharing elements.

	Price adjustment:
	Pricing will be fixed for the duration of the contract other than provisional and collaborative risk sharing elements.

	Liquidated damages:
	Liquidated damages will apply for an amount to be determined.

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

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	12 months minimum 

	Other strategy elements: 
	Nil

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Procurement strategy workshop undertaken in early 2020 identified a number of delivery methods:

-
construct to design

-
D&C

-
ETI – construct to design

-
ECI – D&C

-
managing contractor

-
alliance contracting.

The ECI delivery method was recommended as:

-
it allows for a collaborative and competitive tender process leading to a contract with a mixture of design and construct elements, provisional sums and collaborative risk sharing arrangements

-
it allows the contractor to work with Council on key innovative design and construction aspects.


Document preparation

95.
The EOI evaluation plan and EOI document are in draft form and will be finalised prior to release to the market. 

96.
The RFT evaluation plan and RFT documents including draft contract, specifications and drawings will be finalised during the EOI phase prior to issuing the RFT.

Anticipated schedule

97.
Pre-market approval:





18 August 2020

Date of release of EOI to market:




11 September 2020

EOI Closing:






2 October 2020

EOI Shortlist:






30 October 2020

Date of release of RFT to market:




2 November 2020

Tender closing:






15 March 2021

Evaluation completion:





30 April 2021

Contract prepared:





15 May 2021

Post-market approval:





1 June 2021

Contract commencement:





15 June 2021

Budget
98.
Estimated total expenditure under this contract (including any options):


Estimated expenditure including contract contingency: [Commercial-in-Confidence].

99.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this contract?


Yes

100.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):


To be established and reported in the post-market submission.
101.
Program budget line item:

Program:

Program 1 – Transport for Brisbane

Outcome:

1.1 Active Transport

Strategy:

1.1.3 Providing Active Transport Infrastructure

Service:


1.1.3.1 Providing Active Transport Infrastructure 

Operating/projects: 
New Green Bridges
102.
Program budget funding availability (published budget 2020-21):
	Projects
	2020-21
	2021-22
	2022-23
	2023-24

	
	($000)
	($000)
	($000)
	($000)

	Capital
	22,660
	66,736
	164,346
	48,430

	Expenses
	559
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	Revenue
	 - 
	27,894
	48,063
	13,994


103.
Breakdown of budget spent to date:

	Budget for financial year 2020-21 and future years remaining

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

($000)
	Amount of budget for financial year 2020-21 and future years remaining

($000)

	302,172
	0 
	302,172


104.
Breakdown of the KPGB budget and identifiable costs:

	Line item description
	Budget estimate

2021-24

($)
	Pre-market estimate

2021-24

($)

	Project management including transaction management, D&C manager, technical advisors, contract administration, site investigation, legal advisor, probity advisor, community engagement, administration support, early works, public utility plant, design, payment to unsuccessful tenderers and project contingency
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	D&C (estimated tender price) including contract contingency
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

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


Procurement risk
105.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Uncertainty around timing and planning approvals
	Medium
	Early engagement with relevant authorities based on reference design.

Council initiating DA process in parallel.
	Council

	Tender prices exceed the estimate due to variability in marine construction works operations
	Medium 
	Include ECI and seek indicative tender prices from a shortlist of contractors to compare the estimate.
	Council

	Lack of competitive tenders results in higher construction costs
	Low
	Industry briefing to be held prior to issuing the EOI. Advertise RFT on Council’s e-tender portal. 
	Council

	Competing similar marine projects in Australia increases the demand on services and plant in the market, causing higher tender prices
	Low
	Early briefing of the market allows appropriate planning of resources and plant availability prior to construction commencing.
	Council

	The successful contractor is unable to complete the works due to financial or technical difficulties, resulting in higher costs to Council to complete the project
	Low
	Evaluate and assess each tenderer’s financial capacity and investigate their proposed methodologies to ensure a viable tenderer is recommended.
	Council

	Probity issues arising during procurement activities
	Low
	Appoint a probity advisor.
	Council

	Price and lead times of goods and materials affected by interruption of supply chain as a result of COVID-19
	Low
	Mechanism to deal with price and lead time fluctuations to be included in commercial principles in the contract.
	Council


106.
Is this contract listed as a ‘critical contract’ requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council?


No

Tender evaluation
107.
Evaluation Team/Specialist Advisors to the Evaluation Team:

A PFC will be established to provide guidance and direction through the procurement phase in relation to procurement risks opportunities, procurement strategies and legal and commercial matters. 

The PFC will satisfy itself that all evaluation recommendations represent the most advantageous outcome for Council and will approve the evaluation reports that form the basis of contract award recommendations to Stores Board. 

108.
Evaluation criteria:

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads prequalification levels B4, BD3, HD3, TE3, GE3, ITS3 and F150+ or demonstration of equivalent

-
Australian Government Building and Construction WHS Accreditation Scheme (or evidence the contractor is seeking accreditation prior to entry into the RFT).

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:


EOI evaluation criteria:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting (%)

	Company capability and track record constructing similar infrastructure type, size and complexity
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Design capability and experience of designing similar infrastructure type, size and complexity
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefit
	20

	Proposed organisational structure for tender and delivery
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Financial capacity
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Communication and community consultation
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


RFT evaluation criteria:
	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting (%)

	Technical: city and place, design, construction
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Key personnel and management structure
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefit
	20

	Commercial and legal
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Communication and community consultation
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


The remaining criteria and weightings will be confirmed prior to opening of EOI responses.

(c)
Price model:

Risk adjusted tendered price. 

109.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process (EOI Stage):

Shortlisting of submissions may occur in accordance with the approved evaluation plan. The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, will approve the EOI shortlist through the Brisbane Infrastructure Procurement Board.

(b)
Shortlisting process (RFT Stage):

Shortlisting of submissions may occur in accordance with the approved evaluation plan.

(c)
Value for money (VFM) method:

Council’s standard VFM methodology. This is the non‑price score divided by the price model to create a VFM index.
110.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

111.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE KANGAROO POINT GREEN BRIDGE.

ADOPTED
E
COVID-19 SUBURBAN PRIORITY PROJECTS FUND

109/105/219/29
79/2020-21
112.
The Divisional Manager, City Administration and Governance, provided the information below.

113.
Council’s 2020-21 budget established a new COVID-19 Suburban Priority Projects Fund (the Fund) to bring forward and enable delivery of ward-focused projects designed to generate small business engagement, elevate local things to see and do, and to provide pathways for economic recovery from the impacts of COVID-19. 

114.
The Fund is one of Council’s initiatives under its Economic Recovery Taskforce established to support and rebuild Brisbane’s economy in the wake of COVID-19. The Fund provides the sum of $7.032 million, comprising $270,000 for each ward, to support local communities during 2020-21 to deliver support where it is needed. 

115.
The amount of $270,000 allocated to each ward under the Fund may be expended on physical works for improvements of parks, active transport infrastructure, assets on road and within road-related areas, or community facility infrastructure on Council-managed lands within the ward, or adjoining wards, including neighbouring wards that may be across the Brisbane River. The allocation of the funds should be directed to efforts ensuring that the city provides the best possible environment to support new and existing growth and investment. 

116.
The COVID-19 Suburban Priority Projects Fund Policy (the Policy) (set out in Attachment B, submitted on file) deals with the administration of the Fund.

117.
The Policy does not affect, and is in addition to, the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, the Suburban Enhancement Fund and the Lord Mayor’s COVID-19 Direct Assistance Program fund.

118.
The objective of the Fund is to bring forward local, ward-focused projects to enhance local facilities and services, including parks, community facilities and active travel networks, to support small business and local communities in the wake of COVID-19.

119.
Any proposed expenditure from the Fund will be subject to approval in accordance with Council’s Register of Delegations. Approval is sought to delegate to the relevant Standing Committees and the Chief Executive Officer certain powers relating to approving expenditure of monies from the Fund (as set out in Attachment A, hereunder). 

120.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

121.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ADOPT THE COVID-19 SUBURBAN PRIORITY PROJECTS FUND POLICY AND DELEGATE POWERS UNDER THE CITY OF BRISBANE ACT 2010 TO A STANDING COMMITTEE AND THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
As Council: 

(i)
considers the need for a capital fund to bring forward and enable delivery of ward‑focused projects designed to generate small business engagement, elevate local things to see and do, and to provide pathways for economic recovery from the impacts of COVID-19 

(ii)
may, pursuant to section 238 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, resolve to delegate a power under the City of Brisbane Act 2010 to a Standing Committee and/or the Chief Executive Officer,

then Council:

(i)
approves the COVID-19 Suburban Priority Projects Fund Policy as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(ii)
delegates its power under section 242 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 specified in Column 1 of Table 1 to the delegate specified in Column 2 of Table 1 on the special conditions set out in Table 2 and the general conditions of delegation, as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file).

	Table 1

	Section
	Column 1 – Power
	Column 2 – Delegate

	242
	The approval of the expenditure of monies held in the COVID-19 Suburban Priority Projects Fund for parks
	Where the expenditure is in excess of $100,000
	Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee 

	
	
	Where the expenditure does not exceed $100,000
	Chief Executive Officer

	242
	The approval of the expenditure of monies held in the COVID-19 Suburban Priority Projects Fund for pedestrian infrastructure
	Where the expenditure is in excess of $100,000
	Public and Active Transport Committee

	
	
	Where the expenditure does not exceed $100,000
	Chief Executive Officer

	242
	The approval of the expenditure of monies held in the COVID-19 Suburban Priority Projects Fund for assets on road and within road-related areas
	Where the expenditure is in excess of $100,000
	Public and Active Transport Committee 

	
	
	Where the expenditure does not exceed $100,000
	Chief Executive Officer

	242
	The approval of the expenditure of monies held in the COVID-19 Suburban Priority Projects Fund for community facilities
	Where the expenditure is in excess of $100,000
	Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee 

	
	
	Where the expenditure does not exceed $100,000
	Chief Executive Officer


	Table 2

	Special conditions

	Before and for the purpose of exercising the power, the delegate must:

1.
Consult with the Councillor for the ward to which the expenditure relates.

2.
Undertake an assessment to determine and approve the feasibility of the proposed 
project including, but not limited to, consideration of:


(a)
engineering standards and requirements;


(b)
public safety requirements;


(c)
practicable whole-of-life costs; and

(d) any other legislative, financial or administrative requirements.


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 Sandy LANDERS that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 11 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair: 
Is there any debate? 

The DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Last week in Committee we presented the City Reach Waterfront Master Plan, which we released to the public last week after nearly two years of working with the community and the landowners. From the City Botanic Gardens, down to Howard Smith Wharves, this is a 1.2 kilometre stretch of a waterfront which is already a popular leisure destination with a mix of high‑value professional services and riverside dining. 

The vision that we announced last week will build on this existing infrastructure to improve connectivity to the waterfront with ample room for pedestrians and cyclists to safely move through and more greenspace, shade and seating to stop and enjoy. It's all part of Council's broader plan to connect people and places around Brisbane quicker and safer. But the promenade is so much a destination; it's also a movement corridor. This plan is very supportive of growing recreational and tourism activities in this area to enhance both the day and nighttime economy, including the possibility of temporary floating restaurants and bars and more river access infrastructure.

It will take some time to see this vision come to light. There is no timeframes on the delivery, but we'll be working very closely with landowners along the riverfront to ensure we get the best possible outcomes as opportunities arise as well and I commend the presentation to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Further speakers? No? 


DEPUTY MAYOR? 

I'll 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.

Thereupon, the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillor Vicki HOWARD immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 26 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors 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 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:
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams (Chair), Councillor Fiona Hammond (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood, Kara Cook and Peter Matic. 

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – CITY REACH WATERFRONT MASTER PLAN

80/2020-21
1.
The Neighbourhood Planning and Urban Renewal Manager, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on the City Reach Waterfront Master Plan. He provided the information below.

2.
A project timeline of the City Reach Waterfront Master Plan (Master Plan) was shown to the Committee, outlining the stages since the project’s launch in September 2018 to the current stage in August 2020, the final Master Plan release.

3.
A map showing the 1.2 km City Reach area between the City Botanic Gardens to Howard Smith Wharves was shown to the Committee.

4. 
The City Reach area is an initiative of the City Centre Master Plan 2014 and a significant contributor to Brisbane’s prosperity in both economic and social terms, attracting visitors and locals. The area is identified as one of Brisbane’s eight priority Global Precincts. The master plan builds on Council's strong record of connecting people to the river and reinforces outcomes sought under Brisbane’s Future Blueprint by creating more to see and do in public spaces that celebrate Brisbane’s outdoor, subtropical lifestyle.

5.
Since the beginning, the Master Plan has been focused on waterfront public realm as this is where public and private sector interests intersect. The document establishes a common vision and principles‑based framework that will help to inform development and public works outcomes along the waterfront. It is a non-statutory document that complements Brisbane City Plan 2014.

6. 
The Master Plan process was separated into three parts – Introduction to the waterfront, City Reach today and City Reach tomorrow. This structure recognises the need to identify the unifying qualities and main opportunities for the waterfront, instead of just prescriptive design standards, to enable the Master Plan to stay resilient to change and flexible to new approaches.

7.
The background work to the Master Plan included a review of 22 great waterfronts across the world to identify the qualities and features that contribute their success as destinations and iconic places.

8. 
Across the benchmark waterfronts, six qualities feature consistently:

-
generous

-
connected

-
engaging

-
adaptable

-
consistent

-
comfortable.

9.
These qualities are touchstones for the Master Plan and have been used to assess how City Reach compares to its international and interstate exemplars.

10.
Analysis and comparisons were made regarding the width of the promenade. City Reach has an average width of 4.3 m, which currently is one of the least generous waterfronts of the 22 benchmarked. The width is inconsistent and there are several conflict points between pedestrians, cyclists and other users. The Master Plan identifies an opportunity to create a wide, continuous promenade that provides enough room for all users in a low speed, shared environment.

11. 
There remains a distinct weekday and weekend profile at City Reach, with the busy periods corresponding to dining periods. Activity is focused in and around the Riverside and Riparian Plaza parts of the waterfront. The Master Plan identifies an opportunity to encourage a greater diversification of activities to enhance day and nighttime activation.
12. 
There are a range of different styles, materials, widths and treatments across the waterfront. There is a lack of a consistent or complementary aesthetic which makes it less appealing as a public place. The Master Plan identifies an opportunity to create a consistent aesthetic to the waterfront, including through materials, landscaping and lighting.
13.
Some of the key opportunities that have been derived from assessing City Reach against the qualities of a great waterfront area are summarised into four opportunity areas – Promenade shared space, engaging public space, river access and materials and landscaping.

14. 
An image of the vision for the City Reach Waterfront was shown to the Committee, showing the area divided into three sections – Port Office, Customs House and Admirality.

15.
The Port Office section is the commercial focus of the waterfront, showcasing Brisbane’s towering plaza architecture and supporting a range of lifestyle activities that cater to workers and visitors. The Customs House section is the civic heart of the waterfront and the historic river gateway to City Reach, accommodating the waterfront’s most significant 19th Century heritage features as well as Admiralty Park and Customs House Park. The Admiralty section is the residential section of the waterfront where non-residential activity is managed to limit impacts on resident amenity.

16. 
Consultation on the draft Master Plan was conducted from 11 November to 9 December 2019. There were 430 survey responses and 42 written responses. Feedback was themed under three headings – Connectivity, Comfort and Delivery.

17. 
In response to feedback received under the connectivity theme, the master plan was updated to provide additional information on the role and function of the promenade in the context of an evolving active transport network within the inner city and City Centre. The master plan was also updated to reinforce the fact that City Reach, unlike other riverside locations, is a major destination and not just a movement corridor. 

18. 
In response to feedback received under the Comfort theme, the Master Plan was updated to ensure that public realm improvements create comfortable environments that are in keeping with Brisbane’s established landscape character and climate. The master plan was also updated to ensure that consideration was given to the amenity enjoyed by existing residents, particularly in the Admiralty section.

19. 
In response to feedback received under the Delivery theme, the Master Plan was updated to make it clear that a collaborative approach would be needed in order to deliver on the Master Plan’s vision. The Master Plan was also updated to promote innovation in achieving the master plan objectives.

20. 
To announce the final master plan release, the master plan was updated on the project webpage on Tuesday 11 August 2020. Project subscribers will be sent an email advising them of the master plan release. 
21.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Neighbourhood Planning and Urban Renewal Manager for his informative presentation.

22.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT COMMITTEE

Councillor Ryan MURPHY, Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 11 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair: 
Is there any debate? 

Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Thanks very much, Chair. Last week's Committee presentation was on the Indooroopilly Riverwalk. As we know, the Indooroopilly Riverwalk is part of this Administration's commitment to getting residents home quicker and safer by extending our bikeway travel network and providing improved travel options. This is, make no mistake about it, a transformational project for the western suburbs, including those on the south side of the river. It provides a much‑anticipated safer alternative to the current corridor. Those who know the area well, and there are a few in this room, will be aware that the current corridor along Radnor Street is very constricted with a number of conflict points.


The new riverwalk will create 790 metres of high-quality, safe, connected accessible pathway from Twigg Street extending all the way over the river, under the Jack Pesch Bridge to the Witton Barracks site. This project has been very enthusiastically welcomed by local residents. The riverwalk will provide a connection to the Brisbane River Loop, Brisbane's most popular recreational and training ride. Many, many cyclists use that. It will eventually provide a connection to the Western Freeway Bikeway, a significant connection point and part of the primary cycle route, connecting the western suburbs to the University of Queensland (UQ).


UQ is Brisbane's second-largest trip attractor with 38,000 students going there. Construction of the Indooroopilly Riverwalk will involve 84 board piles, 184 precast concrete beams and, wait for the drumroll, 3,860 cubic metres of concrete and 850 tonnes of steel reinforcing. So a very significant project here from an engineering perspective. 

Construction of the riverwalk has boosted the local economy by providing 60 local jobs, sourcing precast bridge decks from Bromelton and pile liners from Wacol, with most works planned to be undertaken from a locally-sourced barge and Councillor MACKAY and I were out there last week putt-putting in our little tugboat around those barges and they were very impressive, indeed, weren't they, Councillor MACKAY? Historic plaques and viewing platforms will be included in the construction of the riverwalk. Images of the Indooroopilly‑Chelmer ferry in 1906 and the Walter Taylor Bridge under construction in 1935 were shown to the Committee.

In terms of usage, it's forecast that 1,600 cyclists and 600 pedestrians will use this new connection from day 1 and, of course, this will just increase as time goes on. We know when we build these pieces of infrastructure, that immediately that demand is taken up and they become more and more popular and we have to go and build further connections to it. This will provide, as I said, a safe and accessible route to the Jack Pesch Bridge, which, under normal circumstances, sees an average of 1,400 cyclists and 540 pedestrians crossing every day, which during COVID-19 has actually seen a 20% increase in pedestrian numbers. 

So it's great to see all the pedestrian and cycling traffic which has gone up during COVID-19, one of the few things that has gone up. When we undertook a community survey when first investigating the project, the local community raised a number of really positive pieces of feedback around how they currently have to drive to the Indooroopilly railway station, because Coonan Street is a very busy road and very difficult to cross. This provides an ability to have a nice walk to the railway station; a very positive outcome for the local community. One of the key pieces of feedback that we received was on the positive impact that this will have on their journey, because currently a lot of those commuters need to drive to get to that train station.

We'll also be connecting the Indooroopilly roundabout upgrade and we're hearing from the community about just how important that these two projects are together, complementing each other, working closely together. So it's front of mind, of course, as the Indooroopilly roundabout project progresses. It's anticipated that works will be complete by late 2021, weather and construction conditions permitting. The Committee also considered a petition to extend the New Farm Riverwalk from its current landing point at the southern end of the Howard Smith Wharves past the development to link directly with the City Reach Boardwalk. 

As I said in the Committee, Council currently has no plans to construct a new riverwalk section joining the New Farm Riverwalk and the City Reach Boardwalk. The existing route through Howard Smith Wharves is listed as a primary cycle network on Council's bicycle network overlay and performs a function of the route with the shared pedestrian and cycle pathway provided through the site. If a future riverwalk structure was investigated, it would need to take into account the presently proposed Howard Smith Wharves ferry terminal, other mooring points along Howard Smith Wharves and any impacts to lessees over the Howard Smith Wharves site. 

The Committee agreed, with Councillors CASSIDY and SRI abstaining. I'll leave further debate to the Chamber. Thank you, Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. I rise to speak on the Indooroopilly Riverwalk just briefly. I'd just—given there's an opportunity to speak to it again, I just want to place on the record my concern about the connectivity to the south side of the river, and that's to Chelmer. Whilst the plan, following its revision to have stage 1 and stage 2 incorporated together did improve access by providing pathway from the Jack Pesch Bridge connection through to the new riverwalk, we still have an extremely poor connection from the existing Walter Taylor Bridge around. 

That's a very steep staircase down beside the bridge to access the new riverwalk off Radnor Street. That's just unacceptable, in my view. Otherwise, residents coming off the Walter Taylor Bridge have to continue to use the extremely narrow—as Councillor MURPHY has outlined, the extremely narrow pathway that runs around until they get to the new connection at Foxton Street, I think it is, where it will link down to the river. It was really, I think, when this project was first put out, really not done in the right way to look at connectivity on the north‑south alignment.

To me, that was a major oversight. We still have a problem in my area getting to these bridges on the southside. The extent of what bikeways pass for in my ward is usually a yellow bike which has been stencilled onto the bitumen. There aren't real bikeways out my way, despite it being a very big cycling community. Currently we have a staircase on Oxley Road just near Queenscroft Street and there is no safe bikeway access to—off-road bikeway access to the Jack Pesch Bridge coming along Oxley Road. I've lobbied hard for that to be considered as part of the scope of this project and unfortunately that's been rejected.

So again the only option for my residents will be to ride on Oxley Road, which is a dangerous road and it shouldn't be the case. So there's a staircase on the footpath on Oxley Road, there's a staircase on the Walter Taylor Bridge and to me Council have not looked at the connectivity to this new infrastructure in an appropriate way. One of the suggestions I had a couple of years ago was to look at whether or not you could cantilever the bridge off Radnor Street and cantilever it around rather than building a riverwalk. I was told, no, no. We couldn't do that, Councillor, because we'd have to cut down the trees.

Every single tree has been cut down—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—on the northern banks of the river and they're building the riverwalk in the river. I honestly am shocked by the damage that's been caused to the vegetation on the northern bank.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I know. It was shocking. I mean, we couldn't possibly cantilever a solution, because that would destroy the trees. Meanwhile, the bridge in the river that's not connected to the bank has destroyed the trees. So to me I think clearly Council's not been prepared to look at all the options here. It's unfortunate again that the north-south corridor is being neglected. This needs to be a useful piece of infrastructure for residents on the southside, as well as residents on the northside. 

I encourage Council to look at the submissions that I have made to make sure that we can connect cycling public, particularly students—because a phenomenal amount of kids go to school on the other side of the river. Indooroopilly State High, the catchment is Chelmer and Graceville. Those kids are on foot or on bike and we need safe connectivity for them, in addition to all the private schools that are on the north side of the river as well. I don't think it's reasonable that children should be forced with the only option to ride on the road. 

We need safer, off-road pathways and I urge Council to take another look at the connecting section on Oxley Road to the Jack Pesch Bridge, so that we have an off-road solution all down the one side of the road, so that we can get better north‑south connectivity, not just east-west connectivity in this project.

Chair: 
Further speakers? 


Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY;
Thanks, Chair. I rise to speak on the Indooroopilly Riverwalk. You know, Chair, you hear some funny things in this Chamber, but one thing I did appreciate hearing was the story from Councillor MURPHY about our little boat trip. It felt like we were going exploring up the Zambezi. We had our little hard hats on and our high vis and it was like we were out spotting for things. We were spotting for stairs. We didn't see any stairs on this bikeway, even though you hear that, don't you? You hear, there are stairs on a bikeway. Who would put stairs on a bikeway? There are no stairs on a bikeway. 

None. But you know what we did see, Chair? Lots and lots of trees. Big old‑growth gums, down near the riverbank on Radnor Street, lots of trees. I don't know where people think that all these trees were cut down; it's bizarre. There is a heritage-listed boat ramp down there where the Indooroopilly ferry used to go and there was some trees that have grown up over there. They were cleared. That's true, but they were just little trees that had grown over the existing boat ramp, so, yes, I don't know what's going on there with all these trees have been cut down. Bam. Not true, Chair. 

That's not true. But you know what else we saw? We saw fantastic cycle connectivity from the southside all the way across to Jack Pesch Bridge and we saw what's going to happen. What's going to happen, Chair, is that the Jack Pesch Bridge is going to have a little turn off just near the Witton Barracks and that's going to be where the riverwalk joins up to the Jack Pesch Bridge and it goes underneath the Jack Pesch Bridge, the Albert Bridge, the other railway bridge, the Walter Taylor Bridge and then down towards Ambrose Treacy. 

Chair, two of my nephews go to school down there and they're very excited about this, because hundreds of kids can ride their bikes safely off Radnor Street, off the little narrow path that's currently there and they'll be on, what I call, world-class infrastructure. This cycleway will change the way people get around that area, all the way from the western suburbs, up in Jamboree Ward, down the western freeway. All the people from Chelmer, they—they're welcome to come onto the northside on this fantastic bicycle infrastructure. So I congratulate Council for doing this.

I cannot wait until it's finished. I thank the bicycle user groups for supporting this project. They know there are no stairs, Chair, and they are very excited to see this world-class infrastructure come to life.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
All right. Further speakers? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I just rise to speak on the petition regarding Howard Smith Wharves. The—there was a brief debate in the Committee about this petition, and I took Councillor MURPHY's point that it would be impractical to build a riverwalk out in front of Howard Smith Wharves. But I think that didn't really address the core concern of the petitioners, which is that Howard Smith Wharves is no longer particularly accessible or functional as a cycling transport corridor, which was its—one of the intended purposes of the revitalisation of that precinct and was one of the aspects of the development that many cyclists were looking forward to.


The—since the development's gone in, I've personally been down there a couple of times and seen that the shared pathways are often quite heavily congested and often encroached upon by outdoor dining, informal or unauthorised loading uses, temporary storage of equipment or goods related to the various hotel and hospitality businesses down there, et cetera. And the core problem essentially is that this comes off—directly off the New Farm Bikeway, so for a cyclist, your experience is one of having a really fast, straight easy ride along the river and then suddenly you find yourself in the middle of a bit of a shemozzle. 


I'm concerned today to notice a new development application for Howard Smith Wharves, which appears to seek to amend some of the development approval conditions to the original approval and remove references to the importance of providing bike access through the precinct. So I know this has been a cause of some significant concern for not just local residents of Central Ward, but cyclists who commute through there. I'm certainly not going to argue that this is the worst thing in the world, but I do think there's a gap here and the Council hasn't done as good a job as it could have of ensuring good cyclist connectivity and safety through that precinct.


There's a bit of a concern emerging of fast-moving e-scooters and commuter cyclists sharing narrow footpaths with pedestrians. I think probably the Council needs to do a little bit more work in this space of ensuring that we get the best possible design outcome around that precinct. I realise there's a balance to be struck between the precinct's role as a destination and obviously you don't want everyone rushing through there like it's a high-speed commuter corridor. 

But I don't think the balance has been struck at the right point at the moment and it does seem to be particularly difficult for cyclists to move through there without feeling like you're about to hit a pedestrian or a pedestrian moving through there and feeling like they're safe from fast-moving e-scooters. 

So I would just urge the Council Administration to take a closer look at that precinct and to engage seriously with those concerns and criticisms that cyclists are advocating and, in particular, to look closely at these—this development approval or this development application that's seeking to amend some approved conditions, because I do worry that in an effort to address some of the concerns that Council is raising about the bike path not being compliant or accessible, the applicant is simply seeking to remove the description of it being a bike path in the first place. 

So it might be something to look at a little bit closer down the line and on the basis that I don't think the petition response addresses those petitioner's core concerns, I won't be supporting this particular petition response, but I do genuinely encourage the Administration to look at bit more closely at this precinct, because there's some good—there's potential there, but it just hasn't quite been realised and, in particular, the encroachment along the foremost pathway right adjacent to the river has been particularly disappointing, because I think initial designs and proposals for the precinct showed that pedestrians would be able to move freely along the very front of the Howard Smith Wharves area.

But increasingly that space feels more like a privatised dining area and pedestrians don't feel comfortable moving through that area unless they're accessing the restaurant dining in itself. So maybe there's a gap there as well where what should have been an open publicly-accessible footpath is starting to feel like restaurant space, because of the encroachment of outdoor dining and I think that ties together with these broader concerns about cycling and pedestrian connectivity and access.

Chair: 
Further speakers?
Further speakers? No? 


Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Thanks very much, Chair, and I thank all Councillors who contributed to the debate here. Just very quickly, in terms of Councillor SRI's contribution, you'll note the development application that's currently before Council or currently before Council's assessment agency in development assessment. There are no changes proposed to the bikeway or the shared path, I should say—not the bikeway—in that proposal, so no changes there. 

Secondly, there seems to be this idea that's crept in somewhere along the line—and I don't know where exactly it crept in and maybe it's from our friends in the cycling community, that that is essentially a bikeway that is being used as a driveway, whereas the reality is that was always approved, envisaged right from the very start, as a shared path. It's a shared zone. It means cyclists, delivery vehicles, pedestrians all have to share that space. It's a shared speed—it's a shared space. It is a low-speed environment. I know for a fact that that doesn't suit some people. It doesn't suit the way they like to travel in our city.


They're high-speed cyclists. They want to just get from A to B as quickly as possible and a shared path inconveniences them and potentially there are conflicts in shared paths, where you have different users. We know that. We know that that happens in a lot of places around Brisbane, but in terms of as it relates to this petition, we don't think that it's the smartest investment to spend a lot of ratepayers' money rebuilding that riverwalk out the front of Howard Smith Wharves. Let's also just think back to where this all started.

Councillor SRI:
A point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry to interrupt. Will Councillor MURPHY take a quick question?

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, will you take a question?

Councillor MURPHY:
Sure.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Councillor SRI, please proceed.

Councillor SRI:
Thank you. Maybe Councillor MURPHY might have to take this on notice. I realise it's a bit of a specific question, but in the development application we're discussing, the applicant refers to amending condition 42, which currently reads, ‘provide a shared bike/pedestrian path through the site’ and the applicant is seeking to remove the words bike/pedestrian. What do you understand that to mean? Maybe it's nothing. I'm genuinely curious.

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Well, Councillor SRI, that's not my understanding of the application. That said, I try to do my job in Public and Active Transport and I don't try and moonlight as a development and planning assessment Chair, so—but I will confer with her on that. Now, where was I? So we're talking about the Howard Smith Wharves DA. Let's not forget that before the Howard Smith Wharves was developed and supported by this Council, that entire area was closed off to the public. Nobody could use it. It was derelict. 

Then all of a sudden, when it's become a usable part of the public firmament here in Brisbane, where people come, they love to go and use it, they love to take part in the facilities there, they like to commute through it, all of a sudden there's debate around its shared use. I actually think that's a good thing. I don't think that's a bad thing, to have people talking about how we use that space, wherein the reality is for decades it was locked up and people in this city were not able to use it. So that's just one of those land use planning challenges that we have here. 

We've made a decision through the development assessment process as to how we see that shared path being used and that's just—that's something we'll always have to work through going forwards. We will continue to do that with this process before Council right now. Now, in terms of Councillor JOHNSTON's contribution, just very briefly. I accept the comments that Councillor McLACHLAN was making before about her role in a public affairs area of an engineering company, not an engineering area of public affairs company. I think that comes to the fore here, because we did consider a cantilever structure, but it was not supported.

The engineering case was not there for a cantilevered structure. It didn't work. It just didn't stack up, so I think in that respect that has been assessed. Now, on the—and, again, I suppose this is where public affairs come in, Councillor McLACHLAN, as—and I admit, it's very good media management to say that we're putting steps on a bikeway. But these steps are almost a kilometre away from where the project extends of the Indooroopilly Riverwalk, so I just view this as a budget bid like any other—Councillor JOHNSTON is making a budget bid on this project. 

Fair enough, but let's not let the media in the room and the media listening in be deceived into thinking that the steps there are an integral part of the Indooroopilly Riverwalk. They are not. That is a future budget bid request that will be assessed as part of the normal process of budget assessment that happens each and every year when the LORD MAYOR hands down his budget. Thank you, Chair.

Chair:
I will now put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Public and Active Transport Committee was declared carried on the voices.

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 – INDOOROOPILLY RIVERWALK UPDATE
81/2020-21
1.
The Program Director, Civil and Transport, Project Management, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Indooroopilly Riverwalk. He provided the information below.

2.
The Indooroopilly Riverwalk forms part of the primary bicycle route connecting the western suburbs, via the Western Freeway Bikeway, to the University of Queensland (UQ). UQ is Brisbane’s second largest trip attractor with more than 38,000 students. The Indooroopilly Riverwalk provides a connection to the Brisbane River Loop, Brisbane’s most popular recreation and training ride.

3.
A map showing the layout of the Indooroopilly Riverwalk was shown to the Committee.

4.
An artist impression of the Indooroopilly Riverwalk looking towards the Walter Taylor Bridge was shown to the Committee.

5.
Construction of the Indooroopilly Riverwalk involved 84 bored piles (600 to 1,500 millimetres in diameter), 184 precast concrete beams (14 to 28 metres long), 3,860 cubic metres of concrete and 850 tonnes of steel reinforcing. Construction of the Riverwalk has stimulated the local economy by providing 60 local jobs, sourcing precast bridge decks from Bromelton and pile liners from Wacol with most works planned to be undertaken from a locally sourced barge.

6.
Construction on piling as well as the installation of beams commenced on 6 April 2020, with completion anticipated in late 2021, subject to weather

7.
Images of construction were shown to the Committee, including: 

-
a pile liner

-
pier falsework and the concrete pumping line

-
a kibble being used to place concrete

-
the installation of beams

-
piling works

-
the tremie method being used to place concrete in a pile.

8.
Historic plaques and viewing platforms will be included in the construction of the Riverwalk. Images of the Indooroopilly-Chelmer Ferry in 1906, and the Walter Taylor Bridge under construction in 1935, were shown to the Committee.
9.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Program Director for his informative presentation.

10.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITIONS – 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



CA20/527287 and CA20/527499

82/2020-21
11.
Two petitions from residents, requesting Council extend the New Farm Riverwalk from its current landing point at the southern end of Howard Smith Wharves (HSW), past the development and link directly to the City Reach Boardwalk, were presented to the meeting of Council held on 19 May 2020, by Councillor Vicki Howard, and received.
12.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

13.
The first petition (CA20/527287) contains 44 signatures. Of the petitioners, 39 live in various suburbs of the City of Brisbane and five live outside the City of Brisbane. The second petition (CA20/527499) contains 271 signatures. Of the petitioners, 265 live in various suburbs of the City of Brisbane and six live outside the City of Brisbane.

14.
The location subject to this request is shown in Attachment B (submitted in file).

15.
After a competitive tender process which commenced in 2013, a 99-year lease tenure was awarded to the current operators of the site for the HSW redevelopment. The leased areas extend from within the perimeter fences atop the adjacent cliffs to the Brisbane River, and from the entrance at Boundary Street to the New Farm Riverwalk. An easement extends through the site which provides a pedestrian and bicycle connection that runs for the length of the site connecting the existing New Farm Riverwalk to the City Reach Boardwalk. 

16.
At the western end of the site, this pathway is separated from the main basement car park entry point to allow for the dominant vehicular movements into and out of the site to be separated from pedestrian movements. At this western entry point, the pathway enters a low speed ‘shared zone’ between Buildings 1 (Fantauzzo Hotel), A, B and C (Felons Brewing), allowing for secondary vehicle access to the internal porte-cochere. To the east of Building C, the pathway becomes exclusive use for pedestrians and cyclists, although is also used by service vehicles performing deliveries, parkland maintenance/refuse collection vehicles and emergency vehicle access. 

17.
While it is desirable to separate people walking, vehicles and people riding bicycles where possible, this is always dependent on the uses and environment surrounding the pathway. Council’s underlying requirement for the design of the low speed ‘shared zone’ was to create a slow zone where all users showed the appropriate duty of care by being aware of their surroundings and the different modes using the space. This zone has been clearly identified as a slow speed environment, with curves, pavement treatments and signs used throughout the precinct to alert all users. In addition, to reduce the speed of vehicles, speed reduction devices have been installed in regular intervals along the area. Further to these safety measures, pavement delineation has been painted along the zone to alert pedestrians and cyclists of potential conflict areas where regular crossing occurs.

18.
In relation to the curvature of the path, it is standard engineering practice to introduce bends to slow the speed of the users. The design and construction of the shared low speed environment was certified by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ) as a performance outcome to address the Traffic Access Parking and Services Code of the Brisbane City Plan 2014.

19.
With regard to the exclusive pedestrian and cycle path, Council imposed on the original approval Condition 70a which required the subsequent submission of functional layout drawings for all internal roadworks, including the pedestrian pathway for approval by Council. These drawings were to be prepared and certified by a RPEQ. Condition 64 of the approval also required the internal paved areas, including shared pathways, turnaround hardstand areas, thresholds and ramps to be signed and delineated in accordance with the approved drawings and the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices and the Transport Operations (Road Use Management) Act 1995.

20.
On 9 April 2018, functional layout drawings were submitted to Council for assessment. After an assessment was undertaken by Council engineers, the functional layout drawings were approved on 27 August 2018, fulfilling condition 53a (formerly Condition 70a). In certifying the functional layout drawings, the RPEQ assumed the responsibility that the design was in accordance with the required design standards and was fit for purpose.

21.
A copy of the development application and most recent change application, including all documents relating to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and entering application reference numbers A004162925 and A005092838. 

22.
With regard to the petitioners’ request for a new riverwalk structure to bypass the HSW site, Council has no current plans to construct a new riverwalk section joining the New Farm Riverwalk and the City Reach Boardwalk. The existing route through HSW is listed as a primary bicycle route on Council's Bicycle network overlay and performs the function of this route, with a shared pedestrian and bicycle pathway provided through the site. If a future Riverwalk structure was investigated, it would need to take into account the proposed CityCat terminal, other mooring points along HSW and any impacts to the rights granted to the lessees under the leases over the HSW site. 
23.
Council is currently completing a review of the active transport network plan which will assess key bicycle corridors to identify opportunities for improving network connectivity and safety.  The petitioners’ comments have been noted and these will be considered as part of this review, which will look at options for cycling infrastructure along this route or whether there is an opportunity to improve connections to key destinations such as New Farm and Hamilton by following an alternative alignment. Furthermore, as the site is within the HSW lease area, any proposed improvements would require consent from the lessees and possibly compensation.

Consultation

24.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Councillor for Central Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
25.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

26.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Jonathan Sri abstaining.

27.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.
Attachment A
Draft response
Petition References: CA20/527287 and CA20/527499

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council extend the New Farm Riverwalk from its current landing point at the southern end of Howard Smith Wharves (HSW), past the development and link directly to the City Reach Boardwalk. 

After a competitive tender process which commenced in 2013, a 99-year lease tenure was awarded to the current operators of the site for the HSW redevelopment. The leased areas extend from within the perimeter fences atop the adjacent cliffs to the Brisbane River, and from the entrance at Boundary Street to the New Farm Riverwalk. An easement extends through the site which provides a pedestrian and bicycle connection that runs for the length of the site connecting the existing New Farm Riverwalk to the City Reach Boardwalk. 

At the western end of the site, this pathway is separated from the main basement car park entry point to allow for the dominant vehicular movements into and out of the site to be separated from pedestrian movements. At this western entry point, the pathway enters a low speed ‘shared zone’ between Buildings 1 (Fantauzzo Hotel), A, B and C (Felons Brewing), allowing for secondary vehicle access to the internal porte-cochere. To the east of Building C, the pathway becomes exclusive use for pedestrians and cyclists, however it is also used by service vehicles performing deliveries, parkland maintenance/refuse collection vehicles and emergency vehicle access.
While it is desirable to separate people walking, vehicles and people riding bicycles where possible, this is always dependent on the uses and environment surrounding the pathway. Council’s underlying requirement for the design of the low speed ‘shared zone’ was to create a slow zone where all users showed the appropriate duty of care by being aware of their surroundings and the different modes using the space. This zone has been clearly identified as a slow speed environment, with curves, pavement treatments and signs used throughout the precinct to alert all users. In addition, to reduce the speed of vehicles, speed reduction devices have been installed in regular intervals along the area. Further to these safety measures, pavement delineation has been painted along the zone to alert pedestrians and cyclists of potential conflict areas where regular crossing occurs.
In relation to the curvature of the path, it is standard engineering practice to introduce bends to slow the speed of the users. The design and construction of the shared low speed environment was certified by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ) as a performance outcome to address the Traffic Access Parking and Services Code of the Brisbane City Plan 2014.

With regard to the primary pedestrian and cycle path, Council imposed on the original approval Condition 70a which required the subsequent submission of functional layout drawings for all internal roadworks, including the pedestrian pathway for approval by Council. These drawings were to be prepared and certified by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ). Condition 64 of the approval also required the internal paved areas, including shared pathways, turnaround hardstand areas, thresholds and ramps to be signed and delineated in accordance with the approved drawings and the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices and the Transport Operations (Road Use Management) Act 1995.

On 9 April 2018, functional layout drawings were submitted to Council for assessment. After an assessment was undertaken by Council engineers, the functional layout drawings were approved on 27 August 2018, fulfilling condition 53a (formerly Condition 70a). In certifying the functional layout drawings, the RPEQ assumed the responsibility that the design was in accordance with the required design standards and was fit for purpose.

A copy of the development application and most recent change application, including all documents relating to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and entering application reference numbers A004162925 and A005092838. 

With regard to your request for a new riverwalk structure to bypass the HSW site, Council has no current plans to construct a new riverwalk section joining the New Farm Riverwalk and the City Reach Boardwalk. The existing route through HSW is listed as a primary bicycle route on Council's Bicycle network overlay and performs the function of this route, with a shared pedestrian and bicycle pathway provided through the site. If a future Riverwalk structure was investigated, it would need to take into account the proposed CityCat terminal, other mooring points along HSW and any impacts to the rights granted to the lessees under the leases over the HSW site. 

Council is currently completing a review of the active transport network plan which will assess key bicycle corridors to identify opportunities for improving network connectivity and safety. Your comments have been noted and these will be considered as part of this review, which will look at options for cycling infrastructure along this route or whether there is an opportunity to improve connections to key destinations such as New Farm and Hamilton by following an alternative alignment. Furthermore, as the site is within the HSW lease area, any proposed improvements would require consent from the lessees and possibly compensation. 

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 Sandy LANDERS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 11 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. In the last few Committee presentations, we've been working through the—what might be called the back-of-house infrastructure that supports our road network. That indeed was the presentation last week, Mr Chair. It was a presentation that covered the advanced data centres that run our traffic network and specifically operate the—our traffic signals, the VMS (Variable Message Signs), the traffic closed-circuit television. So this data—these data centres are called modular infrastructure points of delivery, yet another great Council acronym of MIPOD. This was previously traffic signal equipment that was housed in small buildings across the city that were called traffic huts.


But they were not fit for purpose anymore, as the equipment's got more and more sophisticated and advanced. So as a consequence of design work, these—the MIPODs were born, and they form the core of our intelligent transport system network providing the data and tools for our metropolitan transport management centre and also providing services back to the police service, TransLink and TMR. So they've been built to have multiple power sources, so they remain operational even during failure or damage to the network. They're built above flood lines.


So this is good for the Council to make sure that our traffic system remains operational and has the most sophisticated equipment to hand to manage that system. So my thanks to the Manager of Transport Planning and Operations for the presentation. These aren't highly visible bits of infrastructure, but they're fundamental to the operation of our road network and pleased to have them there and to present that—to have our presentation to the Committee last week. Mr Chair, there were also two petitions through the Committee last week, a petition requesting that local traffic only status be applied to Norman Street in Wooloowin and a request to implement local traffic management in Lunga Street, Carina. I'll leave it at that point for any Council debate.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Seriatim en bloc - Clauses B and C
	Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT ‘LOCAL TRAFFIC ONLY’ STATUS, AND SUBSEQUENT MANAGEMENT, BE GRANTED TO NORMAN STREET, WOOLOOWIN, and Clause C, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL IMPLEMENT LOCAL AREA TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT BY INSTALLING TRAFFIC CALMING DEVICES ALONG LUNGA STREET, CARINA, INCLUDING THE INTERSECTIONS AT DARCY ROAD, ELEANOR STREET AND HENDREN STREET, be taken seriatim en bloc for voting purposes.


Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Really, it's these two petitions that are of concern to the Opposition today. In particular, with both these petitions is the actual lack of action that—arising from the petitions. So the first one relates to Norman Street, Wooloowin. Here we have 22 local residents in an area that are requesting some traffic management on their particular street. In particular, they're just requesting a local traffic only sign. Surprisingly, they're concerned or—not surprisingly, they're concerned about safety and speed on the street. 

But unfortunately this petition just contains no actions in relation to what can be done for these residents and the issue they have of speed and safety in their street. There's no recommendation of SAM signs and disappointingly for residents, there's no outcome. We note that Councillor HAMMOND, their local Councillor, supports this recommendation. So we are concerned about this and concerned about a lack of outcome for these residents. 
Secondly, in relation to item C, Lunga Street at Carina, and this also connects D'Arcy, Eleanor and Hendren Streets at Carina. Thirty-five residents there have petitioned for better safety on their streets, but unfortunately this petition says it's not going to do anything. All it says is Councillor ATWOOD will actually go out and consult with residents to see whether Council should do something. So once again, Council in its petition is actually not doing anything for these residents and these residents, one of the things they requested, was a local traffic only sign. They requested that, but they're not getting a local traffic only sign, even though they're saying safety and speed are a concern for them, because they're waiting for the Councillor to do consultation to see whether all the other residents would support a local traffic only sign and some local traffic management.

Once again, we're concerned that it contains no direct action and really is a very disappointing result for these residents. And that's why we can't support these petitions. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on petition B and I'd like to remind the Councillor over on the other side that local traffic signs can't go into a street unless there's traffic management. He's been around for 17 years, I believe, so I believe that he would actually know that.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillors, please.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Also—

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
—in that particular street—it's typical, because he actually doesn't know the street. Hasn't visited the street, doesn't know anything about this. He's just looking at the petition. So I might remind the Councillor that it was the ALP State Government who put a sign up as part of Airport Link to direct people down that street, because what happened when Airport Link—and that's when, I must say, Minister Hinchliffe lost his seat, because the mismanagement of Airport Link at the time and had to be moved to a safe seat of Sandgate. He—that sign was put up with no consultation to the local residents. 

The sign—the reason why it was put up is because they restricted access, so it was the State Labor Government who are forcing people or encouraging people to go down this local street. I will say that this street actually does have signage in it, despite what Councillor GRIFFITHS has actually said. We are also painting an island. It's got quite a sharp bend as it comes up to the school there. A sharp bend that—we're painting an island there to keep people on the right side or encourage people on the right side of the road. The reason why this can't be a concrete island in there is because it's also a bus route and the buses would be able to get around that particular bend.

I will continue meeting with the residents of Norman Avenue. I've adopted it from the Chair. I'll continue meeting with them and as everybody in this Chamber knows, and I know Councillor GRIFFITHS knows this as well, traffic management, people either want it or they don't want it, but I have met with many residents with different viewpoints out on that street and I will continue to do so. But in closing, this—there is some action happened on this particular street. I have asked Council officers to review the sign that the State Government put up with no consultation. 

Because that seems to be the Labor style. No consultation. I've asked them to review whether the sign can come down from that location and, again, I'll continue working with my local residents. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Okay. Yes. Thank you, Mr Chairman. Look, just to rise to speak on item B, just very briefly, look, I—I've listened to what's been said here, but as I read it, and I'm not sure what else is going on behind the scenes, the petitioners are requesting, and I quote, local traffic only signage in their street. Now, we've all got streets that don’t have traffic calming, but have the advisory local traffic signs only. There is absolutely no problem with Council deciding to put those up and I'm really surprised that a Councillor who's been here for 12 years like Councillor HAMMOND isn't aware that those signs can go up in streets without traffic calming.


So I would just say that I think—and this is—I just had a discussion with the head of TNO (Transport Network Operation) a couple of days about this. We need to be more responsive to our residents where we can fix small local issues like this that give them confidence in their street, that give motorists and other drivers some advice about the nature of the street and what is ahead. I'm also very concerned to hear that buses can't go around a bend without driving over—

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Okay. No. No. No. No intersection—no interjections, please.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No interjections, please. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I'm also very concerned to hear that buses can't drive around a bend in a street without crossing over a small centre island. That is very concerning to me, which would indicate there is a bit of a problem with buses being able to negotiate the street, as Councillor HAMMOND outlined for us. But most importantly back to where I was. I just want to say I think we need to be more responsive to residents, where there are simple fixes that can give them confidence like putting in improved signage, we should be doing it.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor ATWOOD.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Thank you, Chair. I also rise to speak on item C, a petition for traffic calming in Lunga Street in Carina. Through you, Mr Chair, I welcome Councillor GRIFFITHS or any of the Labor Councillors to pick up the phone and call me, rather than trying to slander me here in the Chamber today. But as well, through you, I think you also know that you don't install traffic calming without first chatting to the residents directly. So, yes, I have done that.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
A point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Misrep—yes, noted. 

Councillor ATWOOD.

Councillor ATWOOD:
However, I have written to the local residents in Lunga Street last month to speak with them further about this issue. The results have been very notable. Almost 40% of residents have responded, with 73% who are eager for it to proceed and 32% are happy for traffic-calming devices to be installed in front of their houses. It has been terrific to speak with the majority of residents on this street and I look forward to continuing to work with them and Council to championing to issue.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, your misrepresentation.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. I think Councillor ATWOOD said that I slandered her. I didn't. I just raised a—

Chair:
I—sorry. Councillor GRIFFITHS, I heard her say slam.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Slam. 

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Okay. Anyway, excuse me. I shouldn't have done that. I've accepted your misrepresentation.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. Yes. I—slam or slander, didn't do.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

I see no further speakers. 

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, I'm disappointed, but not surprised to hear Councillor GRIFFITHS get up to try and play base politics on a couple of issues that are well away from the Moorooka Ward. I'll hazard a guess that he's never been near Norman Street in Wooloowin or Lunga Street in Carina. I—so all he's seen is, oh, here's my chance. Here's my chance to get to a couple of LNP Councillors, because these are things that they've asked for. Yes. There he is rubbing his hands together with glee. He's playing politics. That's all he's good for, playing politics in this place. That's all he's good for.


Then Councillor JOHNSTON gets up and supports him. Puppet and puppet master; we know what's going on there. 

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
So, look, Mr Chair, these are issues that come before us and, to be frank, I'm disappointed that—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
—Councillor—that—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
All right. All right. Thanks. Councillors. 

Councillors, please come back to the matter at hand.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
A point of order.

Chair:
A point of order to you, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Claim to be misrepresented. Yes. I'd like that withdrawn—

Chair:
Yes, noted.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
—puppet master. Please. Come on.

Chair:
All right.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
No. No. Councillors, please. Councillor McLACHLAN, please turn your microphone off.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
All right.

Chair:
Councillors, I'm not going to allow Councillor McLACHLAN to proceed until there's silence.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Well, that will be interesting to see who claims credit for pulling the strings. 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
But, look, Mr Chair, these are the sorts of issues that come before us all the time. It's important that they're taken—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No. No. No interjections, please. 

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
It's important that they're taken seriously and that's why they go to—

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
No, no. Okay. Councillors, please allow the speaker to be heard in silence. This report is going to be very soon concluded and I'd like to get it done quickly.

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. That's why it's important that these are taken to officers of Council who are registered engineers who can make the decisions about the things—whether or not things are viable or not, rather than former spin doctors for engineering firms making a decision that ‘they know what's best’, these are the decisions that are made by registered engineers who can assess the road network and make a call on whether the things that residents are asking for are viable or valid or not.


It doesn’t mean that we can’t continue to look at the things that they’re asking for. A street that has a fair amount of traffic, there are issues that can be undertaken, as Councillor HAMMOND has said, to improve the safety. If there are vehicles crossing a centre line, there have been no accidents. There have been no accidents, but it does cause concern for the residents who observe that happening, and that’s what they’ve asked for. 


But if a slab of concrete was put in the middle to—while Councillor JOHNSTON thinks that’s amusing to think that a bus might have to drive over the top of it, that’s not terribly good either for that bit of infrastructure or for the successful operation of the buses either. So again, a decision made by engineers based on what’s being requested. 


In terms of Lunga Street, Carina, again, local Councillor going out as a champion for her street, looking at what might be done and something that might be done in the future. It doesn’t stop the issues being addressed, but you can’t come into this place and say because a Councillor has asked for it or demanded it, that it can be immediately implemented. That’s why in the Infrastructure Committee we’ve been taking Councillors through the process of how you make these changes in the network. 


Councillor GRIFFITHS I’m disappointed in you having gone through this process, looking at the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices and the process that has to be stepped through before you can make changes to the road network that are consistent with State Government legislation, that you get up here and try and make a base political point for no end other than that.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, you had a misrepresentation.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. I just wanted to say there’s no puppet or puppet master over here.

Chair:
Thank you. All right, 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 Infrastructure Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
On Items B and C together.

Clauses B and C put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 17 -
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, 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.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
 Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON.

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 – MODULAR INFRASTRUCTURE POINT OF DELIVERY

83/2020-21
1.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Modular Infrastructure Point of Delivery (MIPOD). She provided the information below.

2.
MIPODs replace outdated traffic huts across Brisbane. MIPODs are data centres that run:

-
traffic signals

-
variable message signs 

-
traffic closed circuit television.

3.
Previously traffic signal equipment across Brisbane was housed in a series of small buildings called ‘traffic huts’. With technological advances, traffic huts were no longer fit for purpose. An audit of eight traffic huts across Brisbane in 2011 found that upgrading the existing intelligent transport systems (ITS) huts was not feasible or practical, and that new, purpose‑built ITS huts should be constructed, resulting in the MIPODs.

4.
MIPODs form the core of the ITS network. They provide the tools for the Brisbane Metropolitan Transport Management Centre. Systems within MIPODs service stakeholders external to Council, including the Queensland Police Service, Department of Transport and Main Roads and TransLink.

5.
The Committee was shown images of the new MIPODs and the construction timelines.

6.
Council has a number of MIPODs that securely connect together to deliver the systems required for traffic management. Each MIPOD has multiple communications and power sources to ensure that systems remain operational even when there is an unexpected failure or damage to the network.

7.
The benefits of MIPODs include:

-
world class facilities

-
future proofs for changes in technology

-
higher level of security

-
reduced costs

-
multiple levels of redundancy to eliminate outages.

8.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, for her informative presentation.

9.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT ‘LOCAL TRAFFIC ONLY’ STATUS, AND SUBSEQUENT MANAGEMENT, BE GRANTED TO NORMAN STREET, WOOLOOWIN
CA20/359053
84/2020-21
10.
A petition from residents, requesting that ‘Local Traffic Only’ status, and subsequent management, be granted to Norman Street, Wooloowin, was received during the Election Recess 2020.
11.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

12.
The petition contains 22 signatures. Of the petitioners, 13 live on Norman Street with the remainder living elsewhere in the City of Brisbane.

13.
The petitioners’ state that Norman Street is not being managed in accordance with its assigned designation in Brisbane City Council’s road hierarchy under Brisbane City Plan 2014. The petitioners are requesting that Local Area Traffic Management be undertaken on Norman Street to reduce the volume of non-local traffic using the street and ‘Local Traffic Only’ status be applied to Norman Street.
14.
Norman Street is recognised as a neighbourhood access road under Council’s road hierarchy, providing access to residential properties within the street and other surrounding streets. Norman Street has a 50 km/h speed limit and runs between Lutwyche Road and Kedron Park Road. The street is approximately 400 metres long and generally 12 metres wide, and it contains a bend in its mid-section which is approximately 8.6 metres wide. There are two bus routes operating on Norman Street. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

15.
Local area traffic management or local traffic management is commonly referred to as traffic calming. Council reviews requests for traffic calming schemes and devices based on an assessment of traffic speeds and volumes, with consideration to the function of the road within Council’s road network hierarchy contained in Brisbane City Plan 2014. Locations which are chosen for traffic calming works are then prioritised by areas considered to provide the greatest benefit. These schemes are installed as area-wide treatments to ensure any issues are not displaced to the adjacent streets.

16.
The petitioners’ feedback about traffic calming devices in other local streets has been noted. The traffic calming devices in the other streets referenced by the petitioners were installed over 10 years ago as part of two separate area-wide local area traffic management schemes. These schemes can create mixed responses from residents, both for and against. Noting that only 13 properties are represented in this petition, it is difficult to determine if there is a high level of concern from local residents regarding existing traffic conditions. 

17.
With regard to the recent changes to Fraser Street, these were undertaken as part of the Queensland Government’s North Brisbane Bikeway project which required the closure of the eastern end of the street to avoid conflicts with bikeway traffic. This work was not related to non-local traffic volumes.

18.
The petitioners’ feedback about traffic volumes on Norman Street has been noted. Council’s most recent traffic count on Norman Street was undertaken in April 2019. The count indicated 2,629 vehicles per day on average which is within the expected volumes for a neighbourhood access road. In addition, the east-west connection of Norman Street helps to provide resilience in the local road network. 

19.
The petitioners’ feedback about road safety on Norman Street has been noted. The bend in Norman Street has advanced warning signage in place to alert motorists and yellow lines have been installed through its narrowest point to ensure the road is kept clear and adequate lane width is provided. A review of the latest available data from the Queensland Government’s crash database has identified no recorded crashes of any kind between 1 January 2015 and 31 August 2019. 

20.
Narrow road sections act as natural traffic calming devices as motorists are required to slow down and negotiate the changed road conditions. The abovementioned traffic survey also identified that 85% of all vehicles travel at or below the posted speed limit which shows excellent speed compliance, which reinforces that the majority of motorists are already being slowed by the road geometry.

21.
Council also reviewed its safety through a video survey on Norman Street on 28 November 2019. The survey identified that 83% of vehicles were crossing the centre line. However, the survey also highlighted no near misses in the 24-hour period and further showed the function of the bend as a natural slow point when opposing traffic was approaching from both directions, and that visibility of opposing vehicles through the bend is good. Notwithstanding this, Council proposes to install a painted median island to further reinforce and guide vehicles through the bend safely.

22.
The traffic count, video survey and recorded crash history all indicate that Norman Street does not pose a significant safety risk to motorists driving with due care and attention. The petitioners’ feedback about volumes of up to 6,000 vehicles has been noted, however, Council has no record of any traffic count to reflect these volumes. Accordingly, Council does not consider that Norman Street is being managed contrary to its road hierarchy classification. 

23.
The petitioners’ request for ‘Local Traffic Only’ signage has been noted. Due to the connection Norman Street provides in the local road network between Lutwyche Road and Kedron Park Road, it is accepted that some non-local traffic will travel along it to access both local destinations and other areas of the northern suburbs. Furthermore, ‘Local Traffic Only’ signage is for information only and cannot be enforced by the Queensland Police Service (QPS). For these reasons, the installation of ‘Local Traffic Only’ signage is not supported.

24.
The petitioners’ feedback about bus routes on Norman Street has also been noted. Council undertook a swept path analysis of Chalk Street’s intersection with Kedron Park Road in January 2020 to determine if this was a suitable alternative route. A swept path analysis involves generating vehicle paths with computer software taking vehicle speed, steering speed and vehicle body clearance offset into consideration to ensure the road geometry standards are met. The software is widely used throughout road design projects to determine the feasibility of road geometry and how the specific vehicle would perform. 

25.
The swept path analysis indicated that approaching buses would be required to intrude into the right‑turn lane out of Chalk Street and would also cross over the centre line of the right‑turn lane into Chalk Street from Kedron Park Road. Accordingly, this is not a desirable situation and remains the reason buses turning left from Chalk Street into Kedron Park Road are not supported at this time. The intersection of Chalk Street and Kedron Park Road has been under its current configuration for over 10 years and has not been recently upgraded. As the 321 and 369 bus routes travel north along Kedron Park Road, before turning right onto Park Road, re‑routing these services to turn right out of Chalk Street is not recommended nor supported.

26.
The petitioners’ feedback about other alternative routes such as Chalk Street and Edinburgh Castle Road has been noted. As mentioned previously, Norman Street provides a direct connection from Lutwyche Road to Kedron Park Road. Council supports a traffic network with multiple options for motorists as this provides resilience and is particularly important for emergency services vehicles. In addition, the volume of traffic as recorded in the abovementioned traffic survey is within the acceptable limit for a neighbourhood access road.

27.
In light of the recorded data and investigations noted in this petition, Council does not propose to install any kind of local area traffic management treatment on Norman Street. 

28.
Motorists speeding and crossing solid centre line markings are driver behaviour issues, handled through enforcement of the Queensland Road Rules by the QPS. Complaints can be raised directly with the QPS via Policelink on 131 444.

Consultation

29.
Councillor Fiona Hammond, Councillor for Marchant Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
30.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

31.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Charles Strunk abstaining.

32.
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: CA20/359053

Thank you for your petition requesting that ‘Local Traffic Only’ status, and subsequent traffic management solutions be implemented in Norman Street, Wooloowin. 
Local area traffic management or local traffic management is commonly referred to as traffic calming. Council reviews requests for traffic calming schemes and devices based on an assessment of traffic speeds and volumes, with consideration to the function of the road within Council’s road network hierarchy contained in Brisbane City Plan 2014. Locations which are chosen for traffic calming works are then prioritised by areas considered to provide the greatest benefit. These schemes are installed as area-wide treatments to ensure any issues are not displaced to the adjacent streets.

Your feedback about traffic calming devices in other local streets has been noted. The traffic calming devices in the other streets referenced by the petitioners were installed over 10 years ago as part of two separate area-wide local area traffic management schemes. These schemes can create mixed responses from residents, both for and against. Noting that only 13 properties are represented in this petition, it is difficult to determine if there is a high level of concern from local residents regarding existing traffic conditions. 

With regard to the recent changes to Fraser Street, these were undertaken as part of the Queensland Government’s North Brisbane Bikeway project which required the closure of the eastern end of the street to avoid conflicts with bikeway traffic. This work was not related to non-local traffic volumes.

Your feedback about traffic volumes on Norman Street has been noted. Council’s most recent traffic count on Norman Street was undertaken in April 2019. The count indicated 2,629 vehicles per day on average which is within the expected volumes for a neighbourhood access road. In addition, the east‑west connection of Norman Street helps to provide resilience in the local road network. 

Your feedback about road safety on Norman Street has been noted. The bend in Norman Street has advanced warning signage in place to alert motorists and yellow lines have been installed through its narrowest point to ensure the road is kept clear and adequate lane width is provided. A review of the latest available data from the Queensland Government’s crash database has identified no recorded crashes of any kind between 1 January 2015 and 31 August 2019. 

Narrow road sections act as natural traffic calming devices as motorists are required to slow down and negotiate the changed road conditions. The abovementioned traffic survey also identified that 85% of all vehicles travel at or below the posted speed limit which shows excellent speed compliance, which reinforces that the majority of motorists are already being slowed by the road geometry.

Council also reviewed its safety through a video survey on Norman Street on 28 November 2019. The survey identified that 83% of vehicles were crossing the centre line. However, the survey also highlighted no near misses in the 24-hour period and further showed the function of the bend as a natural slow point when opposing traffic was approaching from both directions, and that visibility of opposing vehicles through the bend is good. Notwithstanding this, Council proposes to install a painted median island to further reinforce and guide vehicles through the bend safely.

The traffic count, video survey and recorded crash history all indicate that Norman Street does not pose a significant safety risk to motorists driving with due care and attention. The petitioners’ feedback about volumes of up to 6,000 vehicles has been noted however, Council has no record of any traffic count to reflect these volumes. Accordingly, Council does not consider that Norman Street is being managed contrary to its road hierarchy classification. 

Your request for ‘Local Traffic Only’ signage has been noted. Due to the connection Norman Street provides in the local road network between Lutwyche Road and Kedron Park Road, it is accepted that some non-local traffic will travel along it to access both local destinations and other areas of the northern suburbs. Furthermore, ‘Local Traffic Only’ signage is for information only and cannot be enforced by the Queensland Police Service (QPS). For these reasons, the installation of ‘Local Traffic Only’ signage is not supported.

The petitioners’ feedback about bus routes on Norman Street has been noted. Council undertook a swept path analysis of Chalk Street’s intersection with Kedron Park Road in January 2020 to determine if this was a suitable alternative route. A swept path analysis involves generating vehicle paths with computer software taking vehicle speed, steering speed and vehicle body clearance offset into consideration to ensure the road geometry standards are met. The software is widely used throughout road design projects to determine the feasibility of road geometry and how the specific vehicle would perform. 

The swept path analysis indicated that approaching buses would be required to intrude into the right‑turn lane out of Chalk Street and would also cross over the centre line of the right‑turn lane into Chalk Street from Kedron Park Road. Accordingly, this is not a desirable situation and remains the reason buses turning left from Chalk Street into Kedron Park Road are not supported at this time. The intersection of Chalk Street and Kedron Park Road has been under its current configuration for over 10 years and has not been recently upgraded. As the 321 and 369 bus routes travel north along Kedron Park Road, before turning right onto Park Road, re‑routing these services to turn right out of Chalk Street is not recommended or supported.

Your feedback about other alternative routes such as Chalk Street and Edinburgh Castle Road has been noted. As mentioned previously, Norman Street provides a direct connection from Lutwyche Road to Kedron Park Road. Council supports a traffic network with multiple options for motorists as this provides resilience and is particularly important for emergency services vehicles. In addition, the volume of traffic as recorded in the abovementioned traffic survey is within the acceptable limit for a neighbourhood access road.

In light of the recorded data and investigations noted in this petition, Council does not propose to install any kind of local area traffic management treatment on Norman Street. 

Motorists speeding and crossing solid centre line markings are driver behaviour issues, handled through enforcement of the Queensland Road Rules by the QPS. Complaints can be raised directly with the QPS via Policelink on 131 444.

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

ADOPTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL IMPLEMENT LOCAL AREA TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT BY INSTALLING TRAFFIC CALMING DEVICES ALONG LUNGA STREET, CARINA, INCLUDING THE INTERSECTIONS AT DARCY ROAD, ELEANOR STREET AND HENDREN STREET


CA20/457728
85/2020-21
33.
A petition from residents, requesting Council implement local area traffic management (LATM) by installing traffic calming devices along Lunga Street, Carina, including the intersections at Darcy Road, Eleanor Street and Hendren Street, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 12 May 2020, by Councillor Lisa Atwood, and received.
34.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

35.
The petition contains 35 signatures. Of the petitioners, 29 live on Lunga Street, with the remainder living elsewhere in the City of Brisbane.

36.
The petitioners are concerned about road safety on Lunga Street due to speeding motorists and request a LATM scheme to improve safety and reduce non-local traffic volumes.

37.
Lunga Street has a speed limit of 50 km/h and is classified as a neighbourhood access road in Council’s road hierarchy, providing access to local residential properties. There are no Council bus routes operating on Lunga Street. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

38.
Council has reviewed the most recent data from the official Queensland Government crash history. Between 1 January 2015 and 31 October 2019, there was one recorded crash along Lunga Street which was the result of driver behaviour and excessive speed was not a factor. While any crashes on Brisbane roads are regrettable, the crash data does not identify a significant safety problem on the Lunga Street road corridor. 

39.
The petitioners’ request for traffic calming to address speeding motorists 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.

40.
Traffic calming is not typically installed to specifically address speeding. Furthermore, majority support from local residents is required in order to progress any traffic calming proposal. While it is noted that some residents from Lunga Street have supported this petition, it is not sufficient to progress a LATM scheme. As such, Councillor Lisa Atwood, Councillor for Doboy Ward, has written to all residents of Lunga Street in July 2020 to gauge community support for any traffic management measures. This consultation will inform the scope of any future investigation on Lunga Street.
41.
The petitioners’ request for ‘local traffic only’ signage has been noted. Should the majority of local residents support further investigation of a LATM scheme on Lunga Street, all traffic devices will be considered under a formal investigation.

42.
Speeding and reckless driving are driver behaviour issues that Council cannot enforce. The Queensland Police Service (QPS) is the designated authority responsible for enforcing Queensland’s traffic laws and complaints can be raised directly with the QPS via the Hoon Hotline on 13 HOON (13 46 66).

Consultation

43.
Councillor Lisa Atwood, Councillor for Doboy 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, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Charles Strunk abstaining.

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: CA20/457728

Thank you for your petition requesting Council implement local area traffic management (LATM) by installing traffic calming devices along Lunga Street, Carina, including the intersections at Darcy Road, Eleanor Street, and Hendren Street.

Council has reviewed the most recent data from the official Queensland Government crash history. Between 1 January 2015 and 31 October 2019, there was one recorded crash along Lunga Street which was the result of driver behaviour and excessive speed was not a factor. While any crashes on Brisbane roads are regrettable, the crash data does not identify a significant safety problem on the Lunga Street road corridor.

Your request for traffic calming to address speeding motorists 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 is not typically installed to specifically address speeding. Furthermore, majority support from local residents is required in order to progress any traffic calming proposal. While it is noted that some residents from Lunga Street have supported this petition, it is not sufficient to progress a LATM scheme. As such, Councillor Lisa Atwood, Councillor for Doboy Ward, has written to all residents of Lunga Street in July 2020 to gauge community support for any traffic management measures. This consultation will inform the scope of any future investigation on Lunga Street. 
Your request for ‘local traffic only’ signage has been noted. Should the majority of local residents support further investigation of a LATM scheme on Lunga Street, all traffic devices will be considered under a formal investigation. 

Speeding and reckless driving are driver behaviour issues that Council cannot enforce. The Queensland Police Service (QPS) is the designated authority responsible for enforcing Queensland’s traffic laws and complaints can be raised directly with the QPS via the Hoon Hotline on 13 HOON (13 46 66). 

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
ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 11 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM: 
Yes, thanks, Mr Chair. So the presentation last week was on Wildlife Movement Solutions program. As its well-known, roads pose a threat to our native wildlife, such as koalas, kangaroos and wallabies, so Council is continuing to invest in a range of Wildlife Movement Solutions across our city and suburbs.


The program includes ongoing investigation and testing of infrastructure to support fauna moving underneath or above roads. Helping koalas, kangaroos and other wildlife navigate across roads safety is a complex issue, and Council has been trialling new ideas to alert drivers, including variable message signs.


We’ve had a lot of positive feedback from residents on these signs after we used them last year during the koala breeding season. So for the first time, Council will now also use variable message signs in areas popular with kangaroos and wallabies.


In addition to variable message signs, Council has a program of more permanent Wildlife Awareness Monitor Signs, or WAMS, which have been installed across numerous priority zones in our city and suburbs. WAMS are permanent LED signs that monitor speed and will change from graphics, the koala green face to text, to alert motorists to slowdown. I know that in my own ward the signs on Boundary Road have proved to be very effective.


As the Committee heard, the Wildlife Movement Solution program is constantly evolving, and we will continue to work with tertiary institutions and environment groups to get the local knowledge and input we need on wildlife movements.


Last Tuesday in Committee we also had three submissions for the expenditure from the Suburban Enhancement Funds. They were approval for the construction of a bespoke junior playground in Norman Buchan Park at Bardon, approval for the installation of a playground at Dunvegan Street Park in Heathwood, and approval for the installation of a playground at Macquarie Way Park, Drewvale. I’ll leave the rest to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, just very briefly on the Wildlife Variable Message Signs. Look, there’s a couple of things I want to say. We’ve had for probably almost a year a bit of a campaign going to deal with the wildlife deaths on Fairfield Road, particularly through Fairfield, which is where residents have been observing the wildlife kills. There’s a couple of things that I would like to just say, because there is a petition going to come to Council too.


It’s largely asking for an overhead bridge or an overhead rope. It is mainly possums but there are other different types of wildlife at risk when crossing very busy arterial roads. 


But what I want to say with respect to this in reading the report before me today—despite the fact that residents are requesting support for wildlife safety measures in busy areas, we have 14 I think there are of these WAM locations, only two of which are in non-LNP wards. It really troubles me that the LNP investing in their own areas to improve outcomes for native wildlife in our city, but they are not prepared to do so in the other parts of our city. 


In particular, I can say this because I have asked before petitioning to do some wildlife improvement works along Fairfield Road, and because we were ignored by Council, I’m now petitioning so we can have the matter debated and discussed here in Council.


So I certainly support Council doing more to protect wildlife. Underpasses and overpasses are certainly really useful ways to do that, whether it’s ropes or bridges or ladders or whatever it might be. Variable message signs and other signage certainly can be useful in some places, but I think there needs to be more of an investment right around the city, including in wards like Tennyson.


Recently I did a file request to have a look at how many possums were being killed on Fairfield Road, and I got a letter back from the CEO with the numbers, which are extraordinarily high. I was told I could not release the information to the public because it was secret.


Now that’s how many possums get squashed on Fairfield Road. It’s secret information that we are not allowed to discuss publicly. Yes, that’s how this Administration rolls. 


So I just want to place on the record again I appreciate that the LNP wards are getting wonderful advancements for their wildlife outcomes in certain areas. That investment is not being made right around the city and it should be, and I just flag that when this petition comes up to Council for debate, I will be calling for more investment in my ward in Tennyson.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak in support of Dunvegan Street Park and the funding that’s coming through to bring new park equipment into this rapidly developing area.


The Heathwood Rise Estate where Dunvegan Street sits is one of our newer areas in our city, and certainly it is home to people who have come from many different places in the world, but also that they have chosen our local community to build new homes, to create a new family environment—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Sorry, this item’s about variable message signs.

Chair:
That’s correct. 

Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
I’m speaking about Dunvegan Street Park that Councillor CUNNINGHAM referenced, the funding for that.

Chair:
I’m not sure if I can—is it in the report? I’m sorry Councillor I don’t know if I can—

Councillor OWEN:
Well given that the Chair referenced it, Mr Chair, if you—
Chair:
I don’t think that stands—I apologise Councillor OWEN; can I please ask you to make these comments in General Business. I apologise for this, but if it’s not in the report I can’t—that’s one of the rules we’ve had for some time.

Councillor OWEN:
That’s fine, Mr Chair. I’ll just say—
Chair:
My apologies, thank you.

Councillor OWEN:
—that I appreciate Councillor CUNNINGHAM referencing Dunvegan Street Park and the growth in the area. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Anyone? 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM? 

All right, I will now put the item. 

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 – WILDLIFE VARIABLE MESSAGE SIGNS

86/2020-21
1.
The Parks and Natural Resources Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s wildlife variable message signs. He provided the information below.

2.
Roads can pose a significant threat to native wildlife such as koalas, kangaroos and wallabies, especially where roads intersect with greenspace areas or corridors. This will usually result in koalas and kangaroos trying to move from one green corridor to another, requiring them to cross roads. 

3.
Council is continuing to invest in wildlife movement solutions (WMS). Signage can play an important role in alerting drivers to the potential presence of wildlife on roads. As part of the WMS program, consideration of signage type and placement, and the potential for signage oversaturation, forms part of any assessment. While static signs are excellent in some circumstances (depending on pre-existing road conditions), they are not always implemented due to the possibility of oversaturation.

4.
The WMS program includes ongoing investigation into wildlife movement infrastructure to support fauna moving underneath or above roads, and therefore eliminating the risk of injury or potential death of koalas (or other wildlife) crossing roads. Trying to move koalas, kangaroos and other wildlife across roads safely is a complex issue and the investigation into new and modern approaches which are intended to improve driver awareness and response, such as the Variable Message Signs, are being considered and trialled. 

5.
The WMS program is constantly evolving to improve wildlife movement across the Brisbane Local Government Area where urban environments interfaces with greenspace areas. This includes continuously working with:

-
tertiary institutions where academic researchers are able to provide contemporary information regarding wildlife movement and investigate innovative ways to improve wildlife movement across the city

-
local environmental groups to gain insight into local knowledge of animal species, habitat areas, movement behaviours and known corridors across the city

-
internal and external stakeholders (at both local and regional scale) on all issues relating to wildlife movement

-
contemporary data to inform strategic wildlife movement outcomes and future planning. 

6.
The contemporary data Council obtains each calendar year provides a clear snapshot on where the hotspot areas are across the city. These are then mapped to inform the decision-making process for many of Council’s WMS outcomes. The data obtained includes:

-
data from Council’s Waste Services (of deceased animals on public land reported by the public)

-
Moggill Koala Hospital data (from the Queensland Government)

-
RSPCA Animal Ambulance

-
results from the koala detection dog surveys. 

7.
Council has numerous WMS infrastructure across the city, most of them installed as part of a road infrastructure upgrade. The Committee was shown some examples of contemporary WMS measures Council has been using or installing to assist wildlife movement across roads including:

-
koala climb outs – to assist koalas to climb over steep terrain on both sides of a road to avoid being trapped on the road

-
koala escape poles – designed so that koalas can climb into the bushland, but cannot climb back out onto the road due to the gap at the bottom of the pole on the bushland side

-
kangaroo jump outs – designed in such a way that if kangaroos become trapped in between fauna fencing on either side of a main road, they jump back into the bushland without getting back onto the road

-
habitat resting poles – intended for koalas and gliders, they also benefit any wildlife seeking refuge on resting poles. Resting poles can normally be found in bushland areas to re-establish wildlife corridors or in the middle of wide roads where animals seek refuge while crossing 

-
retrofitting existing underpasses or culverts. 

8.
Wildlife Awareness Monitor Signs (WAMS) are installed across numerous hotspot zones across the city. In late 2019, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, worked with Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, to start installing new WAMS across the city in key priority hotspot zones. WAMS are permanent LED signs that monitor speed and will change from graphics (green koala face) to text to alert motorists to ‘Slow Down’ if speeding. WAMS locations are:


-
Boundary Road, Camp Hill/Coorparoo

-
Beckett Road, McDowall/ Bridgeman Downs

-
Toohey Road, Salisbury

-
Wynnum Road, Wynnum West

-
Wilruna Street, Wacol

-
Rickertt Road, Ransome

-
Old Cleveland Road, Carindale

-
Creek Road, Carindale

-
Ford Road, Burbank

-
Mt Petrie Road, Belmont

-
Cavendish Road, Mount Gravatt East

-
Hamilton Road, Chermside West 

-
Pullenvale Road, Pullenvale.

9.
In November to December 2018, Council undertook a trial of VMS across the Brisbane Local Government Area. Council hired a total of six signs over a period of six weeks, which were rotated around parts of Brisbane known to have high vehicle-related koala injuries or death occurrences. Due to the positive feedback and reception from customers and residents, Council continued with the use of VMS in 2019 during parts of the koala breeding season. A total of six signs were rotated around Brisbane’s known hotspot areas for a period of 12 weeks from August to October. The purpose of the VMS was firstly to assist with driver safety and increase driver awareness of potential koala activity in the area so that motorists drive with more vigilance when approaching these particular locations. Secondly, the VMS was also intended to decrease vehicle-related koala deaths or injuries. 

10.
For the first time this year, Council will also be using VMS to target areas known to have high vehicle‑related kangaroo or wallaby strikes. The rollout of the kangaroo VMS will coincide with the rollout of the koala VMS, during part of the koala breeding season this year. The investigation of the use of VMS was an extension to Council’s existing WMS program.

11.
The proposed VMS rollout in 2020 includes eight key locations:

-
Creek Road, Mount Gravatt East (koalas)

-
Logan Road, Mount Gravatt East/Holland Park (koalas)

-
Wyncroft Street and Pine Mountain Road, Carina Heights and Mount Gravatt East (koalas)

-
Tilley Road, Chandler (koalas)

-
Mt Gravatt-Capalaba Road, Chandler (koalas)

-
Wilruna Street, Wacol (macropods)

-
Sumners Road, Riverhills (macropods)

-
Sumners Road, Sumner (macropods).

12.
Benefits for using VMS include:

-
that they can be used just about anywhere for any wildlife, especially if there is known increased activity in a particular location where it is temporary (such as during breeding or migration seasons)

-
that they can be installed reasonably quickly and can be remotely controlled if road conditions or animal movement patterns change

-
that they are relatively inexpensive to hire for desired short-term measures

-
temporary installation and the flashing LED resulting in drivers being less likely to grow complacent compared to something that is permanent or semi-permanent

-
positive feedback received from the community for the trial of the VMS.

13.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Parks and Natural Resources Manager for his informative presentation.

14.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

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 Sandy LANDERS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 11 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. Look, there was a Committee presentation on the Apprenticeship Program update, which is a great program that Council holds. In fact, it’s so good that we have actually trouble keeping our apprentices because they want to go on. They’re so well-trained they tend to go to other companies to work, but it’s certainly a fabulous program.


There is also two petitions here that I’m happy to leave to the Chamber for debate.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
Further speakers? 

Councillor MARX? 

I’ll now put the report. 

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.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillor Nicole Johnston.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – APPRENTICESHIP PROGRAM OVERVIEW

87/2020-21
1. 
The Manager, Urban Amenity, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Urban Amenity Apprenticeship Program. He provided the information below.

2.
The Urban Amenity Apprenticeship Program aspires to develop great people, not just great tradespeople, and to be recognised for the quality of tradespeople produced.

3. 
At present, there are eight Parks and Gardens apprentices, three Arboriculture apprentices and two Administration trainees. 

4. 
The program includes pre-recruitment initiatives such as school-based engagement via Pre‑Trade Work Experience placements and industry promotion, to generate interest and awareness.

5.
To support apprentices, the program balances the number of apprentices to ensure a reasonable coordinator/supervisor ratio. Apprentices work with experienced tradespeople and have access to industry networks and training providers. Tradespeople who support apprentices have access to training for developing skills and confidence in mentoring and awareness of generational differences.

6. 
Branch networking is encouraged to build connections with peers and support broader corporate program deliverables.

7.
The program ensures apprentices have an understanding of the organisation, customer service, and the confidence and courage to make a difference.

8.
Images were shown to the Committee of a team day which encouraged industry exposure and knowledge sharing.

9.
Apprentices are included in high-profile maintenance activities including projects in parks and public spaces. Images of apprentices working on these projects were shown to the Committee.

10.
An image of an apprentice climbing a large tree was shown to the Committee, as an example of the work Arboriculture apprentices undertake.

11.
On-the-job training and certification opportunities are available to apprentices, including:


-
machinery operations

-
Fire Fighting Certificate

-
natural areas, conservation and land management

-
waterway health enhancement projects

-
chainsaw, pole saw and pruning training

-
Agricultural Chemical Distribution Certificate

-
traffic management.

12.
Images were shown to the Committee of various award recipients from the program, including a recipient of the Passion for Brisbane award.

13. 
In June 2020, the Story Bridge was lit up green to recognise the work of the Field Services employees who maintain Brisbane’s parks. An image of the Story Bridge lit green was shown to the Committee.

14.
The Urban Amenity Apprenticeship Program will be working towards continuous improvement of systems and processes, logistics and tactical services, standards and customer experience. 

15.
An image was shown of feedback received for the program.

16.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for his informative presentation.

17.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL RELAX ENFORCEMENT OF ANIMAL MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS TOWARDS RESPONSIBLE DOG OWNERS AND THEIR PETS


CA20/270166
88/2020-21
18.
A petition requesting Council relax enforcement of animal management regulations towards responsible dog owners and their pets and allow animals to accompany their owners in more public places, was received during the Election Recess of 2020.
19.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

20.
The petition contains 21 signatures.

21. 
The petition suggests that dogs should be allowed in national park areas under appropriate conditions. It should be noted that State forests and national parks are operated under the regulatory authority of the Queensland Government and are outside the mandate of Council. The petitioners may wish to address this specific suggestion directly with the Queensland Government. 

22.
Council regulates the keeping of animals under the provisions of the Animals Local Law 2017 (the Local Law). The Local Law contains requirements and offence provisions that ensure responsible pet ownership. Under the Local Law, animal owners are required to prevent their animal from wandering, maintain effective control over their animal in public places, clean up after the animal and ensure that the animal does not become a noise nuisance. These provisions balance the need for regulatory restriction regarding animals in public places and Council’s support for responsible animal owners.

23.
Council provides more than 150 dog off-leash parks where responsible animal owners can take their dog and enjoy open space safely. Further, Council is also currently trialling three foreshore off-leash dog areas at Manly, Sandgate and Nudgee Beach to meet community desire for more off-leash spaces in foreshore areas. This trial ensures ecologically sensitive areas are protected from potential adverse environmental impacts.

24.
With respect to animal registration, it is a requirement under the provisions of the Animal Management (Cats and Dogs) Act 2008 (the Act) for dog owners to register their animal with their local council. The Act is administered by the Queensland Government and allows Council to set cost recovery fees for registration. In practice, animal registration provides owners with a greater likelihood of having their animal returned to them if the animal is lost and later found. 

25.
Further, Council operates two animal rehoming centres, which are administered under the provisions of the Local Law and provides for a wide range of animal related complaints from noise complaints. patrols of off-leash areas and dog attacks across Brisbane. Council also promotes responsible pet ownership through a number of community-based programs such as its regular pet fair events.

26.
While there remain many open space areas where owners can take their animal if it remains under effective control, some locations are not suitable to permit animals due to unacceptable risk to other members of the public. Areas where animals would have close proximity to food preparation areas, highly pedestrianised mall areas and spaces where it is possible for a domestic pet to interfere with the performance of a service animal’s duties are examples of situations where bringing a pet could reasonably present an unacceptable risk to other members of the general community.

Consultation

27.
As this petition relates to a citywide issue, and makes no reference to a specific ward, the Chair for City Standards, Community Health and Safety Committee was consulted and supports the recommendation.
28.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

29.
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: CA20/270166

Thank you for your petition of 9 March 2020 requesting Council relax enforcement of animal management regulations towards responsible dog owners and their pets and allow animals to accompany their owners in more public places. 

The petition suggests that dogs should be allowed in national park areas under appropriate conditions. It should be noted that State forests and national parks are operated under the regulatory authority of the Queensland Government and are outside the mandate of Council. The petitioners may wish to address this specific suggestion directly with the Queensland Government. 

Council regulates the keeping of animals under the provisions of the Animals Local Law 2017 (the Local Law). The Local Law contains requirements and offence provisions that ensure responsible pet ownership. Under the Local Law, animal owners are required to prevent their animal from wandering, maintain effective control over their animal in public places, clean up after the animal and ensure that the animal does not become a noise nuisance. These provisions balance the need for regulatory restriction regarding animals in public places and Council’s support for responsible animal owners.

Council provides more than 150 dog off-leash parks where responsible animal owners can take their dog and enjoy open space safely. Further, Council is also currently trialling three foreshore off-leash dog areas at Manly, Sandgate and Nudgee Beach to meet community desire for more off-leash spaces in foreshore areas. This trial ensures ecologically sensitive areas are protected from potential adverse environmental impacts.

With respect to animal registration, it is a requirement under the provisions of the Animal Management (Cats and Dogs) Act 2008 (the Act) for dog owners to register their animal with their local council. The Act is administered by the Queensland Government and allows Council to set cost recovery fees for registration. In practice, animal registration provides owners with a greater likelihood of having their animal returned to them if the animal is lost and later found. 

Further, Council operates two animal rehoming centres, which are administered under the provisions of the Local Law and provides a response capability for a wide range of animal related complaints from noise complaints, patrols of off-leash areas and dog attacks across Brisbane. Council also promotes responsible pet ownership through a number of community‑based programs such as its regular pet fair events.

While there remain many open space areas where owners can take their animal if it remains under effective control, some locations are not suitable to permit animals due to unacceptable risk to other members of the public. Areas where animals would have close proximity to food preparation areas, highly pedestrianised mall areas and spaces where it is possible for a domestic pet to interfere with the performance of a service animal’s duties are examples of situations where bringing a pet could reasonably present an unacceptable risk to other members of the general community.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Shannon Tille, Senior Project Officer, City Safety and Legislation, Strategic Regulation, Systems and Analytics, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 6093.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING THE USE OF TWO VISITOR CAR PARKING SPACES AT 72 HEDLEY AVENUE, NUNDAH, BE SOLELY FOR THE OWNERS OF UNIT TWO
CA20/480533

89/2020-21
30.
A petition requesting the use of two visitor car parking spaces at 72 Hedley Avenue, Nundah, be solely for the owners of unit two, was presented to Council at its meeting of 19 May 2020, by Councillor Adam Allan and received.

31.
The petition contains three signatures.

32.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services provided the following information.

33.
A petition was presented to Council at its meeting of 19 May 2020 requesting the use of two visitor car parking spaces at 72 Hedley Avenue, Nundah, be solely for the owners of unit two. The petition contains three signatures.

34.
On 26 February 2018, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, received a complaint about the use of the visitor parking spaces at 72 Hedley Avenue. In response to this complaint, an investigation determined that the use of the car parking spaces was non-compliant with the existing development approval (A004109998). 

35.
Under the Queensland Government’s Planning Act 2016, a change to the existing development approval was required to be lodged with Council for assessment. A request to change the existing development approval (A004917679), specifically a change to Condition 5, relating to visitor parking, was lodged on 4 May 2018.

36.
In the meantime, Council issued a Show Cause Notice to the Body Corporate and the owner of 2/72 Hedley Avenue on 28 June 2018, providing 20 business days to make representations to Council about the matter. On 30 July 2018, Council received correspondence from the Body Corporate requesting an extension to the notice of two weeks to allow its solicitor to liaise with the committee and provide a response to Council. After careful consideration, Council granted the extension request.

37.
Representations were received from the Body Corporate on 3 August 2018 and the property owner on 20 August 2018. A subsequent inspection of the property on 29 August 2018 found the motor for the garage door had been removed and the garage door was in the open position. Therefore, the property had achieved interim compliancy while the change to the development approval was under assessment. 

38.
Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, refused the development application (A004917679) on 28 September 2018. The owner of 2/72 Hedley Avenue lodged an appeal against the decision with the Planning and Environment Court (P&E Court) on 29 October 2018. A Notice of Discontinuance was filed by the owner with the P&E Court on 7 March 2019, prior to the P&E Court’s decision. As there had been no further complaints, and Council had confirmed the removal of the motor for the garage door, no further action was taken.

39.
A subsequent complaint was received on 29 January 2020, and an inspection of the site occurred on 31 January 2020, which determined that the premises was not in accordance with Conditions 2, 5 and 18 of the existing development approval (A004109998) due to a roller door being installed over the visitor parking space. As a result, an Early Engagement letter was sent to the Body Corporate requesting that they comply with the existing development approval conditions by 2 June 2020. 

40.
A letter was not sent to the owners of 2/72 Hedley Avenue as the responsible entity to address the non-compliance with the existing development conditions is the Body Corporate. Any concerns regarding the owners of unit two encroaching common property by way of installing the double garage door, can be taken up with the owner of unit two by the Body Corporate.

41.
A subsequent inspection was conducted on 3 June 2020. Due to the continuing non‑compliance with the development approval conditions, a new Show Cause Notice was issued to the Body Corporate on 8 June 2020, providing 20 business days to make representations to Council about the notice.

42.
Council does not support the use of the visitor parking spaces for the sole use of the occupants of unit two as it is in direct contravention of the development approval (A004109998).  

43.
It is recommended that the information in this submission be noted and the draft response, as set out in Attachment A, be sent to the head petitioner.

Consultation

44.
Councillor Adam Allan, Councillor for Northgate Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.
45.
The Divisional 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: CA20/480533
Thank you for your petition requesting the use of two visitor car parking spaces at 72 Hedley Avenue, Nundah, be solely for the owners of unit two.

On 26 February 2018, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, received a complaint about the use of the visitor parking spaces at 72 Hedley Avenue. In response to this complaint, an investigation determined that the use of the car parking spaces was non-compliant with the existing development approval (approval reference A004109998). 

Under the Queensland Government’s Planning Act 2016, a change to the existing development approval was required to be lodged with Council for assessment. A request to change the existing development approval (application reference A004917679), specifically a change to condition 5 relating to visitor parking, was lodged on 4 May 2018.

In the meantime, Council issued a Show Cause Notice to the Body Corporate and the owner of 2/72 Hedley Avenue, on 28 June 2018, providing 20 business days to make representations to Council about the matter. On 30 July 2018, Council received correspondence from the Body Corporate requesting an extension to the notice of two weeks to allow their solicitor to liaise with the committee and provide a response to Council. After careful consideration, Council granted the extension request.

Representations were received from the Body Corporate on 3 August 2018 and the property owner on 20 August. A subsequent inspection of the property on 29 August 2018, found the motor for the garage door had been removed and the garage door was in the open position. Therefore, the property had achieved interim compliancy while the change to the development approval was under assessment. 

Council’s Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, refused the development application (reference A004917679) on 28 September 2018 and the property owner of 2/72 Hedley Avenue lodged an appeal against the decision with the Planning and Environmental Court (P&E Court) on 29 October 2018. A Notice of Discontinuance was filed by the property owner with the P&E Court on 7 March 2019, prior to the P&E Court’s decision. As there had been no further complaints and Council had confirmed the removal of the motor for the garage door, no further action was taken.

A subsequent complaint was received on 29 January 2020, and an inspection of the site occurred on 31 January 2020, which determined that the premises was not in accordance with Conditions 2, 5 and 18 of the existing development approval (reference A004109998) due to a roller door being installed over the visitor parking space. As a result, an Early Engagement letter was sent to the Body Corporate requesting that they comply with the existing development approval conditions by 2 June 2020. 

A letter was not sent to the owners of 2/72 Hedley Avenue as the responsible entity to address the non‑compliance with the existing development conditions is the Body Corporate. Any concerns regarding the owners of unit two encroaching common property by way of installing the double garage door, can be taken up with the owners of unit two by the Body Corporate.

A subsequent inspection was conducted on 3 June 2020. Due to the continuing non-compliance with the development approval conditions, a new Show Cause Notice was issued to the Body Corporate on 8 June 2020, providing 20 business days to make representations to Council about the notice.

Council does not support the use of the visitor parking for the sole use of the occupants of unit two as it is in direct contravention of the development approval (A004109998).  

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Morgan Pratt, Built Environment Supervisor, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 7372.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

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 11 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Mr Chair, just very briefly. We had a presentation from the Manager of Library Services about Council’s library collection. It’s always wonderful to hear from the fantastic Sharan Harvey, and of course we are very proud to have here in Brisbane Australia’s largest public library service. As part of this, we have more than 1.38 million collection items, and more than 8.5 million loans and downloads.


So we are also really proud that we have an inclusive collection with a range of items to suit everyone, whether it be large print books, audiobooks, inclusive features and inclusive technologies such as Dyslexie Font, digital items, languages other than English, LGBTIQ+ collections and of course our Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander collection.


It was a wonderful presentation and I really want to thank our wonderful library team for all their hard work and dedication to supporting our diverse and inclusive city, and I commend the report to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
Further speakers? 

Councillor HOWARD? 

I’ll now put the report. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee was declared carried on the voices.

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 – EXPLORING THE LIBRARY COLLECTION

90/2020-21
1.
The Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide information on Council’s library collection. She provided the information below.

2.
The United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation Public Library Manifesto (the Manifesto) states ‘The public library, the local gateway to knowledge, provides a basic condition for lifelong learning, independent decision making and cultural development of the individual and social groups.’ The role of libraries is the development and maintenance of democratic, civil society through information, knowledge, ideas, diverse opinions and works of the imagination. The values set out by the Manifesto include:


-
freedom of information and the right to read


-
lifelong learning and literacy


-
equity and access for all


-
inclusion and belonging


-
reflecting local identity and culture.

3.
The library collection supports the cultural, recreation and information needs of the Brisbane community. It is attractive, relevant and easy to use; inclusive and responsive; responsive to digital technology trends that encourage reading, learning and literacy; and is a useful and sustainable size, supported by Council’s annual investment and a grant via the State Library of Queensland. The collection comprises of more than 1.38 million collection items with more than 8.5 million loans and downloads across 33 library branches, mobile libraries, pop‑up libraries and City Archives. Collection items are also available online 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

4.
The library collection is an essential part of the library experience with 87% of library customers undertaking collection activities as part of a library visit and with 6 million visits per year. Eighty-three per cent of customers borrow or return items and 53% browse the collection. As such, the way the collection is presented is important. The area in which customers are the most satisfied, and a key strength identified by customers, is the range of the collection. Meeting customers’ information and reading needs is also an integral part of the library experience.

5.
Library Services undertakes best practice procurement with ‘shelf-ready’ methods used for the collection. The Collection Development Statement is a foundational document which promotes the collection having a diverse range, reflecting a broad range of viewpoints and supporting free access to information. Optimised collection performance delivers the best value for Council’s investment and is achieved through both the ongoing monitoring of collection use and the expertise of librarians. Collection HQ is analytic software that will redistribute the collection to other libraries to maximise the performance of the collection. Customer feedback and staff input is considered in collection development. The collection is a hybrid collection with approximately 70% of the collection being physical items and 30% being digital.

6.
Staff integrate their knowledge into their service of customers. Collection items are promoted and advertised through customer communications, such as through social media.

7.
New, popular and on trend collection items are the highest turnover materials in the collection.

8.
Classic and enduring titles are considered ‘evergreens’. Outside of the historical collection, the aim is to provide access to classic titles, rather than preserving them.

9.
FastBacks consist of the latest popular releases and are items that are loaned for a seven-day timeframe. FastBacks for Kids has been in place since December 2019. This is a popular strategy to improve access to these titles and meets the needs of voracious readers. MagRack provides that latest issue magazines for in-library reading.

10.
Collections are available for children and young adults. Picture books are displayed in a way that allows children to choose their own books. Also included in the collection are items such as junior fiction and young adult fiction. The collection is supported and enhanced by library reading and learning programs. Every program links to the collection.

11.
Inclusive collection formats include large print, audiobooks, inclusive features and technology, such as Dyslexie font and read-along children’s titles, and digital items. Inclusive collection content aims to reflect the community identity. It also includes items in Languages Other Than English (LOTE), the LGBTIQ+ collection, the Indigenous collection and local Brisbane history.

12.
Collections for lifelong learning include non-fiction for adults and children, adult literacy collections in 18 libraries, local history collections, reference collections and specialist collections, including:


-
City Archives


-
Mt Coot-tha Botanic Gardens Library


-
motor manual collection


-
South Moreton Bay Bicentennial Historical collection.

13.
Millions of digital items are available to loan, download or stream. This includes eBooks, audiobooks, music, film and documentaries, comics, magazines and newspapers. There were more than 2.5 million digital loans and downloads in 2019-20.

14.
Collection access is maximised through:


-
no fees for reservations or holds from 1 July 2020


-
the library app which was implemented after libraries closed due to COVID-19


-
digital collections

-
the new temporary digital membership which allows customers to immediately access the digital collection and gives them three months to convert to a permanent membership

-
resource sharing through inter-library loans through the library network.

15.
Collections are an essential part of the future library. While the growth of digital items is recognised, balance with physical items is also needed. Future collection builds on today’s strong foundation through:


-
a ‘one collection’ approach


-
in-person browsing and serendipitous discovery


-
innovation to increase visibility, availability and immediacy


-
more seamless and convenient access to items through the digital collection


-
improved personalisation, discovery and recommendations.

16.
An example of positive customer feedback was shown to the Committee.

17.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for her informative presentation.

18.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
FINANCE, ADMINISTRATION AND SMALL BUSINESS COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 11 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Yes, Mr Chair, just briefly. We had a presentation at last week’s Committee on ICT innovation and what’s happening across Council, and there’s a number of very interesting projects that are underway and technology innovations that will serve Council well in years to come. Most of it focuses around—but not exclusively—on efficiency.


A couple of the ones that I’d really like to highlight is the robotic process automation, and this involves the automation of time-consuming manual processors. That’s obviously a positive thing in the context of improving efficiency and the accuracy of inputs into our systems.


We also are looking at extended reality technology to better identify and plot key Council assets, such as trees. This assists us in managing those assets, and it also assists us in managing potential risk associated with those assets in events such as storms.


We are also quite actively involved in what’s termed, the internet of things, and this helps us to undertake tracking on a range of Council monitors, things like barbeques, water meters and moisture content in parks and playing fields. This is instrumental in helping Council undertake their activities across the city.


Last but not least, we have a fair bit going on in artificial intelligence and machine learning. One of the things that was of interest was in the context of dog complaints. We get an audio-recording of those dog complaints and obviously, depending on the amount of time that a dog barks in an hour, determines whether Council moves forward with some sort of action. Obviously having an officer sitting there undertaking that activity or that analysis is time-consuming, so we’re looking at mechanisms to have that information done in an automated fashion.


We’re also collaborating with external student groups, and a couple of the projects that they’re working on include street naming, to make that process a little bit more efficient. Obviously we don’t want to name streets ideally in a suburb with the same name, so we’re looking at mechanisms to make that process a little bit easier, and also to analyse the city’s street tree cover.


We also had a regular report, the Bank and Investment report for May 2020, and I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
Further speakers? 

Councillor ALLAN? 

I’ll now put the report. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee was declared carried on the voices.

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 – ICT INNOVATION UPDATE

91/2020-21
1.
The Innovation and Planning Manager, Information Services, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on innovation activities currently being supported that explore and build foundational capability in emerging technology. He provided the information below.

2.
Innovation is the application of ideas to help deliver on Council’s Brisbane Vision 2031. Council’s focus is to:

-
increase efficiency

-
increase effectiveness

-
better the economy

-
materially improve engagement.

3.
The Innovation Pathways Group proactively makes recommendations and provides leadership focusing on innovation ideas from sources including Better Brisbane Proposals, innovation challenges, ICT roadmaps, Smart Cities initiatives and innovation pipelines. The Innovation Pathways Group ensures:


-
all divisions of Council are represented 


-
innovation ideas are assessed against agreed criteria


-
recommendations are provided to the appropriate governance body


-
feedback is provided to innovators


-
innovation proposal leaders are identified, supported and coached


-
an innovation pipeline is established and managed on a continual basis


-
innovation outcomes are published and shared.

4.
Emerging and foundational technology includes:


-
robotic process automation (RPA)


-
extended reality


-
the internet of things.

5.
RPA are programming codes created using specific tools to automate processes that are rule‑based, structured, repetitive and non-cognitive. RPA is also known as a Virtual Workforce as it mimics user actions to achieve the same outcome. ​
6.
The Committee was shown proofs depicting extended reality. These proofs of concept were designed to take existing material and turn it into a more immersive experience. The first proof demonstrated how the user navigates through a virtual house to complete suggested storm preparation activities and, at the end, they receive a ‘score’ which reflects the steps they may have missed. Immersing people in a situation can reinforce learnings through experiential learning and the ability to repeat the exposure multiple times in a more engaging way than traditional ‘flat’ training mediums. Another proof of concept showed data collected on the Sherwood Arboretum using Council’s spatial suite and built software to overlay the data on a mobile device to assist people to access the collection, providing wayfinding and additional information on the collection using embedded web links.
7.
Council established the AI and Machine Learning Panel in 2018. The AI and Machine Learning Panel engages with Brisbane businesses to assist them in collecting and analysing data from sentiment on neighbourhood plans; analyse customer sentiment from contacts with Council; and analyse the deployment of Council officers to determine more efficient deployment models for collecting and analysing sounds to assist investigations of noise complaints.

8.
The Student Capstone Program involves manually reviewing a map of an area to list all names of streets within a 5 km radius. The program generates a report of which names are acceptable or not, and why. The team involved can then look at proposed names for new streets and compare them to the Street Naming Policy. This can then be exported to store in the records relating to the approval of the name. The tool developed by the Student Capstone Program team allows the Plan Sealing team:

-
to enter a list of desired names or upload a file with a list

-
select the location of the site of the development by searching a map or entering a latitude/longitude

-
to adjust the sensitivity of matching:

-
radius

-
text and spelling similarity

-
phonetic match. 

9.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Innovation and Planning Manager for his informative presentation.

10.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED
B
COMMITTEE REPORT – BANK AND INVESTMENT REPORT – MAY 2020



134/695/317/1028

92/2020-21
11.
The Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Finance, Organisational Services, provided a monthly summary of Council’s petty cash, bank account and cash investment position as at 29 May 2020.

12.
During the May period, Council had paid CHF 727,879.20 (AUD 1,095,956.79) to HESS (supplier for the Brisbane Metro Project). Council held a cash deposit of CHF 93,928.80 valued at AUD 146,466.24 as at 29 May 2020 calculated at the spot rate of 0.6413 as published by Reserve Bank of Australia.

13.
Total Council funds held by banks and investment institutions (per general ledger) increased by $7.9 million to $256.7 million excluding trusts (Ref: 1.5 in the Bank and Investment Report, submitted on file). The net increase is predominantly due to the CBIC (City of Brisbane Investment Corporation) dividend of $5 million.

14.
Council funds in Australian dollars as at 29 May 2020 held by bank and investment institutions (per statements) totalled $259.5 million (Ref: 2.4 and 3.1 in the Bank and Investment Report, submitted on file). The investment variance relates to timing differences between transactions recorded in the general ledger and those reflected in the bank statements.

15.
Unreconciled bank receipts and bank payments relate to reconciliation variances at the end of the period. The majority of these transactions have since been reconciled.

16.
Surplus funds are invested daily with approved counterparties.

17.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE REPORT, as submitted on file, BE NOTED.
ADOPTED
PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any petitions? 

Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Yes, thank you. I’ve got a petition to upgrade cycling facilities when resurfacing roads.

Chair:
Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Yes, Chair, I have a petition from residents requesting some traffic calming be installed in Columba Street, Inala.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. I have a petition from residents calling on Council to refuse the development at 9 Francis Street, Corinda.

Chair:
Councillor DAVIS.

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. I have a petition requesting Council name a place in Stringybark Drive Park, Aspley as Kerry Blanco Place.

Chair:
Councillor HUANG.

Councillor HUANG:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I’ve got a petition regarding a road upgrade in Rochedale.

Chair:
Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thanks, Chair. I have a petition requesting the allocation of Council land to be used for the creation and riding of mountain bike features by the Fig Tree Pocket community.

Chair:
Any other petitions? 

May I please have a motion to accept them?

93/2020-21
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, 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

	CA20/885137
	Kara Cook
	Requesting Council re-mark bicycle lanes next to the kerb as part of resurfacing works on Junction Road, Morningside.

	CA20/884890
	Charles Strunk
	Requesting Council install an appropriate traffic calming device in Columba Street, Inala.

	CA20/885023
	Nicole Johnston
	Requesting Council enforce adherence to the housing zone plan in relation to a proposed development adjacent to the Francis Outlook Park, Corinda.

	CA20/884954
	Tracy Davis
	Requesting Council name a place in Stringybark Drive Park, Aspley, as ‘Kerrie Blencowe Place’.

	CA20/885192
	Steven Huang
	Requesting any works to Miles Platting Road, Rochedale, include the construction of continuous footpaths and cycling facilities.

	CA20/885289
	James Mackay
	Requesting the allocation of Council land to be used for the creation of mountain bike features for use by the Fig Tree Pocket community.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors are there any matters of General Business? We’ll begin—are there any statements required as a result of an Office of the Independent Assessor or Councillor Ethics Committee order? 

There being none. 

Further General Business? 

Councillor HUTTON. 

Also Councillors, a reminder that this is Councillor HUTTON’s first speech in this place with people here.

Councillor HUTTON:
Yes, thank you, Chair.

Chair:
All right, Councillor HUTTON.

Councillor HUTTON:
Look, I rise to speak very briefly on the recent opening of the Riverhills Recreation Hub located at the end of Sumners Road at Newcomb Park.


Although the official opening was a little underwhelming due to COVID-19 restrictions, we were able to join the company with Centenary Rowing Club, Springfield Centenary Kayak Club and a few Riverhills locals.


These days the hub is a hive of activity, with daily kayaks and canoes gracing the river—is that not working? Oh sorry. Sorry. Do you want me to start again? No, keep going. Quite a question.


These days the recreation hub is a hive of activity, with daily kayaks and canoes gracing the river and loads of locals getting out their fishing rods and trying their luck.


I recently with Simon Newcomb, who is a former Olympic rower and the founder of Centenary Rowing Club, who was delighted to see the addition to the park named in his honour.


It is infrastructure like this which makes a real difference in our community, and I look forward to delivering more facilities, including barbeques, shelters and seating, so more residents can pack a picnic and enjoy this beautiful park.


I want to thank our Council officers for the incredible work they have done on this project, and I look forward to engaging the wider community when restrictions are lifted and celebrating the local clubs—the Lakers Dragon Boat Club, Springfield Centenary Kayak Club and the Centenary Boat Club. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.
At that time, 5.57pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair.
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. I rise to speak on three items tonight: VP Day, India Independence Day and the Uluru Statement from the Heart.


Last week marked a few significant milestones for our community. Saturday 15 August was the 74th Indian Independence Day and the 75th anniversary of the victory in the Pacific. Indian Independence Day, marking the end of British colonial rule after a long period of civil disobedience and non-violent resistance during the Independence Movement, is a significant day for people of Indian descent around the world.


The Deagon Ward, like Brisbane as a whole, is home to a large and growing Indian population; people whose parents or grandparents travelled here some time ago, and those who are very recent arrivals. I’m very lucky to have both a Sikh gurdwara and a Hindu temple in my ward.


Attending the Vaisakhi Festival or Diwali is a part of our calendar in my ward, as Australia Day or Christmas events are. The Vaisakhi Festival organised by the Punjabi Cultural Association is growing and reaching out to more of the community each and every year.


A new partnership with St Patrick’s College would have seen this year’s festival held at Curlew Park for the first time, but with COVID-19 restrictions, this event was cancelled. These events I’m sure will be back next year, and I know the 75th anniversary of Indian independence will be a great celebration in 2021.


Saturday 15 August also marked the 75th anniversary of the end of fighting in the Pacific and the swift end to the Second World War thereafter. What would have been a significant event for us in the community, to gather for COVID-19 once again, changed this for us. So we were again encouraged to mark this event in our own ways.


The war in the Pacific was the greatest test for Australia and changed our nation indelibly. If Gallipoli was viewed as the birth of nationhood, the war and victory in the Pacific cemented Australia’s place in the world.


Prime Minister John Curtin had been in office for just eight weeks when Japan launched its war in the Pacific. His government’s determination not only to be heard in London and Washington, but to forge a more independent foreign policy, is a remarkable legacy.


His legacy for planning a better post-war Australia, including migration, full‑employment and social security, are as important in our nation’s story as is leadership during the war. He died six weeks before the Japanese surrender in August 1945.


He was not alone of course. Seventeen thousand Australians dying while fighting in the Pacific and another 8,000 in Japanese captivity. 


The battle in the Pacific was as much about ideals as it was in Europe against Nazism. The freedoms that we take for granted today is something that many thousands of men and women laid down their lives for, and we should be eternally grateful for and defend that legacy with everything we’ve got.


Many of us have family who fought. My grandfathers, Fred Cassidy and Stan Cheeseman, both served in the Air Force in the Pacific. Both survived and made a life for themselves when they got back here. I’m often amazed to think how the collective contributions of ordinary blokes, like Fred and Stan, resulted in the comprehensive defeat of tyranny right on our doorstep. For a nation on 15 August 1945 the war ended. For the families of those men and women who never came home, that war never ended. 


Today is also Veterans’ Day, Vietnam Veterans’ Day, where we commemorate the service of those who served in Vietnam. The Battle of Long Tan saw some incredible bravery and that Australian spirit forged under the pressure of conflict over many decades, and this week, more than many others, Deputy Chair, we say lest we forget.


Finally, on Sunday another significant milestone for our nation was marked with 45 years since the Wave Hill handback to the Gurindji people by the Whitlam Government. In the words of Prime Minister Gough Whitlam at the time, he said, ‘I want to promise you this act of restitution, which we perform today, will not stand alone. I want to promise that through their government, the people of Australia will help you in your plans to use this land fruitfully for the Gurindji.’

He went on to say, ‘I want to acknowledge that we Australians still have much to do.’ That couldn’t be more true today than it was in 1975, all around our nation. There is much work to be done and we can contribute to that as a Council.


Just over a year ago this Council passed a motion supporting the Uluru Statement from the Heart; its call for truth-telling, a voice to government and constitutional recognition for our First Nation’s people.


But that cannot be the end of the road for our support. The kind of national movement that is required to effect the change, a broad coalition needs active partners. Not a Council that is happy to support a historic motion here in this Chamber, and lend its significant weight to that cause through that action, raise hope and then people watch that hope fade away over the next year by Council doing nothing.


I don’t mean Council hasn’t done much. I mean Council has done nothing. You cannot even find a mention of it on Council’s website. That would be a very simple act. Council developed an Indigenous Aspirations Strategy (IAS) in 2004. The implementation phase was 2005-07 and the evaluation phase was 2007-08.


It also says in reviewing the IAS in 2018, the information gained from a community consultation session would be used to develop a Reconciliation Action Plan in 2020 that reflects current Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander community needs, issues, priorities and aspirations.


It has been 12 years since the IAS was evaluated and now two years since the review calling for a Reconciliation Action Plan. What has happened? It’s time for Council to stop dragging its feet and start being a genuine partner for Aboriginal people. This is an issue of national significance. We are the largest local government in Australia. We must do more. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor CASSIDY. 

Further General Business? 

Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on a number of items tonight: the Vietnam Veterans’ Day, International days of significance, my local community, and if time permits, Dunvegan Street Park.


Firstly, as patron of the National Servicemen’s Association of Queensland, today on Vietnam Veterans’ Day, I acknowledge not only the service of almost 60,000 Australians who served, and particularly the 521 who lost their lives and the 3,000 who were injured, but specifically the 218 NASHOs (National Servicemen’s Association of Australia Queensland) who paid the ultimate sacrifice.


For many there is still a contention around the Vietnam War, but unequivocally the service of any person who fulfills a role in protecting our freedom and democracy for our nation deserves respect.


Many returned servicemen faced not only the horror of war, but also a hostile reception when they returned home. I, for one, will place on the record today a heart-felt thank you to all of them for their service.


The past weekend has seen also the recognition of Indonesian Independence Day, India Independence Day and Pakistan Independence Day. To everyone who lives in Brisbane and has connection to these countries, I trust that you will have duly celebrated these important occasions in your calendar, although this year it would have been through a virtual celebration. It’s amazing what technology can do and how it can bring people together at times like these. 


In regards to my local community, I must say they are amazing. In recent weeks, in our local community, we have been at the epicentre of the COVID-19 cluster and also a second border breach between the suburbs of Acacia Ridge, Logan, Park Ridge and Springfield. Calamvale Ward is the epicentre of everything that has gone on in past weeks.


We have connections between many schools, multicultural community groups, sporting clubs and shopping centres, and I am so proud of how our community came together to help keep each other safe.


The demonstration in our local community on a wide scale has certainly reignited a sense of connection, a sense of responsibility and a spirit of cooperation. The patience showed by many residents, while we all lined up together to be tested for COVID-19, was absolutely commendable. Even though we were standing out there on a cold Saturday morning in the brisk August winds, everyone was doing it to make sure we work together as a community.


I know, as a community, we have come together to have a united voice about ensuring that we are not jeopardising the safety of others. When I come into this place, I speak on behalf of my community. No other Councillor should take the liberty to claim to speak on my behalf or on behalf of my community. I do not believe that, as individual Councillors, we should dare to presume to know what is specifically supported or opposed in another area, or to try to push a particular point of view.


My community has been confronted recently by a very dire situation, which could have been significantly worse. We do; however, all need to focus on keeping the people right across our city safe. I know many people who have been hurt by being denied time with loved ones in nursing homes, and the distress it has caused not being able to visit or being able to attend a funeral.


I have seen firsthand how palliative care units and hospices have been impacted with restrictions on family members, and in my case as a friend, when their loved ones have been at the end of their life. The hurt that has been felt by those people not being able to be there together to comfort one another, is extreme, and yet there still seems to be, by some in the community, a level of selfishness and, in some cases, a lack of gratitude.


I would like to thank each and every essential worker who lives or works in our local community and across our city, along with all the emergency services and healthcare personnel and support workers, for the work that they have done and continue to do.


To each and every person who has been a part of the COVID-19 testing process, I acknowledge the work, the very important work, that you have been part of, and thank you all for your efforts.


I would like to read into the record a message from a frontline worker to reinforce the reality of what is being faced, and it reads: ‘I am a nurse doing COVID-19 screening and I am appalled at the level of abuse day in and day out that we are receiving from the public. We are trying desperately hard, Councillor OWEN, to keep people who are vulnerable safe, yet still people are under a false sense of belief that they are somewhat immune to catching COVID-19. What one would see as simple tasks like social distancing or hand hygiene, is a very difficult task to have people complete. Instead, we receive an onslaught of verbal abuse, including vulgar language. There are rules to enter all establishments now, not just hospitals. These rules are to keep people safe. There are changes to visiting hours and also changes to how many visitors people can have in a day. I am bringing this to your attention in the hopes that you may be able to write a post to our local community, to not just respect fellow nurses like me but also doctors, and to make people aware of these changes as well. What is happening is not right and we are just trying to keep Queensland safe, so we don’t have an outbreak like Victoria. Thank you for your help, stay well and safe.’

I think that’s a very important message because it comes from somebody in the frontline, and it certainly does have an impact. I have done a post on my Facebook page, but I feel it is important to share it in this important place as well, being the Council Chamber.


Mr Deputy Chair, the last thing I would like to reflect on is the expenditure from the Suburban Enhancement Fund approval for the installation of a playground at Macquarie Way Park, Drewvale and also Dunvegan Street Park at Heathwood, which are both in the minutes of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee report.


These are very important park projects for our local community. They are developing areas, and certainly there is a need to make sure that the provision of play equipment for our young families living in our local community are attended to.


It is a great benefit that we do have the opportunity, as Councillors, to provide such funding through the Suburban Enhancement Fund to ensure that these needs are met. Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor OWEN. 

Further General Business? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, just briefly and there’s a couple of things I want to mention VP Day, Vietnam Veterans’ Day and being back in the Council Chamber.


Firstly, just an invitation to all Councillors. If you are looking for something to do on VP Day, we do hold an excellent ceremony. It’s technically my RSL (Returned and Services League), the Annerley Stephens RSL, but the event is actually held in Councillor GRIFFITHS ward at Stimpson Park at Moorooka.


We had a wonderful event on Friday where we commemorated the end of the war in the Pacific. It’s an event that the Annerley Stephens RSL is very proud to hold each year. We still do have some World War II veterans in that RSL, and I just want to thank them for, even in these really difficult times, finding a way to hold the ceremony.


It was all beautifully, beautifully, socially distanced and the president of the RSL made sure everybody was fit and well. We all signed in and it went very well. Unfortunately there was no drinks afterwards at the RSL, so that was a bit disappointing, but I just want to say a big thank you to the Stephens RSL for all of their wonderful hard work in commemorating VP Day.


Yes, just briefly, certainly to all the Vietnam veterans out there, it’s always good to acknowledge them, of which my dad is one. It’s been a hard week or two for him, so I’m really pleased that he’s on the mend.


I’d also just like to say having been to Long Tan, it is quite a remarkable place, and it’s not an easy place to get to. You need special permissions from the government, but I was really lucky to go as part of an Australian political exchange delegation to Vietnam—oh god, 20 years ago—20 years ago. We were able to pay our respects on behalf of the Australian Government at the memorial at Long Tan.


Finally, just on being back in the Chamber, this is something that I’ve advocated for for some period of time, and I’m very pleased that we are back. I just want to thank all the Councillor officers who have facilitated the IT changes and the arrangements that have been necessary to logistically get the Council working.


I know that they put a lot of effort into it. We originally were going to start back two weeks ago, and then obviously there was the scare and I’m glad we’re back on track this week.


It has been disappointing to see parliaments being cancelled in other states and in our Federal sphere, because we are a parliamentary democracy. I know, for example, Councillor SRI would like more of a representative or direct action democracy perhaps, so I won’t—I don’t mean to misrepresent what he would like. But our system of government is only as strong as the ability to meet—debate the issues of the day, and I think it’s important that we are back in this place and functioning again as a Council.


But finally, I’d just like to say to all the LNP Councillors out there, I know you must have missed me. It was so nice to hear you all talking about me so much today, and I’m just delighted because every time you mention me or you attack me, I get these wonderful emails from my constituents who are watching, who are listening. They’re like, why would they do that and I’m like, well, my mere presence offends them some days.


So I just want to say I missed you too. Feel free to keep talking about me as much as you would like. I don’t think anybody believes a word that you say about me, and every time you personally attack me, it reflects poorly on you not me.

Deputy Chair:
Further General Business? 

Councillor ATWOOD.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Thank you, Deputy Chair. Ooh is it on? Yes. Tonight I’d like to speak about Lillian’s Place, home of Beyond DV.


Last week the LORD MAYOR, Lady Mayoress, Councillor CUNNINGHAM, Councillor COOK and myself and a number of other dignitaries had the absolute pleasure of attending the official opening of Lillian’s Place. 


Besides the delicious treats handcrafted by the women, a highlight was hearing about the number of women who have already used this facility. Last week alone over 200 women visited the centre to participate in different courses, such as goal setting, Certificate III, fitness courses, meeting with local lawyers, schools, finance planners, to try to help them get back on track.


After visiting the centre a number of times to volunteer in different capacities to get it up and running, I have made quite close friendships with a number of the women in there, and to see them grow in such a short time has been really heart‑warming and very rewarding.


There is nothing like Lillian’s Place in other parts of our city, and I truly believe it is critical that we do everything we can to help Beyond DV grow their services so more ladies right across our city can get involved in their programs, increase their skillsets and grow their social networks, to try and ensure they don’t go back to their past relationships. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you Councillor ATWOOD. 

Is there any further General Business? 

Councillors, there’s been a lot of people who’ve done a lot of hard work behind the scenes here to get us back in the Chamber. Can I please ask for your appreciation to be shown in the Chamber?

With that, I declare the meeting closed. Thank you.

QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston on 11 August 2020
Q1 
How many petitions presented to Council and not yet considered by full Council are more than 12 months old as at 1 August?

Q2. 
Please provide a list of outstanding petitions including the petition name and date presented to Council?
ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Answers to questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting on 11 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?

A1.
$0
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.

A2.
Eildon Hill, Windsor. Approximately $254,000. 


Stephens Mountain, Greenslopes. Approximately $290,000.

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (from meeting on 11 August 2020)
Q1. How many illuminated street signs are there across the Brisbane City Council network?

A1.
Council does not have any illuminated street signs 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?

A2.
As Councillor’s have been advised, the relevant documents are Council’s AP193 Taxi Usage and Cabcharge Taxi Eticket Procedure and AP193A Cabcharge Credit Card Guidelines (accessible to staff and Councillors on Council’s intranet). These documents are relevant to Chairs, the Chair of Council and Leader of the Opposition. 
Q3. Can you outline, by individual payment, cost and date of any invoices paid to “We Promote” for June 2019 to July 2020?

A3.
This information is available in the Accounts Payable Committee Report which is provided each week to the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee.
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?

A4&5.
647 requests for collection through the Good Neighbour Clean Up program have been received. These collections are currently being undertaken.
Q6. How many resident have been declined when requesting pickup from the Good Neighbour Program since April 2020?

A6.
9 requests received through the Good Neighbour Clean Up program were deemed to be ineligible.
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

	 
	 
	 


A7.
At this stage, there are no bus stops where Council has made application for Disability Discrimination Act exemptions.
 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
	 
	 
	 


A8.
Council does not negotiate outcomes with developers. At the beginning of the appeal process, the Court orders that Council’s independent experts work with the applicant to reach an agreed position on a development application. 


Independent experts are answerable to the Court, not Council. 


The information requested is publicly available on the Planning and Environment Court website. 

 
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
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


A9.

	 
	Residential – Owner Occupied DWG
	Residential – Owner Occupied CTS


	Residential – Non-Owner Occupied or Mixed Use Non-CTS
	Residential – Non-Owner Occupied or Mixed Use CTS
	Commercial – Non-residential NON-CTS
	Commercial – Non-residential CTS
	Multi-Residential - non-CTS
	Multi-Residential - CTS
	Rural
	Minor Lot
	CBD Frame Commercial/ Non-Residential Non-CTS
	CBD Frame Commercial/ Non-Residential CTS
	Central Business District - Non-CTS
	Central Business District - CTS
	Large Regional Shopping Centre
	Major Regional Shopping Centre
	Drive-In Shopping Centre
	Retail Warehouse
	Commercial/Non-Residential – Concessional 
	Special Concession - CTS
	Special Concession - Non-CTS
	Other
	TOTAL OF ALL CATEGORIES

	BRACKEN RIDGE WARD
	       10,764 
	            851 
	         3,562 
	         1,430 
	            149 
	              40 
	              32 
	                4 
	      7 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	 
	                6 
	                 3 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       16,849 

	CALAMVALE WARD
	       11,937 
	         1,480 
	         3,498 
	         1,867 
	            178 
	              58 
	              34 
	 
	    14 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                8 
	                 1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       19,075 

	CENTRAL WARD
	         1,457 
	         6,844 
	            769 
	       21,876 
	            109 
	              81 
	            335 
	            161 
	 
	   777 
	            929 
	         1,331 
	            411 
	            578 
	 
	 
	                1 
	 
	                 1 
	 
	                 1 
	      1 
	       35,662 

	CHANDLER WARD
	       10,969 
	            697 
	         2,459 
	            735 
	            234 
	            227 
	              75 
	 
	     21 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	                1 
	                3 
	                 4 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       15,426 

	COORPAROO WARD
	         6,362 
	         3,170 
	         2,679 
	         6,553 
	            551 
	            233 
	            491 
	 
	 
	    5 
	            145 
	              23 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                9 
	                 6 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       20,227 

	DEAGON WARD
	       10,749 
	         1,488 
	         3,806 
	         2,176 
	            755 
	            386 
	            248 
	 
	     23 
	       1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	 
	                6 
	               17 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       19,656 

	DOBOY WARD
	         8,935 
	         2,212 
	         2,825 
	         2,514 
	            507 
	            668 
	            113 
	                1 
	       5 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	 
	                9 
	                 5 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       17,795 

	ENOGGERA WARD
	         8,494 
	         1,560 
	         3,433 
	         3,538 
	            403 
	            195 
	            302 
	                2 
	      1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                2 
	 
	                3 
	               12 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       17,945 

	FOREST LAKE WARD
	         9,873 
	            556 
	         5,643 
	         2,376 
	            347 
	            124 
	            111 
	                1 
	   20 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                7 
	                 1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       19,059 

	HAMILTON WARD
	         5,955 
	         4,300 
	         1,868 
	         8,080 
	            825 
	            534 
	            319 
	              14 
	    39 
	    6 
	            364 
	            112 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	                 5 
	 
	 
	 
	     4 
	       22,426 

	HOLLAND PARK WARD
	         9,728 
	         1,613 
	         3,666 
	         2,062 
	            265 
	              55 
	            208 
	                1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	                 3 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       17,602 

	JAMBOREE WARD
	       11,004 
	            679 
	         3,388 
	            825 
	            763 
	            573 
	              51 
	              34 
	        3 
	     1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                3 
	 
	                9 
	 
	                 1 
	 
	 
	 
	       17,334 

	MACGREGOR WARD
	         9,614 
	         2,463 
	         3,152 
	         2,789 
	            280 
	            235 
	            100 
	                1 
	    43 
	     4 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	                1 
	              11 
	                 7 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       18,701 

	MARCHANT WARD
	         7,848 
	         2,368 
	         3,412 
	         5,781 
	            434 
	            201 
	            357 
	              12 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                2 
	                1 
	                5 
	                 9 
	                 1 
	 
	 
	 
	       20,431 

	MCDOWALL WARD
	       10,747 
	         1,138 
	         2,896 
	         1,975 
	            121 
	              23 
	              65 
	                2 
	     3 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	 
	                7 
	                 4 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       16,982 

	MOOROOKA WARD
	         8,409 
	         1,249 
	         4,088 
	         2,577 
	         1,537 
	            920 
	            364 
	                1 
	   12 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                9 
	               17 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       19,183 

	MORNINGSIDE WARD
	         7,806 
	         2,531 
	         2,760 
	         3,677 
	            371 
	            299 
	            294 
	              12 
	 
	       1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       17,752 

	NORTHGATE WARD
	         8,966 
	         2,272 
	         3,308 
	         4,214 
	            664 
	            431 
	            253 
	                2 
	    4 
	      1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	 
	                4 
	                 5 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       20,125 

	PADDINGTON WARD
	         7,529 
	         2,525 
	         3,322 
	         5,815 
	            378 
	            295 
	            427 
	              12 
	 
	  89 
	            232 
	            298 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                2 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       20,924 

	PULLENVALE WARD
	       13,055 
	            639 
	         2,246 
	            201 
	            109 
	              68 
	              35 
	 
	  38 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	 
	                6 
	                 2 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       16,400 

	RUNCORN WARD
	       10,938 
	         1,556 
	         4,422 
	         2,023 
	            346 
	            294 
	              70 
	              23 
	   6 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                1 
	 
	                9 
	                 1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       19,689 

	TENNYSON WARD
	         8,195 
	         2,090 
	         2,496 
	         2,990 
	            316 
	            117 
	            273 
	              26 
	   2 
	  3 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                5 
	                 3 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       16,516 

	THE GABBA WARD
	         2,521 
	         5,554 
	         1,424 
	       14,724 
	            128 
	              18 
	            519 
	              20 
	 
	   5 
	            663 
	            408 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                 1 
	                 1 
	 
	     1 
	       25,987 

	THE GAP WARD
	       11,380 
	            899 
	         3,070 
	            836 
	            167 
	              61 
	              93 
	 
	    2 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                6 
	                 2 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       16,516 

	WALTER TAYLOR WARD
	         6,879 
	         4,307 
	         2,377 
	         8,308 
	            225 
	            188 
	            204 
	              32 
	 
	  42 
	              46 
	            154 
	 
	 
	                1 
	                1 
	 
	                 2 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       22,766 

	WYNNUM-MANLY WARD
	         9,886 
	         1,194 
	         3,224 
	         1,376 
	            464 
	            127 
	            267 
	 
	 
	   17 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	                6 
	                 1 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	       16,562 

	total
	     230,000 
	       56,235 
	       79,793 
	     111,318 
	       10,626 
	         6,451 
	         5,640 
	            361 
	 243 
	    952 
	         2,379 
	         2,326 
	            411 
	            578 
	              17 
	                4 
	            134 
	             110 
	                 4 
	                 1 
	                 1 
	   6 
	     507,590 


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
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


A10. 
When rates and charges are applied to rate accounts they show as a debit or positive number with subsequent payments being received/applied to the account showing as a credit or negative number. The data extract provided shows the sum total of all payments received demonstrated as credit/negative numbers.
	
	Total
	Residential - Owner Occupied Dwg
	Residential - Owner Occupied CTS
	Residential - Non-Owner Occupied Or Mixed Use Dwg Non-CTS
	Residential - Non-Owner Occupied Or Mixed Use CTS
	Commercial - Non-Residential Non-CTS
	Commercial - Non-Residential CTS
	Multi-Residential Non-CTS
	Multi-Residential CTS
	Rural
	Minor Lot
	CBD Frame Commercial / Non-Residential Non-CTS
	CBD Frame Commercial / Non-Residential CTS
	Central Business District Non-CTS
	Central Business District CTS
	Large Regional Shopping Centre
	Major Regional Shopping Centre
	Drive-In Shopping Centre
	Retail Warehouse
	Commercial/Non-Residential – Concessional
	Special Concession CTS
	Special Concession Non-CTS
	Other

	Total
	-1,322,587,467.68
	-421,382,549.22
	-75,475,272.20
	-183,339,918.80
	-181,399,810.59
	-184,880,168.39
	-27,856,418.09
	-39,393,606.53
	-885,724.81
	-950,235.36
	-1,085,468.98
	-66,005,082.18
	-10,780,701.12
	-89,629,333.19
	-4,742,622.57
	-8,045,778.40
	-7,412,539.90
	-9,152,008.59
	-4,787,734.67
	-194,264.20
	-21,859.00
	-251,635.00
	-4,914,735.89

	Bracken Ridge
	-26,824,085.08
	-14,050,692.31
	-1,007,049.87
	-6,149,952.18
	-2,307,798.38
	-1,788,077.18
	-363,137.07
	-211,042.50
	-18,709.35
	-37,475.14
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-390,323.40
	0.00
	-317,779.90
	-180,168.25
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-1,879.55

	Calamvale
	-38,598,199.31
	-18,757,160.73
	-1,945,271.81
	-6,829,190.37
	-3,028,532.75
	-6,230,264.35
	-812,180.41
	-334,905.51
	-1,259.40
	-47,744.78
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-577,413.35
	-20,389.60
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-13,886.25

	Central
	-191,968,963.39
	-4,965,496.52
	-10,285,091.42
	-3,071,401.65
	-36,521,104.61
	-2,412,016.44
	-320,424.20
	-4,178,405.52
	-304,640.25
	0.00
	-796,641.99
	-28,382,792.25
	-5,403,397.54
	-89,629,272.39
	-4,742,622.57
	0.00
	0.00
	-122,357.80
	0.00
	0.00
	-21,859.00
	0.00
	-811,439.24

	Chandler
	-37,527,619.79
	-22,026,586.00
	-887,682.33
	-6,049,284.07
	-1,176,926.13
	-3,664,860.08
	-762,885.40
	-515,279.25
	0.00
	-81,651.42
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-300,442.40
	-1,706,043.40
	-250,802.75
	-96,879.70
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-8,296.86

	Coorparoo
	-50,803,436.55
	-14,064,943.14
	-4,200,982.55
	-7,256,129.09
	-10,658,505.62
	-7,532,819.66
	-808,277.06
	-3,219,053.43
	0.00
	0.00
	-15,498.75
	-1,933,265.80
	-132,376.23
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-802,727.17
	-142,986.82
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-35,871.23

	Deagon
	-41,373,064.80
	-15,425,877.73
	-1,693,215.79
	-7,191,162.94
	-3,486,186.89
	-9,726,764.44
	-1,288,173.49
	-1,396,463.02
	0.00
	-60,565.23
	-1,066.50
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-396,059.20
	0.00
	-248,488.27
	-451,615.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-7,426.30

	Doboy
	-45,960,979.95
	-14,668,210.23
	-2,715,310.26
	-6,249,490.98
	-4,033,556.72
	-12,682,821.04
	-3,674,259.13
	-660,900.64
	-1,579.25
	-48,308.79
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-324,723.40
	0.00
	-455,722.07
	-384,236.60
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-61,860.84

	Enoggera
	-43,374,999.57
	-17,928,266.37
	-2,036,874.47
	-8,591,710.82
	-5,689,047.65
	-4,541,510.46
	-707,852.68
	-2,156,751.49
	-14,191.07
	-1,236.05
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-1,146,336.50
	0.00
	-286,678.58
	-251,660.23
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-22,883.20

	Forest Lake
	-34,880,780.65
	-12,272,140.96
	-663,475.73
	-9,047,538.96
	-3,923,809.50
	-6,943,579.99
	-765,609.08
	-497,505.15
	-2,163.40
	-63,215.58
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-579,618.30
	-121,981.55
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-142.45

	Hamilton
	-79,764,552.70
	-16,999,905.62
	-5,957,268.05
	-5,926,647.96
	-13,227,088.13
	-21,206,589.68
	-3,209,177.08
	-2,378,970.35
	-21,884.02
	-151,776.86
	-26,034.80
	-6,803,400.28
	-802,059.65
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-74,103.60
	-377,753.10
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-2,601,893.52

	Holland Park
	-38,604,996.26
	-19,000,653.95
	-2,096,629.14
	-9,021,145.25
	-3,248,695.86
	-3,472,278.02
	-169,073.51
	-1,286,096.92
	-9,250.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-34,915.00
	-250,880.31
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-15,378.30

	Jamboree
	-42,894,038.32
	-16,614,096.90
	-821,457.41
	-6,174,560.65
	-1,311,341.69
	-13,292,302.01
	-2,431,358.46
	-210,872.63
	-41,735.90
	-10,357.50
	-12,639.20
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-1,430,628.75
	0.00
	-409,904.79
	0.00
	-48,843.40
	0.00
	0.00
	-83,939.03

	Macgregor
	-46,157,303.11
	-17,974,873.99
	-3,124,808.81
	-7,773,492.21
	-4,478,322.90
	-6,036,509.07
	-1,221,098.82
	-975,756.45
	-48,167.05
	-258,234.27
	-18,105.81
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-590,512.20
	-2,057,764.00
	-998,164.83
	-567,011.14
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-34,481.56

	Marchant
	-46,523,852.24
	-14,009,976.69
	-2,970,354.24
	-7,947,970.80
	-9,329,407.38
	-5,687,238.21
	-678,449.11
	-2,250,914.99
	-19,107.48
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-735,280.83
	-2,067,037.00
	-426,600.94
	-337,608.37
	-61,249.60
	0.00
	0.00
	-2,656.60

	Mcdowall
	-31,959,658.29
	-17,907,468.59
	-1,345,473.27
	-6,375,954.71
	-3,182,308.51
	-1,079,624.03
	-94,061.04
	-607,292.25
	-9,991.70
	-13,229.90
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-538,253.00
	0.00
	-409,745.79
	-288,473.45
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-107,782.05

	Moorooka
	-56,882,327.75
	-13,098,387.18
	-1,644,055.16
	-8,032,903.80
	-4,128,036.46
	-23,544,194.50
	-3,429,945.62
	-2,089,931.83
	-14,752.96
	-36,608.17
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-484,012.05
	-341,058.07
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-38,441.95

	Morningside
	-47,126,175.75
	-20,179,398.54
	-3,476,009.04
	-8,451,843.16
	-5,971,666.56
	-5,628,698.51
	-1,175,096.35
	-2,180,232.35
	-25,310.04
	0.00
	-810.85
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-32,894.80
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-4,215.55

	Northgate
	-47,023,180.07
	-15,617,198.70
	-2,873,887.50
	-7,384,683.58
	-6,776,287.43
	-9,989,301.97
	-1,548,687.05
	-1,486,279.08
	-5,855.15
	-16,106.64
	-1,280.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-911,052.32
	0.00
	-281,250.40
	-122,931.05
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-8,379.20

	Paddington
	-57,999,644.94
	-18,119,261.46
	-3,367,259.65
	-9,605,566.23
	-9,409,230.35
	-5,133,892.46
	-943,465.06
	-2,411,975.89
	-74,429.97
	0.00
	-85,507.93
	-7,065,938.65
	-1,594,151.58
	-60.80
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-176,650.80
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-12,254.11

	Pullenvale
	-30,275,305.91
	-21,874,176.30
	-778,410.38
	-4,711,585.50
	-327,985.95
	-1,342,553.68
	-258,886.58
	-186,343.72
	0.00
	-85,132.48
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-316,869.20
	0.00
	-325,465.72
	-66,075.40
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-1,821.00

	Runcorn
	-44,311,294.85
	-18,615,930.70
	-2,002,905.95
	-9,918,970.46
	-3,296,164.73
	-7,255,809.12
	-1,360,606.57
	-525,454.33
	-35,387.90
	-29,597.19
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-419,363.60
	0.00
	-473,282.09
	-75,309.85
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-302,512.36

	Tennyson
	-39,566,335.57
	-18,104,493.68
	-2,805,682.41
	-6,530,486.41
	-4,834,748.58
	-4,711,376.96
	-409,611.60
	-1,649,598.20
	-58,428.76
	-3,273.76
	-3,172.40
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-349,039.33
	-68,437.20
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-37,986.28

	The Gabba
	-72,663,342.02
	-6,520,448.43
	-8,316,484.74
	-4,485,129.47
	-23,830,742.77
	-1,821,132.06
	-111,305.63
	-4,362,162.11
	-110,036.85
	0.00
	-46,748.55
	-19,886,222.29
	-2,284,968.69
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-84,171.20
	0.00
	-251,635.00
	-552,154.23

	The Gap
	-32,721,523.44
	-20,051,403.10
	-1,092,756.91
	-6,574,168.38
	-1,367,097.23
	-1,910,268.80
	-177,824.16
	-532,211.28
	-2,234.05
	-5,721.60
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-410,507.30
	-476,215.53
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-121,115.10

	Walter Taylor
	-54,997,735.72
	-16,169,639.54
	-5,956,123.62
	-6,970,194.60
	-13,674,790.58
	-4,896,194.15
	-749,232.34
	-1,671,755.87
	-65,415.06
	0.00
	-39,436.42
	-1,933,462.91
	-563,747.43
	0.00
	0.00
	-545,933.60
	-1,581,695.50
	0.00
	-160,485.50
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-19,628.60

	Wynnum-Manly
	-41,804,071.65
	-16,365,861.86
	-1,410,751.69
	-7,018,754.57
	-2,180,427.23
	-12,349,491.52
	-385,740.59
	-1,417,451.77
	-1,195.20
	0.00
	-38,525.78
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-623,882.96
	-5,577.95
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	-6,410.53


RISING OF COUNCIL:

6.18pm.

PRESENTED:





and CONFIRMED
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     CHAIR
Council officers in attendance:

Victor Tan (A/Senior Council and Committee Officer)

Julia Hagen (A/Council and Committee Officer)
Billy Peers (Personal Support Officer to the Lord Mayor and Council Orderly)
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